Environmental Checklist Form (Initial Study)
County of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning

Project title: Trojan Calabasas / Project No. 2020-000422 / Case No(s). RPPL2020000735
Lead agency name and address: Los Angeles County, 320 West Temple Street, L.os Angeles, CA 90012
Contact Person and phone number: Ingo Giani, 310-372-8600

Project sponsor’s name and address: Trojan Storage, 1732 Aviation Boulevard, Suite 217, Redondo Beach,
California 90278

Project location: Vicinity of Old Scandia Lane and Ventura Boulevard, at 5050 Old Scandia Lane, in
unincorporated County of Los Angeles (County). The Project site is north of the City of Calabasas and south
of the City of Hidden Hills. Assessor Parcel Number (APN): 2049-022-040 United States Geological Survey (USGS)
Quad: Calabasas. See Exhibit 1: Regional Vicinity; and Exhibit 2: Site Vicinity.

Gross Acreage: 3.83
General Plan Designation: N/A.

Community/Area wide Plan Designation: C (Commercial) land use category of the Santa Monica
Mountains North Area Plan Lland Use Policy Map.

Zoning: Malibu Zoned District, M-1 (Light Manufacturing) Zone. Surrounding zoning is City of Hidden
Hills large-lot residential to the north, M-1 Zone to the south and east, and Heavy Manufacturing —
Development Program (M-2-DP) Zone to the west.

Description of project: The Project site is comprised of a single approximately 3.83-gross acre vacant
undeveloped property situated immediately east of the existing LLos Angeles Pet Cemetery. The Old Scandia
Lane frontage contains an approximately 11-foot area with sidewalk and ornamental landscaping,.

The Project proposes construction and operation of an approximately 155,900 square feet (SF) of self-storage
facility (79,991 SF aboveground and 75,909 SF belowground) in three buildings, with 1,334 self-storage units,
a 2,000 SF office/managet’s residence, and 27 surface parking spaces; see Exhibit 3: Conceptual Site Plan.
Development is oriented toward the site’s Old Scandia Lane frontage to avoid the steep-sloped hillside at the
site’s rear/northern portion. Primary access to the Project site is proposed via an entrance/exit driveway off
of Old Scandia Lane. The proposed facility would provide storage space for personal goods, business goods,
and recreational vehicles. No outside storage is proposed. The hours of operation would be from 9 AM to 9
PM daily.

The Project’s construction activities are estimated to occur over approximately 18 months, beginning in the
fourth quarter of 2024 and ending in the second quarter of 2026. Construction would require approximately
38,253 CY of cut and 1,454 CY of fill, with a net export of approximately 36,799 CY. Grading would be
mostly toward the site’s southern portion, where buildings and paved areas are proposed.
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Surrounding land uses and setting: The Project site is in the Santa Monica Mountains North Area, north
of the 101 Freeway and Ventura Boulevard. The Project site is entirely undeveloped and disturbed by pre-
existing conditions. The Project site’s topography contains moderate to steep slopes, with elevations
increasing towards the site’s rear portion and ranging from 945 to 1,050 feet above mean sea level. The onsite
vegetation is ruderal/disturbed and several ornamental pepper trees occur at the Project site’s northeastern
and southwestern portions.

The land uses surrounding the Project site are vacant land and City of Hidden Hills large-lot single-family
residential uses to the north, light industrial/manufacturing uses to the south (beyond Old Scandia Lane), light
industrial and commercial uses to the east, and a pet cemetery to the west.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area
requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for
consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural
resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.?

Note: Conducting consultation early in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process allows
tribal governments, lead agencies, and project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review,
identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potential for delay
and conflict in the environmental review process. (See Public Resources Code § 21080.3.2.) Information may
also be available from the California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public
Resources Code § 5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information System administered by the
California Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note that Public Resources Code § 21082.3(c) contains
provisions specific to confidentiality.

The County has received one request for consultation; see Section 18: Tribal Cultural Resources.

Other public agencies whose approval may be required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement):

Public Agency Approval Required

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Nationwide Permit

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) § 1602 Take or Streambed Alteration
Agreement

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board Water Discharge Requirements (WDR)

Major projects in the area:

Project/ Case No. Description and Status
None N/A
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Exhibit 1: Regional Vicinity
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Exhibit 2: Site Vicinity

CITY OF
LOWg CALABASAS
0
Z
7
OLD SCANDIA

LANE

4/81



Exhibit 3: Conceptual Site Plan
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Reviewing Agencies: [See CEQA Appendix B 7o help determine which agencies should review your project]

Responsible Agencies

Special Reviewing Agencies

Regional Significance

[ ] None

Regional Water Quality Control Board:
X Los Angeles Region
[] Lahontan Region

[ ] Coastal Commission

DX] Army Corps of Engineers

[ ] None [ ] None

X] Santa Monica Mountains | [ ] SCAG Criteria

[ ] Air Quality

[ ] Water Resources

X] Santa Monica Mountains Area

Conservancy
[ ] National Parks
[ ] National Forest
[ ] Edwards Air Force Base

[ ]LAFCO [ ] Resource Conservation
District of Santa Monica
Mountains Area
Trustee Agencies County Reviewing Agencies
[ ] None X] DPW — Land Development Division

[X] State Dept. of Fish and Wildlife

[ ] State Dept. of Parks and Recreation

[ ] State Lands Commission

[ ] University of California (Natural
Land and Water Reserves System)

X Fite Department

[X] Public Health/Environmental Health Division:
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially significant impacts affected by this project.

[] Aesthetics [ ] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [ ] Public Services

[ ] Agriculture/Forestry [ ] Hazards/Hazardous Materials [ ] Recteation

[ ] Air Quality X Hydrology/Water Quality [ ] Transportation

X Biological Resources [ ] Land Use/ Planning IX] Tribal Cultural Resources

X] Cultural Resources [ ] Mineral Resources X] Utilities/Services

[ ] Energy [ ] Noise [ ] Wildfire

[ ] Geology/Soils [ ] Population/Housing [] Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Department.)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

L]

X

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

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

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

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

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant

to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that
are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Witlezin Chan 17SEP24

Signature (Prepared by) Date

el FHaaan 17SEP24

Signatué/e (Approved by) Date
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

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

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

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

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

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

a) Barlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
scope of, and adequately analyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and
state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the eatlier analysis.

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

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

The explanation of each issue should identify: the significance threshold, if any, used to evaluate each
question, and; mitigation measures identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant. Sources
of thresholds include the County General Plan, other County planning documents, and County
ordinances. Some thresholds are unique to geographical locations.
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1. AESTHETICS

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Except as provided in Public Resources Code § 21099,
would the project:
1a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? [] [] [] X

There are no scenic vistas within or adjacent to the Project site." Therefore, the Project would not result in
any adverse effect on a scenic vista. No impact would occur.

1b) Be visible from or obstruct views from a regional [ | [] [] X
riding, hiking, or multi-use trail?

There are no regional riding, hiking, or multi-use trails that traverse or are near the Project site.” The trail
nearest the Project site (Calabasas Stairs Trail) is approximately 1.7 miles to the south. There are no views of
the Project site from this trail given they are obstructed by intervening residential and other uses. Therefore,
the Project would not be visible from or obstruct views from a regional riding, hiking, or multi-use trail. No
impact would occur.

1c) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, [] [] [] X
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

The Project site is not near a State scenic highway.” There are no special status or landmark trees located
onsite. Only sparse ruderal/disturbed vegetation occurs onsite, with several ornamental pepper trees at the
Project site’s northeastern and southwestern portions; see Responses 4a and 4b. Additionally, there are no
rock outcroppings or historic buildings on or near the Project site; see Response 5a. Therefore, the Project
would not damage any scenic resource within a State scenic highway. No impact would occur.

1d) Substantially degrade the existing visual character [] [] X []
or quality of public views of the site and its

surroundings because of height, bulk, pattern, scale,

character, or other features and/or conflict with

applicable zoning and other regulations governing

scenic quality? (Public views are those that are

experienced from publicly accessible vantage point)

The land uses surrounding the Project site are vacant land and large-lot single-family residential uses to the
north, light industrial/manufacturing uses to the south, light industrial and commercial uses to the east, and
a pet cemetery to the west. Therefore, public views of the Project site are limited to the site’s frontage, as

(! Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. SMMLCP-NET: Scenic  Resources layer.
https://rpgis.isd.lacounty.gov/Html5Viewer/index.htmlPviewer=SMMLCP NET.SMMLCP. Accessed 06/15/22.

2 Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. SMMLCP-NET: Scenic  Resources layer.
https://rpgis.isd.lacounty.gov/Html5Viewer/index.htmlPviewer=SMMLCP NET.SMMLCP. Accessed 06/15/22.

3 Caltrans. 2022. State Scenic Highways Map. https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-
livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways. Accessed 08/26/22.
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experienced from Old Scandia Lane. The Project proposes one three-story storage building (maximum
building height of 75 feet) and one two-story office/residence building (maximum building height of 75 feet)
along the site’s frontage (Old Scandia Lane), and two two-story storage buildings on the middle and northern
portions of the site (maximum building height of 75 feet). Thus, the Project places the taller buildings near
existing industrial buildings to the south and transitions to shorter buildings near single-family residential uses
to the north. The Project site is zoned M-1 and the self-storage facility is a permitted use in the M-1 Zone;
see County Municipal Code (LACMC) Chapter 22.332 and County of Los Angeles Code of Ordinances
(County Code) § 22.22.010.*> The development is subject to compliance with the M-1 Zone’s site
development standards that influence visual character (e.g., building materials and height, lot coverage,
setbacks, etc.).*” As a light industrial use, the self-storage facility would be compatible with the immediately
adjacent industrial/manufacturing uses to the south, and the light industrial and commercial uses to the east,
concerning height, bulk, pattern, scale, and character. Moreover, the self-storage facility would continue the
pattern of existing light industrial uses. Therefore, the Project would not degrade the existing visual character
or quality of public views of the site or its surroundings. A less than significant impact would occur, and no
mitigation is required.

1e) Create a new source of substantial shadows, light, [ | [] X []
or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

The Project site is not within a Rural Outdoor Lighting District, however, the cemetery adjacent to the west
is within a Rural Outdoor Lighting District.® Existing outdoor lighting at and near the Project site is associated
with light industrial, commercial, single-family residential, and street lighting along Old Scandia Way typical
of urbanized areas. The Project would generate lighting from two primary sources: lighting from building
interiors that would pass through windows, and lighting from exterior sources (e.g., building illumination,
parking lot and drive aisle lighting, security lighting, and landscape lighting). The Project would be subject to
compliance with County Code § 22.140.560 lighting standards, which include requirements for light shielding,
deflecting, and shading.” The Project’s drive aisles are interior to the Project site; thus, drive aisle lighting
would also be shielded by the proposed buildings. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and
no mitigation is required.

4 County of Los Angeles Municipal Code 2022. Chapter 22.336.060.

DI CH22 336SAMOMONOARCOSTDI 22.336. O6OCO\X/IDEST Accessed 08/26/2022

5 Countv of Los Angeles Code of Ordinances. 2022. Title 22 Plannmg and Zoning — Chapter 22.22 Industrial Zones.

20 22 22. OlOPU Accessed 08/26/22
¢ County of Los Angeles Code of Otdinances. Title 22 Planning and Zoning — Division 6, Development Standards.

08/ 26 /22.

7 County of Los Angeles Municipal Code. 2022. Chapter 22.336.060.
https:/ /libraty.municode.com/ca/los_angeles_county/codes/code_of_ordinances/354460?nodeld=TIT22PLZO_DIV10COST
DI_CH22.336SAMOMONOARCOSTDI_22.336.060COWIDEST. Accessed 08/26/2022.

8 Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning.
https://rpgis.isd.Jacounty.cov/Html5Viewer/index.htmlPviewer=GISNET Public. GIS-NET Public. Accessed 06/15/22.

9 County of Los Angeles Code of Ordinances. Title 22 Planning and Zoning — Section 22.140.560, Self-Service Storage Facilities.
https://library.municode.com/ca/los angeles county/codes/code of ordinances?nodeld=TIT22PIL.ZO DIV7STSPUS CH22.

140STSPUS 22.140.560SERVSTFA. Accessed 08/26/2022.
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2. AGRICULTURE / FOREST

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

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
2a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or [ | [] [] X

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

There are no Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance within or adjacent to
the Project site.'’ The Project site is mapped as “Other Land”; thus, the Project would not convert Farmland
to non-agricultural use. No impact would occur.

2b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, [] [] [] X
with a designated Agricultural Resource Area, or with a
Williamson Act contract?

The Project site is zoned M-1 and there is no nearby zoning for agricultural use. Therefore, the Project would
not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use. The Project site is not within a designated Agricultural
Resource Area."' The County does not participate in the Williamson Act program; thus, the Project site is not
under a Williamson Act contract.”” No impact would occut.

2¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning [ | [] [] X
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code §
12220 (g)), timberland (as defined in Public Resources
Code § 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined in Government Code §

51104(g))?

10 Department of Conservation. California Important Farmland Finder. https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/ciff/. Accessed
06/14/22.

T Tos Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. GIS-NET:  Agricultural ~ Resource  Area  layer.
https://rpgis.isd.lacounty.gov/Html5Viewer/index.html?viewer=GISNET Public. GIS-NET Public. Accessed 06/14/22.

12 Department of Conservation. 2022 Williamson Aet Status Report.
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/wa/Documents/stats reports/2022%20WA%20Status%20Report.pdf. Accessed
06/14/22.
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The Project site is zoned M-1 and there is no nearby zoning for forest land. Therefore, the Project would not
conflict with existing zoning for timberland or timberland production. No impact would occur.

2d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of [] [] [] X
forest land to non-forest use?

The Project site is a vacant and undeveloped lot. The onsite vegetation is ruderal/disturbed and several
ornamental pepper trees occur at the Project site’s northeastern and southwestern portions. The Project site
is surrounded by urban uses. There is no forest land on or near the Project site. Therefore, no impact would
occuf.

2e) Involve other changes in the existing environment [] [] [] X
which, due to their location or nature, could result in

conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or

conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

There are no Farmlands or forest lands on or near the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not involve

changes in the existing environment which could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use. No impact would occur.
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3. AIR QUALITY

This section is based on the Air Quality Assessment (Kimley-Horn, 2022) and Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Assessment, which are included in their entirety as Appendix Al: Air Quality Assessment.

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

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
3a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of [] [] X []

applicable air quality plans of either the South Coast
AQMD (SCAQMD) or the Antelope Valley AQMD
(AVAQMD)?

South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) Thresholds

Mass Emissions Thresholds

The South Coast AQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook provides significance thresholds for volatile organic
compounds (VOC) (also referred to as reactive organic gases [ROG]), nitrogen oxides (NOX), carbon
monoxide (CO), sulfur oxides (SOX), particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter (PM10), and particulate
matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM2.5). The significance thresholds apply to a project’s construction
and operations within the South Coast AQMD jurisdictional boundaries. However, ultimately the lead agency
determines the significance thresholds for impacts. If a project proposes development in excess of the
established significance thresholds outlined in Table 3-1: South Coast Air Quality Management District
Emissions Thresholds, a significant air quality impact could occur, and additional analysis is warranted to
fully assess the significance of Project impacts.

TABLE 3-1: SOUTH COAST AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT EMISSIONS THRESHOLDS

CRITERIA AIR POLLUTANTS | (MAXIMUM POUNDS PER DAY)

AND PRECURSORS CONSTRUCTION OPERATIONS

Reactive Organic Gases (ROG) 75 55

Carbon Monoxide (CO) 550 550

Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) 100 55

Sulfur Oxides (SOx) 150 150

Coarse Particulates (PMiq) 150 150

Fine Particulates (PM>.5) 55 55

Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District. (2019). South Coast AQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds.

Localized Carbon Monoxide

In addition to the daily thresholds listed above, the Project would also be subject to the California Ambient
Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) and National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). These are addressed
though an analysis of localized CO impacts. The significance of localized impacts depends on whether
ambient CO levels near a project site are above CAAQS and NAAQS for CO (the more stringent CAAQS
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are 20 ppm for 1-hour and 9 ppm for 8-hour). The South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) has been designated as
attainment under the 1-hour and 8-hour CAAQS and NAAQS.

Localized Significance Thresholds

In addition to the CO hotspot analysis, the South Coast AQMD developed localized significance thresholds
(LSTs) for NO2, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions generated at new development sites (off-site mobile source
emissions are not included in the LST analysis). LST's represent the maximum emissions that can be generated
at a project without expecting to cause or substantially contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent
CAAQS or NAAQS. LSTs are based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant within a project source
receptor area (SRA), as demarcated by the South Coast AQMD, and the distance to the nearest sensitive
receptor. LST analysis for construction is applicable for all projects that disturb 5.0 acres or less on a single
day. The Project site is located within South Coast AQMD SRA 6 (West San Fernando Valley). Table 3-2:
Local Significance Thresholds for Construction/Operations shows the LSTs for a 1.0-acre, 2.0-acre, and
5.0-acre project site in SRA 6 with sensitive receptors located within 25 meters of a project site. LST's
associated with all acreage categories are provided in Table 3-2 for informational purposes. Table 3-2 shows
that the LST's increase as acreages increase. It is noted that LST's are screening thresholds and are therefore
conservative.

TABLE 3-2: LOCAL SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS (CONSTRUCTION/OPERATIONS)

(MAXIMUM POUNDS PER DAY)

PROJECT SIZE COARSE FINE

nggOGEN B (o) PARTICULATES  PARTICULATES
B (PM10) (PMZ.S)

1.0 Acre:

Construction/ 103/103 426/426 4/1 3/1

Operations

2.0 Acres:

Construction/ 147/147 644/644 6/2 4/1

Operations

5.0 Acres:

Construction/ 221/221 1,158/1,158 11/3 6/2

Operations

Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District. (July 2008). Localized Significance Threshold Methodology.

AQMP Consistency

As part of its enforcement responsibilities, the United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA)
requires each state with nonattainment areas to prepare and submit a State Implementation Plan that
demonstrates the means to attain the federal standards. The State Implementation Plan must integrate federal,
state, and local plan components and regulations to identify specific measures to reduce pollution in
nonattainment areas, using a combination of performance standards and market-based programs. Similarly,
under State law, the California Clean Air Act (CCAA) requires an air quality attainment plan to be prepared
for areas designated as nonattainment regarding the state and federal ambient air quality standards. Air quality
attainment plans outline emissions limits and control measures to achieve and maintain these standards by
the earliest practical date.
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The Project site is within the SCAB, which is under the South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction. The South Coast
AQMD is required, pursuant to the FCAA, to reduce criteria pollutant emissions for which the SCAB is in
nonattainment. To reduce such emissions, the South Coast AQMD adopted the 2016 and 2022 AQMPs
(AQMPs). The AQMPs establish a program of rules and regulations directed at reducing air pollutant
emissions and achieving CAAQS and NAAQS. The AQMPs are a regional and multi-agency effort including
the South Coast AQMD, the CARB, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), and the
U.S. EPA. The AQMPs pollutant control strategies are based on the latest scientific and technical information
and planning assumptions, including SCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy (RTP/SCS), updated emission inventory methodologies for various source categories, and SCAG’s
latest growth forecasts. SCAG’s latest growth forecasts were defined in consultation with local governments
and with reference to local general plans. The Project is subject to the AQMPs.

Criteria for determining consistency with the AQMP are defined by the following indicators:

e Consistency Criterion No. 1: The project will not result in an increase in the frequency or severity of
existing air quality violations, or cause or contribute to new violations, or delay the timely attainment
of air quality standards or the interim emissions reductions specified in the AQMP.

e Consistency Criterion No. 2: The project will not exceed the assumptions in the AQMP, or increments
based on the years of the Project build-out phase.

According to the South Coast AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook, the purpose of the consistency finding
is to determine if a project is inconsistent with the assumptions and objectives of the regional air quality plans,
and thus if it would interfere with the region’s ability to comply with CAAQS and NAAQS.

The violations to which Consistency Criterion No. 1 refers are CAAQS and NAAQS. As shown in Table 3-
3: Project Construction Emissions and Table 3-4: Operational Emissions below, Project construction
and operational emissions would not exceed CAAQS or NAAQS. Therefore, the Project would not contribute
to an existing air quality violation and is consistent with the first criterion.

Concerning Consistency Criterion No. 2, the AQMPs contain air pollutant reduction strategies based on
SCAG’s latest growth forecasts, which were defined in consultation with local governments and with reference
to local general plans. The Project site is designated Rural Commercial and zoned M-1 (Light Manufacturing).
The M-1 zone allows for light industry, repair, wholesale, and packaging, including the manufacture, assembly,
distribution, and storage of goods that have low nuisance impacts; therefore, the Project is a permitted use.
Given no General Plan or Zoning amendments are proposed/required, and since the Project would generate
only nominal population growth (three persons, see Response 14a), the Project would not exceed the
population or job growth projections used by the South Coast AQMD to develop the AQMPs. Thus, the
Project is consistent with the second criterion. A less than significant impact would occur , and no mitigation
is required.
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3b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase [] [] X []
of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is

non-attainment under an applicable federal or state

ambient air quality standard?

Construction Air Pollutant Emissions

Project construction activities would generate short-term criteria air pollutant emissions. Construction-
generated emissions are short-term and of temporary duration, lasting only as long as construction activities
occur. Construction activities temporarily generate emissions from site grading, road paving, motor vehicle
exhaust associated with construction equipment and worker trips, and the movement of construction
equipment, especially on unpaved surfaces. Airborne particulate matter emissions are largely dependent on
the amount of ground disturbance associated with site preparation activities, as well as weather conditions
and the appropriate application of water.

Minor Project refinements occurred subsequent to completion of the air quality modeling. The air quality
modeling assumes the Project’s construction activities would occur over approximately 18 months, beginning
in the fourth quarter of 2024 and ending in the second quarter of 2026. Construction is currently assumed to
include approximately 39,707 CY of earthwork, or approximately 337 CY more than assumed in the air quality
modeling. However, the air quality modeling concerning construction is considered conservative because
CalEEMod emissions factors for future years decline given advancements in construction equipment
technology and fleet turnover, and the earthwork changed only nominally (less than one percent). The
Project’s construction-generated emissions were calculated using CARB-approved California Emissions
Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2020.4.0, which models emissions for land use development projects,
based on typical construction requirements. See Appendix Al: Air Quality Assessment for more
information regarding the construction assumptions used in this analysis.

Table 3-3: Project Construction Emissions provides the Project’s estimated maximum daily construction-
related criteria pollutant emissions and indicates these would remain below South Coast AQMD significance
thresholds. Therefore, the Project’s construction-related air pollutant emissions would be less than significant,
and no mitigation is required. Notwithstanding, the Project would be subject to compliance with South Coast
AQMD Rules 402, 403, and 1113, which prohibit nuisances, require dust control measures, and limit VOC
content in paints, respectively. Compliance with South Coast AQMD rules have been included in CalEEMod.
As previously noted, Project construction emissions were modeled based on an earlier estimate of 39,370 CY
of earthwork. The Project’s earthwork estimate was since updated to approximately 39,700 CY of earthwork,
or approximately 0.86 percent more than assumed in modeling. As shown in Table 3-3, even with a 0.84
percent increase, all Project construction emissions would still be substantially below SCAQMD thresholds,
thus, a less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.
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TABLE 3-3: PROJECT CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

(MAXIMUM POUNDS PER DAY)

CONSTRUCTION REACTIVE COARSE FINE
YEAR ORGANIC N0 (6 SNEIHE SO QS PARTICULATE PARTICULATE
OXIDE MONOXIDE DIOXIDE
GASES NOX CO SO2 MATTER MATTER
(ROG) (NOX) (€O) (502) (PM10) (PM2.5)
2023 2.72 27.57 19.18 0.06 9.29 5.47
2024 19.79 15.93 21.20 0.04 1.74 0.93
Highest 19.79 27.57 21.20 0.06 9.29 5.47
Construction Year
0.86% increase due | 19.96 27.81 21.38 0.06 9.37 5.52
to revised
earthwork
South Coast
AQMD Theeshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Exceed South Coast
AQMD Threshold? | V° No No No No No
Notes: South Coast AQMD Rule 403 Fugitive Dust applied. The Rule 403 reduction/credits include the following: propetly
maintain mobile and other construction equipment; replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly; water exposed surfaces
three times daily; cover stockpiles with tarps; water all haul roads twice daily; and limit speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per
hour. Reductions percentages from the South Coast AQMD CEQA Handbook (Tables XI-A through XI-E) were applied.
Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix Al: Air Quality Assessment for Model Data Outputs.

Operational Air Pollutant Emissions

Operational emissions are typically associated with three sources: mobile sources (i.e., motor vehicle use); area
sources (i.e., landscape maintenance equipment, hearths, consumer products, and architectural coatings); and
energy sources (i.e., electricity and natural gas (non-hearth) usage). Table 3-4: Operational Emissions
provides the Project’s estimated operational criteria pollutant emissions and indicates these would remain
below South Coast AQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, the Project’s operational air pollutant
emissions would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

TABLE 3-4: OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

EMISSIONS (POUNDS PER DAY)1

SOURCE ROG NOX (6]0)

Area 3.56 0.02 0.35 <1 0.04 0.04

Energy 0.02 0.17 0.14 <1 0.01 0.01

Mobile 0.82 0.96 9.04 0.02 2.18 0.59

Total 4.40 1.15 9.53 0.02 2.23 0.64

South Coast AQMD Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55

South Coast AQMD Threshold No No No No No No

Exceeded?

Notes:

1. Emissions were calculated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2020.4.0, as recommended
by the South Coast AQMD. Worst-case seasonal maximum daily emissions are reported.

Cumulative Construction Impacts

The SCAB is designated nonattainment for CAAQS for Oz, PMio, and PMz;s and nonattainment for NAAQS
Osand PM,s. Appendix D of the South Coast AQMD White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to Address
Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution (2003) notes that projects that result in emissions that do not exceed
the project-specific South Coast AQMD regional thresholds of significance should result in a less than
significant impact on a cumulative basis unless there is other pertinent information to the contrary. The mass-
based regional significance thresholds published by the South Coast AQMD are designed to ensure
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compliance with both NAAQS and CAAQS and are based on an inventory of projected SCAB emissions.
Therefore, if a project is estimated to result in construction emissions that do not exceed the thresholds, the
project’s contribution to the cumulative impact on air quality in the SCAB would not be cumulatively
considerable.

As shown in Table 3-3 above, Project construction-related emissions by themselves would not exceed the
South Coast AQMD significance thresholds for criteria pollutants. Therefore, the Project would not generate
a cumulatively considerable contribution to air pollutant emissions during construction and impacts would be
less than significant.

Cumulative Operational Impacts

The South Coast AQMD has not established separate significance thresholds for cumulative operational
emissions. The nature of air emissions is largely a cumulative impact. As a result, no single project is sufficient
in size to, by itself, result in nonattainment of ambient air quality standards. Instead, individual project
emissions contribute to existing cumulatively significant adverse air quality impacts. The South Coast AQMD
developed the operational thresholds of significance based on the level above which individual project
emissions would result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to the SCAB’s existing air quality
conditions. Therefore, if a project is estimated to result in operational emissions that do not exceed the
thresholds, the project’s contribution to the cumulative impact on air quality in the SCAB would not be
cumulatively considerable.

As shown in Table 3-4 above, Project operational emissions by themselves would not exceed the South Coast
AQMD significance thresholds for criteria pollutants. Therefore, the Project would not generate a
cumulatively considerable contribution to air pollutant emissions during operations and impacts would be less
than significant.

3c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant [] [] X []
concentrations?

Construction Localized Significance Analysis

The sensitive receptors nearest the Project site are the single-family residential uses located approximately 485
feet (148 meters) to the north. To determine potential impacts to sensitive receptors, the South Coast AQMD
recommends addressing LSTs for construction. LSTs were developed in response to South Coast AQMD
Governing Boards' Environmental Justice Enhancement Initiative (I-4). The South Coast AQMD provided
the Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology (dated June 2003 [revised 2008]) for guidance. The
LST methodology assists lead agencies in analyzing localized impacts associated with project-specific level
analyses.

The South Coast AQMD’s methodology indicates that “off-site mobile emissions from the Project should
not be included in the emissions compared to LSTs.” Therefore, for purposes of the construction LST
analysis, only emissions included in the CalEEMod “on-site” emissions outputs were considered. As
previously noted, the sensitive receptors nearest the Project site are single-family residential uses located
approximately 485 feet (148 meters) to the north. LSTs are provided for distances to sensitive receptors of
25, 50, 100, 200, and 500 meters. Therefore, LST's for receptors located at 148 meters were utilized in this
analysis.
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Table 3-5: Localized Significance of Construction Emissions provides the Project’s estimated
construction-related localized emissions on the peak day of construction and shows emissions concentrations
at nearby sensitive receptors would remain below South Coast AQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, the
Project would result in a less than significant impact concerning LST's during construction and no mitigation
is required.

TABLE 3-5: LOCALIZED SIGNIFICANCE OF CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

EMISSIONS (POUNDS PER DAY)1
NOX (6{0) PM10

SOURCE/ACTIVITY

Construction Emissions

Site Preparation 2023 27.52 18.24 9.10 5.42
Grading 2023 17.94 14.75 3.42 2.14
Building Construction 2023 14.38 16.24 0.70 0.66
Building Construction 2024 13.44 16.17 0.61 0.58
Paving 2024 8.27 12.22 0.40 0.37
Architectural Coating 2024 1.22 1.81 0.06 0.06
Maxcimum Daily Emissions 2752 18.24 9.10 542
e el L N E I
Exceed South Coast AQMD Threshold? No No No No

Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix Al: Air Quality Assessment for Model Data Outputs.

Operational Localized Significance Analysis

According to the South Coast AQMD LST methodology, operational LSTs apply to on-site sources. LST's
for receptors located at 148 meters for SRA 6 were utilized in this analysis. The 3.5-acre LST was
conservatively used for the 3.83-acre Project site. The operational emissions shown in Table 3-6: Localized
Significance of Operational Emissions include all on-site Project-related stationary sources (i.e., area and
energy sources). Table 3-6 shows the Project’s maximum daily operational pollutant emissions at nearby
sensitive receptors would remain below South Coast AQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, the Project
would result in a less than significant impact concerning LLST's during operations and no mitigation is required.

TABLE 3-6: LOCALIZED SIGNIFICANCE OF OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

(MAXIMUM POUNDS PER DAY)

COARSE FINE

ACTIVITY B PARTICULATE ~ PARTICULATE

(0):4§0) % MONOXIDE

NOX CO MATTER MATTER

( ) (CO) (PM10) (PM2.5)
On-Site Emissions (Area and Energy) | 0.19 0.49 0.05 0.05
South Coast AQMD Localized
Screening Threshold 208 2,552 14 5

(3.5 acres at 148 meters)

Exceed South Coast AQMD
Threshold? No No No No

Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix Al: Air Quality Assessment for Model Data Outputs.
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Criteria Pollutant Health Impacts

On December 24, 2018, the California Supreme Court issued an opinion identifying the need to provide
sufficient information connecting a project’s air emissions to health impacts or explain why such information
could not be ascertained (Sierra Club v. County of Fresno [Friant Ranch, 1..P.] [2018] Cal.5%, Case No. S219783).
The South Coast AQMD has set its CEQA significance thresholds based on the Federal Clean Air Act
(FCAA), which defines a major stationary source (in extreme ozone nonattainment areas such as the SCAB)
as emitting 10 tons per year. The thresholds correlate with the trigger levels for the federal New Source Review
(NSR) Program and South Coast AQMD Rule 1303 for new or modified sources. The NSR Program '’ was
created by the FCAA to ensure that stationary sources of air pollution are constructed or modified in a manner
that is consistent with attainment of health-based NAAQS. The NAAQS establish the levels of air quality
necessary, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public health. Therefore, projects that do not
exceed the South Coast AQMD’s LSTs and mass emissions thresholds would not violate any air quality
standards or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation and no criteria pollutant
health impacts would occur.

As previously discussed, Project emissions would not exceed South Coast AQMD thresholds (see Table 3-3
and Table 3-4), thus, would be less than significant. Localized effects of on-site Project emissions on nearby
sensitive receptors were also found to be less than significant (see Table 3-5 and Table 3-6). The LST's
represent the maximum emissions from a project that are not expected to cause or contribute to an exceedance
of the most stringent applicable CAAQS and NAAQS. The LST's were developed by the South Coast AQMD
based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant for each source receptor area and distance to the nearest
sensitive receptor. The CAAQS and NAAQS establish the levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate
margin of safety, to protect public health, including protecting the health of sensitive populations such as
asthmatics, children, and the elderly. As shown above, Project-related emissions would not exceed the regional
thresholds or the LSTSs, and therefore would not exceed the CAAQS or NAAQS or cause an increase in the
frequency or severity of existing violations of air quality standards. Therefore, sensitive receptors would not
be exposed to criteria pollutant levels in excess of the health-based ambient air quality standards.

Carbon Monoxide Hotspots

An analysis of CO “hot spots” is needed to determine whether a project’s change in the level of service (LOS)
at an intersection could result in exceedances of the NAAQS or CAAQS. It has long been recognized that
CO exceedances are caused by vehicular emissions, primarily when vehicles are idling at intersections. Vehicle
emissions standards have become increasingly stringent in the last 20 years. Currently, the CO vehicle
emissions standard in California is a maximum of 3.4 grams per mile for passenger cars (requirements for
certain vehicles are more stringent). With the turnover of older vehicles, introduction of cleaner fuels, and
implementation of control technology on industrial facilities, CO concentrations have steadily declined.

Accordingly, with the steadily decreasing CO emissions from vehicles, even very busy intersections do not
result in exceedances of the CAAQS or NAAQS for CO. An analysis prepared for CO attainment in the
SCAB by the South Coast AQMD can assist in evaluating the potential for CO exceedances. CO attainment
was thoroughly analyzed as part of the South Coast AQMD’s 2003 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP).
The SCAB was re-designated as attainment in 2007 and is no longer addressed in the South Coast AQMD’s
AQMP.

The 2003 AQMP is the most recent version that addresses CO concentrations. As part of the South Coast
AQMD CO Hotspot Analysis, the Wilshire Boulevard/Veteran Avenue intersection, one of Southern
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California’s most congested intersections with an average daily traffic (ADT) volume of approximately
100,000 vehicles, was modeled for CO concentrations. This modeling effort identified a CO concentration
high of 4.6 parts per million (ppm), which is well below the 35 ppm NAAQS and the CAAQS 1-hour standard
of 20 ppm and 8-hour standard of 9 ppm. The Project is anticipated to generate 240 daily vehicle trips,'* thus,
would not produce the volume of traffic required to generate a CO hot spot in the context of South Coast
AQMD’s CO Hotspot Analysis. As the CO hotspots were not experienced at the Wilshire Boulevard/Veteran
Avenue intersection even as it accommodates 100,000 vehicles daily, it can be reasonably inferred that CO
hotspots would not be experienced at any intersections near the Project site, as the Project would generate
only 240 daily vehicle trips. Therefore, the Project would result in a less than significant impact concerning a
CO hot spot and no mitigation is required.

3d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to [] [] X []
odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of
people?

During construction-related activities, some odors (not substantial pollutant concentrations) that may be
detected are those typical of construction vehicles (e.g., diesel exhaust from grading and construction
equipment). These odors are a temporary short-term impact that is typical of construction projects and would
disperse rapidly. Given the nature and duration of construction-related odors, the Project would result in a
less than significant impact concerning the creation of objectionable odors during construction and no
mitigation is required.

The South Coast AQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook identifies certain land uses as sources of odors. These
land uses include agriculture (farming and livestock), wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants,
chemical plants, composting facilities, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. The Project
proposes a self-storage facility with an office/residence, and would not include any of the land uses that have
been identified by the South Coast AQMD as odor sources. Therefore, no impact concerning the creation of
objectionable odors during operations would occur and no mitigation is required.

13 Code of Federal Regulation (CFR) [i.e., PSD (40 CFR 52.21, 40 CFR 51.166, 40 CFR 51.165 (b)), Non-attainment NSR (40
CFR 52.24, 40 CFR 51.165, 40 CFR part 51, Appendix S)
14 RK Engineering Group, Inc. (October 2021). Trojan Calabasas Self-Storage Project Traffic Study.
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

This section is based on the Biological Resources Assessment (LSA, 2022), which is included in its entirety as
Appendix B1: Biological Resources Assessment, and the Jurisdictional Delineation Report (LSA, 2022),
which is included in its entirety as Appendix B2: Jurisdictional Delineation Report.

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
4a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or [] [] X []

through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife (CDFW) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS)?

Based on a field investigation and database search conducted on August 16, 2022, the property is a vacant and
undeveloped site that is entirely disturbed by pre-existing land uses and surrounding development. The onsite
vegetation is ruderal/disturbed and several ornamental pepper trees occur at the Project site’s northeastern
and southwestern portions.

A literature review was conducted to assist in determining the existence or potential occurrence of special-
status plant and animal species within a 1.0-mile radius of the Project site. Only one special-status species
(coast horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii)) is known to occur in the region and has records within a 1.0-mile
radius of the Project site. The coast horned lizard was not observed during the field survey and the Project
site is highly disturbed and lacks suitable soils for this species. There are no suitable washes and floodplains
present on the Project site, which is within an urban environment with associated predators, and isolated from
better habitat. No federally or State-listed species have the potential to occur on the Project site. Additionally,
no USFWS designated critical habitat is present on the Project site. Therefore, the Project would not have a
substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the CDFW
or USFWS. Impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.
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4b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any sensitive [ | [] [] X
natural communities (e.g., riparian habitat, coastal
sage scrub, oak woodlands, non-jurisdictional

wetlands) identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations or by CDFW or USFWS?

The Project site is not within a County-mapped Biological Resources zone' or a Significant Ecological Area."
The Jurisdictional Delineation Report presents the results of a delineation of aquatic resources and drainage
features conducted for the Project site. There are no rivers or lakes within or immediately adjacent to the
Project limits. One jurisdictional delineated feature was identified within the Project site- a concrete box
culvert and a small portion of an unnamed perennial drainage are on the site’s western border. The perennial
drainage lacks any associated riparian habitat; see also Response 4c. There are no sensitive natural
communities (e.g., riparian habitat, coastal sage scrub, oak woodlands, non-jurisdictional wetlands) present on
the Project site. Therefore, the Project would have no impact on any sensitive natural communities identified
in local or region plans, policies, regulations or by CDFW or USFWS.

4c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or [ | X [] []
federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited

to, marshes, vernal pools, coastal wetlands, etc.)

through  direct removal, filling, hydrological

interruption, or other means?

The USFWS National Wetlands Inventory reports there is a 9.69-acre riverine habitat crossing the Project
site’s southern portion; see Exhibit 4: National Wetland Inventory. The riverine originates offsite to the
west and flows onto the site briefly before entering a concrete box culvert. The culvert remains underground
through most of the site and continues underground offsite before entering Arroyo Calabasas to the east of
the site. This drainage feature is likely jurisdictional as a non-wetland waters of the United States/waters of
the State (WOTUS/WOTS) and California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) jurisdictional area, as
depicted on Exhibit 5: Jurisdictional Delineation Map, and summarized in Table 3-7: Total Acreages of
Potential Jurisdictional Areas.

TABLE 3-7: TOTAL ACREAGES OF POTENTIAL JURISDICTIONAL AREAS

AGENCY WIDTH ACREAGE
Corps 6 feet 0.005 acre
CDFW 16 feet 0.007 acre
RWQCB 6 feet 0.005 acre

As indicated in Table 3-7, approximately 0.005 acre of non-wetland WOTUS/WOTS and approximately
0.007 acre of CDFW jurisdictional area exist on the Project site. Review of Exhibit 3: Conceptual Site Plan,
and Exhibit 5 indicates the Project does not propose any development or modifications to the
riverine/drainage feature’s associated culvert structure. Therefore, the Project would not impact the classified
riparian habitat or potential jurisdictional waters. To avoid potential construction-related impacts to the
drainage feature, the Project would be subject to compliance with Mitigation Measure (MM) BIO-1, which

15 Tos Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. SMMLCP-Net:  Biological ~ Resonrces  layer.

23/81



requires installation of signs in upland areas adjacent to the culvert structure associated with the drainage
feature prior to the start of Project construction. These signs would communicate that the area is
environmentally sensitive and that entry is prohibited. Therefore, the Project would result in a less than
significant impact to riparian habitat/jurisdictional waters with mitigation incorporated.

L S A LEGEND
@ Project Location
$ ] siotosical study Ares
National Wetland Inventory
° 0 20 7] Wetland - Riverine

Trojan Storage Project
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Exhibit 5: Jurisdictional Delineation Map

FIGURE 4
(=) project Location — Cubvert
$ ] siotogical Study Ares  Potentially Jurisdiction Feature
¢ Photo Points [777] wotus/woTs (0.005 acre)
R e  Sample Points ] corw (0.007 acre)

Trojan Storage Project

25/81



4d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any [ | 4 [] []
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?

The property is a vacant undeveloped site that is entirely disturbed by pre-existing land uses. The Project is
an infill development surrounded by single-family residential uses to the north, light industrial/manufacturing
uses to the south, light industrial and commercial uses to the east, and a pet cemetery to the west. Therefore,
the Project does not support regional wildlife movement or wildlife corridors.

The Project site contains pepper trees on the northeastern and southwestern portions, and a pine tree on the
southeastern portion, which are suitable habitat for nesting bird species. Nesting birds are protected by
California Fish and Game Code §§ 3503, 3503.5, and 3800, and by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, which
regulate the take, possession, or destruction of the nest or eggs of any migratory bird or bird of prey. To avoid
potential effects to nesting birds, the Project is subject to compliance with MM BIO-2, which restricts
construction activities from occurring during nesting bird season. Following compliance with MM BIO-2, the
Project would result in a less than significant impact. Therefore, the Project would result in a less than
significant impact to nesting birds with mitigation incorporated.

4e) Convert oak woodlands (as defined by the state, oak [ _| [] [] X
woodlands are oak stands with greater than 10% canopy

cover with oaks at least 5 inch in diameter measured at

4.5 feet above mean natural grade) or other unique

native woodlands (juniper, Joshua, southern California

black walnut, etc.)?

There are no oak trees or other unique native woodlands within the Project site; see Response 4a. Therefore,
the Project would not convert oak woodlands or other unique native woodlands. No impact would occur.
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4f) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances [ ] [] X []
protecting biological resources, including Wildflower
Reserve Areas (L.A. County Code, Title 12, Ch. 12.36),
the Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance (L.A.
County Code, Title 22, Ch. 22.174), the Significant
Ecological Areas (SEAs) (L.A. County Code, Title 22,
Ch. 102), Specific Plans (L.A. County Code, Title 22,
Ch. 22.46), Community Standards Districts (L.A.
County Code, Title 22, Ch. 22.300 et seq.), and/or
Coastal Resource Areas (L.A. County General Plan,
Figure 9.3)?

The Project site is not within a: Wildflower Reserve Area;'” Significant Ecological Area;'® Coastal Resource
Area;"” or a Specific Plan.” There are no oak trees within the Project site, thus, the Project would not conflict
with the County Oak Tree Ordinance.

The Project site is within the Santa Monica Mountains Area Plan Community Standards District (CSD).*
Review by County staff would ensure the Project complies with CSD standards protecting biological
resources. Additionally, the Project is within an area governed by the Santa Monica Mountains North Area
Plan (SMMNAP), which is a component of the Los Angeles County General Plan. The SMMNAP covers an
unincorporated portion of the Santa Monica Mountains, west of the City of Los Angeles, and north of the
Coastal Zone boundary and provides focused policies for the regulation of development and protection of
biological resources within the SMMNAP.

SMMNAP’s Conservation and Natural Resources Element provides guidelines on how to address several
natural resources found within the SMMNAP boundaries. The categories addressing biological resources
include open space, biological resources, and tree protection.

Open Space. The Project site does not fit into any open space descriptions described in this element,
therefore no SMMNAP open space guidelines would apply to the Project. No impact would occur.

Biological Resources. The Santa Monica Mountains North Area Resources (SMMNAR) geographic
information system reports the Project site has S1 and S3 vegetation sensitivity;** see Exhibit 6: Vegetation
Sensitivity Areas. S1 vegetation sensitivity denotes an area with the highest biological significance, supporting
the most sensitive resources where development is highly restricted. S3 vegetation sensitivity denotes an area
with disturbed, exotic and cleared communities. A vegetation sensitivity of S4 is described as supporting
existing residential or commercial development, other facilities, or agricultural practices where development
is least restricted. There are no S4 communities within the Project site. The site’s southern portion around the
wetland feature (see Response 4c above) is assigned a vegetation sensitivity of S1. As the Project proposes
development within an S1 sensitivity area, a Biological Resources Assessment was prepared; see Appendix

7 Los Angeles County. Wildflower Reserve Areas Designated. http://lacounty-ca.elaws.us/code/coor title12 ch12.36 sec12.36.020.
Accessed 06/15/22.

18 Los Angeles County. 2035 General Plan: Fignre 9.3. https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project 2035 2019-FIG 9-
3 significant ecological areas.pdf. Accessed 06/15/22.

19 Ibid.

20 Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. SMMILCP-NET:  Scenic  Resources  layer.
https://rpeis.isd.Jacounty.cov/Html5Viewer/index.htmlPviewer=SMMI.CP_NET.SMMI.CP. Accessed 06/15/22.

2! Ibid.

22 Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. SMMNA —  Resources:  Vegetation — Sensitivity  layer.
https://lacounty.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=03cc5bbb6dbe4cb9b03e1d86¢cb3e539f. Accessed
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B1. The Biological Resources Assessment concluded that the Project would not have effects on special-status
species, including threatened and endangered species and critical habitat.

Exhibit 6: Vegetation Sensitivity Areas

SMMNA Resoun:es c SMMNA Website

‘ Address Search B
c\&

SMMNA_Resources
County Boundery
— THICK

— THN

Percel Boundary

Tree Protection. The SMMNAP grants protection to trees within the SMMNAP boundaries that requires
monitoring during tree removal within the Project site. Since the trees on the Project site are non-native
Peruvian pepper trees and do not have high habitat or historical value, no additional polices or mitigation are
required. Impacts would be less than significant.

The Project site is not within a Significant Ecological Area; thus, the Project would not require Significant
Ecological Area counseling.

The Project would not conflict with the above-mentioned policies and ordinances protecting biological
resources. Following compliance with MM BIO-2, a less than significant impact would occur.

4g) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat [ | [] [] X
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation

Plan, or other approved state, regional, or local habitat

conservation plan?

The Project site does not contain wildlife corridors, nursery sites, or natural communities of concern. The

Project site not within an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved state, regional, or local habitat conservation plan. No impact would occur.
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Mitigation Program

MM BIO-1 Prior to the start of Project activities, the Applicant shall install signs in upland areas
adjacent to the culvert structure associated with the drainage feature. The signs shall note
that the area is an environmentally sensitive area, and that entry is prohibited.

MM BIO-2 Project activities shall be avoided during nesting bird season (February 1 through August
31), if possible. If unable, prior to construction activities, including vegetation removal,
a pre-construction nesting bird survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist no
more than 3 days prior to any construction activities and vegetation removal. If nesting
birds are found, an exclusionary buffer shall be established by the qualified biologist.
The buffer shall be clearly marked in the field by construction personnel under the
qualified biologist’s guidance. No construction activities shall be allowed within this zone
until the qualified biologist determines the young have fledged or the nest is no longer
active.
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5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

This section is based on the Cultural Resources Records Search Results for the Trojan Storage Project (BCR
Consulting, 2022), which is included in its entirety as Appendix C: Cultural Resources Records Search.

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
5a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the [] [] [] X

significance of a historical resource pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines § 15064.5?

Topographic maps and aerial photographs reviewed as part of the records search conducted for the Project
showed portions of the Project site had been subject to previous disturbances related to mechanical
excavation, as well as the existence of a building that had been removed by 1985. The Project site is currently
vacant and undeveloped. There are no buildings or known historical resources present on the Project site.
Therefore, the Project would not cause an adverse change in the significance of a historical resource. No
impact would occur.

5b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the [] X [] []
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5?

To identify prior studies and previously recorded historic and prehistoric archaeological sites, as well as built
environment resources (including historic districts) within one half-mile of the Project site, multiple sources,
including a records search at the South-Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at California State
University, Fullerton were examined; see Appendix C. The records search indicated that 17 previous studies
have been completed resulting in one cultural resource (a prehistoric habitation site designated P-19-1127)
being recorded within one half-mile of the Project site; see Appendix C Table A. One study (designated LA-
2020) assessed the entire Project site for cultural resources in 1990. No cultural resources were identified
within the Project site boundaries during this study. The lack of identified prehistoric archaeological resources
suggests the Project site is not highly sensitive to prehistoric archaeological remains. Further, because the
Project site was previously disturbed, it is unlikely to contain significant historic period archaeological
deposits.”

The Project site is underlain by artificial fill to depths of approximately 7 to 10 feet below grade.” The Project
would require basement excavations to depths of approximately 15 to 20 feet below grade,” thus, is
anticipated to disturb approximately 5 to 10 feet of native soil. Further, while aerial photographs indicated
previous disturbances within the Project site boundaries, the extent and severity of the disturbances are not
known. Notwithstanding the findings of the records search discussed above and extent of past site
disturbance, given the anticipated excavations into native soils, the potential exists for accidental discovery of
archaeological resources during ground-disturbing activities. Should archaeological deposits be encountered

23 BCR Consulting LI.C. Cultural Resources Records Search Results for the Trojan Storage Project, Calabasas, L.os Angeles County,
California (BCR Consulting Project No. KIM2215). August 24, 2022

2 LGC Geotechnical, Inc. Supplemental Geotechnical Evaluation, Proposed Self Storage Facility, 5050 Old Scania Lane, Calabasas California.
December 2019.

%5 Ibid.
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during ground-disturbing activities, the Project could cause an adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5. As discussed in detail in Section 4.18:
Tribal Cultural Resources, implementation of measures to mitigate potential impacts to as-yet undiscovered
tribal cultural resources is required; see MMs TCR-1 and TCR-2 in Section 4.18. MM TCR-1 and MM TCR-
2 require the retention of a qualified archaeologist and monitor and outlines specific instructions if resources
are found. If resources are found, the archaeologist would temporarily halt or redirect work to permit the
sampling, identification, and evaluation of the artifacts and resources, as appropriated. If resources are
significant, the archaeologist would determine appropriate actions, in cooperation with the City and Project
applicant. With implementation of MM TCR-1 and TCR-2, the Project’s potential impacts concerning an
adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource would be reduced to less than significant.

5c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique [ ] [] X []
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?

The Project is not anticipated to destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature
directly or indirectly. BCR Consulting conducted a records search of the Project site resources within one
half-mile; see Appendix C: Cultural Resources Records Search. No paleontological resources were
identified within the Project site boundaries during this study. Because no paleontological resources were
identified within the Project site, implementation of the Project would not be expected to cause direct or
indirect impact to a paleontological resource or unique geologic feature. Therefore, impacts on paleontological
resources would not occur. The lack of identified paleontological resources suggests the Project site is not
highly sensitive to prehistoric remains. Further, because the Project site was previously disturbed, it is unlikely
to contain significant paleontological deposits.

5d) Disturb any human remains, including those [ ] ] X []
interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

There are no human cemeteries within or adjacent to the Project site. Most Native American human remains
are found in association with prehistoric archaeological sites. As discussed previously, the records search
conducted for the Project found the Project site is not near identified archaeological resources. However, the
Project would require basement excavations to depths of approximately 15 to 20 feet below grade, thus, would
disturb approximately 5.0 to 10.0 feet of native soil. If previously unknown human remains are discovered
during the Project’s ground-disturbing activities, a substantial adverse change in the significance of such a
resource could occur. If human remains are found, those remains would require proper treatment in
accordance with applicable laws, including State of California Health and Safety Code (HSC) §§ 7050.5-7055
and Public Resources Code § 5097.98 and § 5097.99. HSC §§ 7050.5-7055 describe the general provisions for
treatment of human remains. Specifically, HSC § 7050.5 prescribes the requirements for the treatment of any
human remains that are accidentally discovered during excavation of a site. HSC § 7050.5 also requires that
all activities cease immediately, and a qualified archaeologist and Native American monitor be contacted
immediately. As required by State law, the procedures set forth in Public Resources Code § 5087.98 would be
implemented, including evaluation by the County Coroner and notification of the NAHC. The NAHC would
designate the “Most Likely Descendent” of the unearthed human remains. If human remains are found during
excavation, excavation would be halted near the find and any area that is reasonably suspected to overlay
adjacent remains shall remain undisturbed until the County Coroner has investigated, and appropriate
recommendations have been made for treatment and disposition of the remains. Following compliance with
the established regulatory framework (i.e., HSC §§ 7050.5-7055 and Public Resources Code § 5097.98 and §
5097.99), the Project’s potential impacts concerning human remains would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is required.
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Mitigation Program

See Section 18: Tribal Cultural Resources for MM TCR-1 and MM TCR-2.
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6. ENERGY

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
6a) Result in potentially significant environmental [ ] [] X []
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?
6b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for [ ] [] X []

renewable energy or energy efficiency?

Various State and local plans and policies exist to conserve energy and decrease overall per-capita energy
usage. In 2002, California established its Renewable Portfolio Standard program with the goal of increasing
the annual percentage of renewable energy in the State’s electricity mix by the equivalent of at least 1 percent
of sales, with an aggregate total of 20 percent by 2017. The California Public Utilities Commission
subsequently accelerated that goal to 2010 for retail sellers of electricity (Public Utilities Code § 399.15(b)(1)).
Then-Governor Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-14-08 in 2008, increasing the target to 33 percent
renewable energy by 2020. In September 2009, then-Governor Schwarzenegger continued California’s
commitment to the Renewable Portfolio Standard by signing Executive Order S-21-09, which directs the
CARB under its AB 32 authority to enact regulations to help the State meet its Renewable Portfolio Standard
goal of 33 percent renewable energy by 2020. In September 2010, the CARB adopted its Renewable Electricity
Standard regulations, which require all the State’s load-serving entities to meet this target. In October 2015,
then-Governor Brown signed into legislation Senate Bill (SB) 350, which requires retail sellers and publicly
owned utilities to procure 50 percent of their electricity from eligible renewable energy resources by 2030.
Signed in 2018, SB 100 revised the program’s goal to achieve the 50 percent renewable resources target by
December 31, 2026, and a 60 percent renewable resources target by December 31, 2030. SB 100 also
established a further goal to have an electric grid that is entirely powered by clean energy by 2045. Under the
bill, the State cannot increase carbon emissions elsewhere in the western grid or allow resource shuffling to
achieve the 100 percent carbon-free electricity target.

The Project’s electricity demand is expected to be served by existing Southern California Edison (SCE)
electrical facilities® The Project’s construction-related electrical demand for construction lighting and
equipment is anticipated to be nominal, since most construction equipment would be gas- or diesel-powered.
Heavy equipment fuel usage during construction would be temporary and would not require expanded energy
supplies or new infrastructure. The Project’s operational electrical demand would be minimal for on-site
lighting, appliances, and other equipment. The Project’s estimated operational electrical demand is
approximately 659-megawatt hour (MWh) per year, an increase of 0.001 percent over total usage in Los
Angeles County, which would represent a less than significant percent increase compared to the SCE service
area’s overall demand.” The Project would also involve minimal transportation energy usage associated with
the estimated 240 daily vehicle trips. Therefore, Project construction and operations would not result in
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary electricity consumption.

2 Appendix A2: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment.
27 Ibid.
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Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) provides natural gas service to the Project area. No
construction-related natural gas demand is anticipated for the Project since most construction equipment
would be gas- or diesel-powered. The Project’s estimated operational natural gas demand is approximately
0,279 therms per year, an increase of 0.0002 percent over total usage in Los Angeles County, which would
represent a less than significant percent increase compared to SoCalGas’ service area’s overall demand. *
Therefore, Project construction and operations would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of natural gas resources.

Additionally, the Project would be subject to compliance with all building codes in effect at the time of
construction, which include energy conservation measures mandated by Title 24 of the California Building
Standards Code — Energy Efficiency Standards and the California Green Building Standards. Because Title 24
standards require energy conservation features in new construction (e.g., high-efficiency lighting, high-
efficiency heating, ventilating, and air-conditioning (HVAC) systems, thermal insulation, double-glazed
windows, and water-conserving plumbing fixtures). California's Building Energy Efficiency Standards are
updated on an approximately three-year cycle. The most recent 2022 standards went into effect January 1,
2023. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or
energy efficiency, and a less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

28 Ibid.
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7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

This section is based on the Supplemental Geotechnical Evaluation, Proposed Self Storage Facility, 5050 Old
Scania Lane, Calabasas California (LGC Geotechnical, Inc, 2019), which is included in its entirety as
Appendix D1: Supplemental Geotechnical Evaluation, and the Geotechnical Addendum Report,
Proposed Self Storage Facility, 5050 Old Scandia Lane, Calabasas, California, (LGC Geotechnical, Inc, 2020),
which is included in its entirety as Appendix D2: Geotechnical Addendum Report.

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
7a) 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 [] [] [] X

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 active fault trace? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication
42.

The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act was passed in 1972 to mitigate the hazard of surface faulting
to structures for human occupancy. The Act’s main purpose is to prevent the construction of buildings used
for human occupancy on the surface trace of active faults. The Act requires the State Geologist to establish
regulatory zones, known as “Alquist Priolo (AP) Earthquake Fault Zones,” around the surface traces of active
faults and to issue appropriate maps. If an active fault is found, a structure for human occupancy cannot be
placed over the trace of the fault and must be set back from the fault (typically 50 feet). The Project site is not
located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.” Additionally, no evidence exists of a known fault
within or adjacent to the Project site.” Therefore, the Project would not expose people or structures to adverse
effects involving rupture of a known earthquake fault. No impact would occur.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? [] [] X []

The Project site is located between several active fault zones, including the Chatsworth Fault, Simi Fault, the
Santa Susana Fault, the Hollywood Fault, and the Santa Monica Fault. The fault zone nearest the Project site,
the Chatsworth Fault, is approximately 5.0 miles to the north.”" Additionally, Southern California is considered
a seismically active region. Therefore, Project implementation could expose people and structures to potential
adverse effects involving strong seismic ground shaking. The intensity of ground shaking on the Project site
would depend upon the earthquake’s magnitude, distance to the epicenter, and geology of the area between
the Project site and epicenter. Regulatory controls to address potential seismic hazards would be imposed on

2 California Department of Conservation. (2022). FEarthquake Zones of Requited Investigation. Retrieved from
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/.

0 United States Geological Survey (USGS). U.S. Quaternary Faults.
https://usgs.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.htmlrid=5a6038b3a1684561a9b0aad f88412fcf.

31 California Department of Conservation. 2022. Fault Activity Map of California. https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/fam/.
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the Project through the permitting process. Pursuant to County Code Title 26: Building Code and Title 31:
Green Building Standards Code, the County has adopted the 2019 California Building Code (CBC), subject
to certain amendments and changes, including those that address seismic resistance. CBC design standards
correspond to the level of seismic risk in a given location and are intended primarily to protect public safety
and secondly to minimize property damage. The Project would be subject to compliance with all applicable
regulations in the most recently published CBC standards (as amended by County Code Title 26 and Title 31),
which specifies design requirements to mitigate the effects of potential earthquake hazards. Moreover, the
Geotechnical Evaluation and Geotechnical Addendum evaluated various geologic and seismic hazards based
on site-specific parameters, including strong seismic ground shaking shrinkage and subsidence. The
Geotechnical Evaluation and Addendum makes recommendations concerning seismic design parameters,
foundations, slabs, and general earthwork and grading, among other factors. The Geotechnical Evaluation
and Addendum concludes that the Project appears feasible from a geotechnical standpoint.” The
Geotechnical Evaluation and Addendum provide recommendations to address seismic and other site
conditions, which would be implemented prior to Project development. Following compliance with standard
engineering practices, the established regulatory framework (i.e., County Code and CBC), and the
Geotechnical Evaluation and Addendum’s recommendations, the Project’s potential impacts concerning
exposure of people or structures to potential adverse effects involving strong seismic ground shaking would
be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

ili) Seismic-related ground failure, including [ ] [] [] X
liquefaction and lateral spreading?

Liquefaction is a phenomenon where earthquake-induced ground vibrations increase the pore pressure in
saturated, granular soils until it is equal to the confining, overburden pressure. When this occurs, the soil can
completely lose its shear strength and enter a liquefied state. For liquefaction to occur, three criteria must be
met: underlying loose, coarse grained (sandy) soils, a groundwater depth of approximately 25 feet, and a
potential for seismic shaking from nearby large-magnitude earthquakes. Lateral spreading is caused by the
accumulation of incremental displacements that develop within liquefied soil.

The Project site is not within a mapped area of liquefaction.” However, the Geotechnical Addendum reports
that groundwater was encountered at depths ranging from approximately 20 feet (approximate elevation of
941 feet) to 37 feet (approximate elevation of 935 feet) below existing grade during the field evaluation.
Groundwater is anticipated to be at an approximate elevation of 941 to 945 feet and may be encountered at
higher elevations. The Geotechnical Addendum recommends that design groundwater for permanent
conditions be taken as elevation of 949 feet. However, since the site is underlain at shallow depths by Modelo
Formation bedrock which is sufficiently dense to prevent liquefaction even if saturated, it does not appear
liquefaction poses a hazard to the proposed development.™

Additionally, the Geotechnical Evaluation did not identify any potential for lateral spreading or collapse and
concluded that subsidence is not anticipated. Therefore, the Project would not cause potential substantial
adverse effects involving liquefaction or lateral spreading. A less than significant impact would occur following
compliance with standard engineering practices, the established regulatory framework (i.e., County Code and
CBC), and the Geotechnical Evaluation and Addendum’s recommendations and no mitigation is required.

32 LGC Geotechnical, Inc. (2020). Geotechnical Addendum Report, Proposed Self Storage Facility, 5050 Old Scandia Lane,
Calabasas, California; see Appendix D2.

3 California State Geoportal. CGS Seismic Hazards Program: Liquefaction Zones, 5050 Old Scandia Lane, Calabasas, California.
(https://gis.data.ca.gov/datasets/b70a766a60ad4c0688babdd47497dbad_0/explorerlocation=34.090390%2C-
118.702332%2C9.97

3 LGC Geotechnical, Inc. (2020). Geotechnical Addendum Report, Proposed Self Storage Facility, 5050 Old Scandia Lane,
Calabasas, California; see Appendix D2.
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iv) Landslides? [] ] X []

Landslides are mass movements of the ground that include rock falls, relatively shallow slumping and sliding
of soil, and deeper rotational or transitional movement of soil or rock. The Geotechnical Evaluation
concluded no landslides or debris flows are known to exist on or trend into the property. > Based on these
findings, the Geotechnical Evaluation concludes that the hazards posed by land sliding and debris flows are
low.” Further, no significant outcrops were noted on the slopes above the site; thus, the hazard posed by
rock fall is low.

As part of the Project design, the Project would construct a north facing retaining wall adjacent to the hillside
that would reduce the risk of landslides in the event of post-fire instability. A rockfall barrier would also be
placed along the hillside to prevent debris and rocks from damaging the proposed structures. Additionally, a
concrete V-gutter proposed around the northern and western Project boundaries would capture runoff from
the hillside. Therefore, given the proposed Project design features, which would minimize downstream
flooding, landslides, and post-fire slope instability risks, , the Project would not cause potential substantial
adverse effects involving landslides. A less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

7b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of [ | [] X []
topsoil?

Construction activities such as grading, site stripping, and excavation would potentially result in soil erosion
and the loss of topsoil. Grading and excavation proposed by the Project would cut/remove approximately
38,253 CY of existing undocumented fill soils and the potentially compressible portion of alluvium are to be
removed and replaced as properly compacted fills. Approximately 1,454 CY would be used to fill the site.
Over excavation and alluvial removal and compaction would total 5,433 CY. The difference of approximately
36,799 CY of cut soil material would be exported off-site. Site preparation would include the removal of any
engineered structures or improvements, existing vegetation (grass, etc.), surface obstructions, existing debris,
and potentially compressible or otherwise unsuitable material.

Grading and earthwork activities during construction would expose soils to potential short-term erosion by
wind and water. The Project is required to comply with County Code Title 26 and County Code § 12.80.520
for the purpose of preventing soil erosion, and the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permitting process for construction activities (e.g., implementation of Best Management Practices
[BMPs] through preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)). Following compliance
with the established regulatory framework, the Project’s potential impacts concerning soil erosion and loss of
topsoil would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required. See also Response 10a.

7c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, [] [] X []
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?

As discussed in Response 7aiii, above, liquefaction and landslides are not considered to be a design concern
for the Project, and potential for lateral spreading would be low. The Project site includes a north-south slope
consisting of highly expansive soils. Project construction would include removal of undocumented fill and
highly expansive soils under buildings and replacing with artificial fill consisting of low-expansive soils. This
replacement would ensure that Project buildings, drive aisles, and hardscape would be stabilized. Therefore,

% Ibid.
3 Ibid.
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the Project is not expected to result in on or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
collapse, and is not expected to create substantial risks to life and property, and impacts are therefore expected
to be less than significant.

7d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18- [] [] X []
1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating
substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

The Project site’s soil is highly expansive, with Expansion Index (EI) rating ranging from 91 to 113,
respectively.” The Project would include removal of high-expansion soils underneath building foundations in
accordance with standard grading practices and the Geotechnical Evaluation and Geotechnical Addendum’s
recommendations. Upon completion of these grading practices, Project buildings would be underlain by
suitable soil compacted to support multi-story buildings. The Geotechnical Evaluation concluded the Project
would not create substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property following proper implementation of
geotechnical recommendations. A less than significant impact would occur.

7e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the [] [] [] X
use of onsite wastewater treatment systems where
sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

The Project would connect to existing public sewer system within Old Scandia Lane, thus, would not require
onsite wastewater treatment systems. No impact would occur.

7f) Conflict with the Hillside Management Area [] [] X []
Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 22, Ch.22.104)?

The County’s GIS-NET Public map viewer reports that the Project site contains Hillside Management Area
(HMA; 25 percent to 50 percent) and HMA (50 percent or greater slope).”® Hillside Design Guidelines are
contained in County Code Appendix I Chapter 22.104 — Hillside Management Areas.” The Hillside Design
Guidelines are required for development in HMAs, unless exempted under the Ordinance’s provisions. The
Project does not fall under the list of development exempted under § 22.104.030 — Permit Required; therefore,
a Conditional Use Permit is required. The Project would be required to adhere to the HMA Ordinance and
the Hillside Design Guidelines, thus, would be required to implement sensitive and creative engineering,
architectural, and landscaping site design techniques. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur,
and no mitigation is required.

3T LGC Geotechnical, Inc. Supplemental Geotechnical Evaluation, Proposed Self Storage Facility, 5050 Old Scania Lane, Calabasas California.
December 2019. Page 4

3 Los Angeles County. ND. GIS-NET Public map viewer.

https:/ /rpgis.isd.Jacounty.gov/Html5Viewer/index.htmlPviewer=GISNET Public. GIS-NET Public (accessed August 2022).

% Los Angeles County Code. ND. Appendix I — Hillside Design Guidelines.
https://librarv.municode.com/ca/los angeles county/codes/code of ordinances?nodeld=TIT22P1.ZO DIV5SPMAAR CH2

2.104HIMAAR APXIHIDEGU.
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8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

This section is based on the Air Quality Assessment (Kimley-Horn, 2022), which is included in its entirety as
Appendix A2: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment.

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
8a) Generate greenhouse gas (GHGs) emissions, either [ ] [] 4 []

directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact
on the environment?

Addressing GHG emissions impacts requires an agency to determine what constitutes a significant impact.
Amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines specifically allow lead agencies to determine thresholds of
significance that illustrate the extent of an impact and are a basis from which to apply mitigation measures.
This means that each agency is left to determine whether a project’s GHG emissions would have a
“significant” impact on the environment. The guidelines direct that agencies are to use “careful judgment”
and “make a good-faith effort, based to the extent possible on scientific and factual data, to describe, calculate
or estimate” the project’s GHG emissions.*

Based upon the criteria derived from State CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, a project normally would have a
significant effect on the environment if it would:

e Generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment, based on any applicable threshold of significance; or

e Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of GHGs.

South Coast Air Quality Management District Thresholds

The South Coast AQMD formed a GHG CEQA Significance Threshold Working Group to provide guidance
to local lead agencies on determining significance for GHG emissions in their CEQA documents. As of the
last Working Group meeting (Meeting #15) held in September 2010, the SCAQMD is proposing to adopt a
tiered approach for evaluating GHG emissions for development projects where South Coast AQMD is not
the lead agency.

With the tiered approach, a project is compared with each tier’s requirements sequentially and would not
result in a significant impact if it complies with any tier. Tier 1 excludes projects that are specifically exempt
from SB 97 from resulting in a significant impact. Tier 2 excludes projects that are consistent with a GHG
reduction plan that has a certified final CEQA document and complies with AB 32 GHG reduction goals.
Tier 3 excludes projects with annual emissions lower than a screening threshold.

The South Coast AQMD has adopted a threshold of 10,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
(MTCOze) per year for industrial projects. During Working Group Meeting #7, it was explained that the
industrial projects’ threshold was derived using a 90 percent capture rate of a large sampling of industrial

4014 California Code of Regulations, Section 15064.4a

39/81



facilities. During Meeting #8, the Working Group defined industrial uses as production, manufacturing, and
fabrication activities or storage and distribution (e.g., warehouse, transfer facility, etc.). A threshold of 3,000
MTCOze per year for non-industrial projects was proposed but has not been adopted. The South Coast
AQMD concluded that projects with emissions less than the screening threshold would not result in a
significant cumulative impact. As previously noted, the Project site is within the Santa Monica Mountains
North Area Plan (Area Plan). The Project site is designated Rural Commercial and zoned M-1 (Light
Manufacturing). The M-1 zone allows for light industry, repair, wholesale, and packaging, including the
manufacture, assembly, distribution, and storage of goods that have low nuisance impacts. Although the
Project is a light industrial use, this analysis conservatively utilizes the 3,000 MTCO.e per year threshold to
evaluate the Project’s potential GHG emissions impacts.

Short-Term Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Project construction activities would generate direct CO2, N2O, and CH4 emissions from construction
equipment, transport of materials, and construction workers commuting to and from the Project site.
Construction GHG emissions are typically summed and amortized over a 30-year period.* Total GHG
emissions generated during all construction phases were combined and are presented in Table 8-1:
Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The CalEEMod outputs are contained within Appendix A2.
As shown in Table 8-1, Project construction-related GHG emissions would total approximately 830.93
MTCOze (approximately 27.70 MTCOse/year when amortized over 30 years). Once construction is complete,
construction-related GHG emissions would cease.

TABLE 8-1: CONSTRUCTION GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

CATEGORY MTCO2E

2023 449.33

2024 381.60

Total GHG Emission (2023 and 2024) 830.93

30-Year Amortized Construction 27.70

Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A2: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment for Model Data
Outputs.

Long-Term Operational Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Long-term operational GHG emissions would occur over the life of the Project. Direct operational GHG
emissions would occur from mobile sources (i.e., Project-generated vehicular traffic), and area sources (e.g.,
on-site natural gas combustion and landscaping equipment operations). Indirect operational GHG emissions
would occur from energy sources, such as off-site generation of electrical power, the energy required to convey
water to, and wastewater from the Project, and emissions associated with Project-generated solid waste and
any fugitive refrigerants from air conditioning or refrigerators. The Project’s operational GHG emissions are
summarized in Table 8-2: Project Greenhouse Gas Emissions. As shown in Table 8-2, Project operational
GHG emissions would total 642.62 MTCO,e annually.

Table 8-2 also indicates the Project’s construction and operational GHG emissions combined would total
approximately 670.32 MTCOze annually, which would remain below the 3,000 MTCOze per year threshold.

# The standard 30-year period is based on the South Coast AQMD (South Coast Air Quality Management District, Minutes for the
GHG CEQA Significance Threshold Stakebolder Working Group #13, August 26, 2009).
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Therefore, the Project’s construction and operational GHG emissions would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is required.

TABLE 8-2: PROJECT GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

EMISSIONS SOURCE CO2E EMISSIONS, METRIC TONS/YEAR

Operational Emissions

Area 0.31
Energy 151.23
Mobile 346.68
Waste 37.20
Water 107.20
Subtotal Operational Emissions 642.62
Amortized Construction Emissions 27.70
Total GHG Emissions 670.32
Threshold 3,000
Exceeds Threshold? No
Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A2: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment for Model Data
Outputs.

8b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or [ ] [] R []
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

SCAG RTP/SCS Consistency

SCAG’s RTP/SCS establishes GHG emissions goals for automobiles and light-duty trucks for 2020 and 2035
as well as an overall GHG target for the Project region consistent with both the target date of AB 32 and the
post-2020 GHG reduction goals of Executive Orders 5-03-05 and B-30-15.

GHG emissions resulting from development-related mobile sources are the most potent emissions source,
and therefore Project comparison to the RTP/SCS is an appropriate indicator of whether the Project would
inhibit post-2020 GHG reduction goals promulgated by the State. RTP/SCS goals are used to determine a
project’s consistency with the planning efforts discussed above. The Project’s consistency with the RTP/SCS
goals is analyzed in Table 8-3: Project Consistency with the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy. As indicated in Table 8-3, the Project would comply with the applicable RTP/SCS
goals. Further, compliance with applicable State standards would ensure consistency with State and regional
GHG reduction planning efforts. Therefore, the Project would not interfere with SCAG’s ability to achieve
the region’s post-2020 mobile source GHG reduction targets. A less than significant impact would occur, and
no mitigation is required.
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TABLE 8-3: PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE
COMMUNITIES STRATEGY

SCAG GOALS COMPLIANCE

GOAL1:  Encourage regional economic prosperity | Not This is not a project-specific goal. Notwithstanding,
and global competitiveness. Applicable: the Project would develop a vacant site, which would

contribute to regional economic prosperity.

GOAL 2:  Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability, | Not The Project is not a transportation improvement
and travel safety for people and goods. Applicable: project.

GOAL 3:  Enhance the preservation, security, and | Not The Project is not a transportation improvement
resilience of the regional transportation | Applicable: project.
system.

GOAL4:  Increase person and goods movement and | Not The Project is not a transportation improvement
travel choices within the transportation | Applicable: project.
system.

GOAL5:  Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and | Consistent: The Project site is in an urban area near existing
improve air quality. freeways. The Project’s location within an urban area

would reduce trip lengths, which would reduce
GHG and air quality emissions.

GOAL 6: Support healthy and equitable | Consistent: The Project does not exceed the South Coast

communities. AQMD’s regional or localized thresholds. Based on
the Friant Ranch decision, projects that do not
exceed the South Coast AQMD’s LSTs would not
violate any air quality standards or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation and result in no criteria pollutant health

impacts.
GOAL7:  Adapt to a changing climate and support | Not This is not a project-specific goal.
an integrated regional development | Applicable:
pattern and transportation network.
GOALS8:  Leverage new transportation technologies | Not This is not a project-specific goal.
and data-driven solutions that result in | Applicable:
more efficient travel.
GOAL?Y9: Encourage development of diverse | Not The Project involves development of a self-storage
housing types in areas that are supported | Applicable: facility and does not include housing.
by multiple transportation options.
GOAL Promote conservation of natural and | Not The Project is not on agricultural lands and does not
10: agricultural lands and restoration of | Applicable: contain native habitat; see Responses 2.b and 4.b.

habitats.

Source: Southern California Association of Governments. (2020). Connect SoCal — The Regional Transportation Plan/ Sustainable
Communities Strategy.

Consistency with the 2022 CARB Scoping Plan

Pursuant to AB 32 requirements, CARB adopted the Climate Change S coping Plan (Scoping Plan) in 2008, which
provides a range of GHG reduction actions. CARB’s 2022 Scoping Plan sets a path to achieve targets for
carbon neutrality and reduce anthropogenic GHG emissions by 85 percent below 1990 levels by 2045 in
accordance with AB 1279. The transportation, electricity, and industrial sectors are the State’s largest GHG
contributors. The 2022 Scoping Plan intends to achieve the AB 1279 targets primarily through zero-emission
transportation (e.g., electrifying cars, buses, trains, and trucks). Additional GHG reductions would be achieved
through decarbonizing the electricity and industrial sectors.
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Statewide strategies to reduce GHG emissions in the latest 2022 Scoping Plan include implementing SB 100,
which would achieve 100 percent clean electricity by 2045; achieving 100 percent zero-emission vehicle sales
in 2035 through Advanced Clean Cars II; and implementing the Advanced Clean Fleets regulation to deploy
zero-emission electric vehicle buses and trucks. Additional transportation policies include the Off-Road Zero-
Emission Targeted Manufacturer Rule, Clean Off-Road Fleet Recognition Program, In-use Off-Road Diesel-
Fueled Fleets Regulation, Off-Road Zero-Emission Targeted Manufacturer Rule, Clean Off-Road Fleet
Recognition Program, and Amendments to the In-use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulation. The 2022
Scoping Plan would continue to implement SB 375. GHGs would be further reduced through the Cap-and-
Trade Program carbon pricing and SB 905. SB 905 requires CARB to create the Carbon Capture, Removal,
Utilization, and Storage Program to evaluate, demonstrate, and regulate carbon dioxide removal projects and
technology.

As shown in Table 8-2, approximately 77 percent of the Project’s GHG emissions would be from energy and
mobile sources, which would be further reduced by the 2022 Scoping Plan measures described above. It is
noted that the County has no control over vehicle emissions (approximately 54 percent of the Project’s total
emissions). However, these emissions would decline in the future due to the Statewide measures discussed
above, as well as cleaner technology and fleet turnover. Several of the State’s plans and policies would
contribute to a reduction in the Project’s mobile source emissions, including the following:

. CARB’s Advanced Clean Truck Regulation: Adopted in June 2020, CARB’s Advanced Clean
Truck Regulation requires truck manufacturers to transition from diesel trucks and vans to electric
zero-emission trucks beginning in 2024. By 2045, every new truck sold in California is required to
be zero-emission. The Advanced Clean Truck Regulation accelerates the transition of zero-
emission medium-and heavy-duty vehicles from Class 2b to Class 8.

. Executive Order N-79-20: Executive Order N-79-20 establishes the goal for all new passenger
cars and trucks, as well as all drayage/cargo trucks and off-road vehicles and equipment, sold in
California, to be zero-emission by 2035 and all medium and heavy-duty vehicles to be zero-
emission by 2045. It also directs CARB to develop and propose rulemaking for passenger vehicles
and trucks, medium-and heavy-duty fleets where feasible, drayage trucks, and off-road vehicles
and equipment “requiring increasing volumes” of new ZEVs “towards the target of 100 percent.”

. CARB’s Mobile Source Strategy: CARB’s Mobile Source Strategy takes an integrated planning
approach to identify the level of transition to cleaner mobile source technologies needed to achieve
all of California’s targets by increasing the adoption of ZEV buses and trucks.

While these measures are not directly applicable to the Project, any activity associated with the Project would
be required to comply with these measures as adopted. The Project would not obstruct or interfere with
efforts to increase ZEVs or State efforts to improve system efficiency. Compliance with applicable State
standards (e.g., continuation of the Cap-and-Trade regulation; CARB’s Mobile Source Strategy, Sustainable
Freight Action Plan, and Advanced Clean Truck Regulation; Executive Order N-79-20; SB 100/renewable
electricity portfolio improvements that require 60 percent renewable electricity by 2030 and 100 percent
renewable by 2045, etc.,) would ensure consistency with State and regional GHG reduction planning efforts,
including the 2022 Scoping Plan. It is also noted that the Project would not convert any Natural and Working
Lands (NWL) and/or decrease the State’s urban forest carbon stock, which are areas of emphasis in the 2022
Scoping Plan.

The Project does not conflict with the applicable plans that are discussed above and therefore concerning this
threshold, the Project would result in a less than significant impact, and no mitigation is required.
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Consistency with the Unincorporated Los Angeles County Community Climate Action Plan 2020

The Los Angeles County CAP sets emissions reduction goals, and applies policies, programs, and initiatives
to reach them. The CAP identifies several opportunities to reduce GHG emissions through upgrading existing
structures, incorporating efficiencies into new buildings, and utilizing alternative modes of transportation. The
Project would be consistent with the Los Angeles County CAP by incorporating efficiencies into the proposed
buildings through compliance with applicable energy efficiency standards.

The Project would be subject to compliance with all building codes in effect at the time of construction, which
include energy conservation measures mandated by Title 24 of the California Building Standards Code —
Energy Efficiency Standards and the California Green Building Standards. Because Title 24 standards require
energy conservation features in new construction (e.g., high-efficiency lighting, high-efficiency heating,
ventilating, and air-conditioning (HVAC) systems, thermal insulation, double-glazed windows, water-
conserving plumbing fixtures), these standards indirectly regulate and reduce GHG emissions. California's
Building Energy Efficiency Standards are updated on an approximately three-year cycle. The most recent 2022
standards went into effect January 1, 2023.

Further, the Project would be subject to compliance with State Building Code provisions and the County’s
Climate Action Plan policies, which are intended to reduce GHG emissions. The Project would also be subject
to compliance with all applicable South Coast AQMD rules and regulations during construction and
operations and would not impede achieving statewide 2030 and 2050 GHG emission reduction targets.
Therefore, the Project would not conflict with any applicable GHG reductions plans or policies, and a less
than significant impact would occur.
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9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
9a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the [] [] X []

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

Any potentially hazardous materials used during Project construction would be handled on-site. This generally
includes paints and solvents and other petroleum-based products, usually used for on-site construction
equipment and for building exterior finishes. The use or handling of these potentially hazardous materials
would be short-term, only during the Project’s construction phase. Although these materials could be stored
on-site, such storage would be required to comply with Los Angeles County SWPPP regulations. The
transport, removal, and disposal of hazardous materials on the Project site would be conducted by a permitted
and licensed service provider, consistent with federal, State, and local requirements, including applicable
regulations promulgated by the U.S. EPA, the California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC),
the California Occupational Safety and Health Administration (Cal/OSHA), Caltrans, the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act, and the Los Angeles County Fire Department (LACFD). Therefore, Project
construction activities would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, storage, production, use, or disposal of hazardous materials.

The Project proposes approximately 155,900 SF of self-storage space. During operations, the Project would
not emit hazardous emissions or involve hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste. The
Project could involve the use of materials associated with routine property maintenance, such as janitorial
supplies for cleaning purposes and/or herbicides and pesticides for landscaping. However, these uses would
not involve the routine transport, use, or disposal of quantities of hazardous materials that could create a
significant hazard to the public or environment. The hazardous materials used during operations would be
stored, handled, and disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations. Additionally, the proposed Project
would be reviewed by LACFD for hazardous material use, safe handling and storage, as appropriate. LACFD
would impose Conditions of Approval (COAs) upon the Project to reduce hazardous material impacts.
Therefore, following compliance with the regulatory requirements and COAs, the Project would not create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials. Impacts would be less than significant in this regard, and no mitigation is required.
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9b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the [ ] [] X []
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and

accident conditions involving the release of hazardous

materials or waste into the environment?

The Project site is not identified as a hazardous waste site with either an active or past occurrence. 4244 Of
the three nearest listed sites on GeoTracker, two are classified as Case Closed and one is classified as Open -
Remediation, as follows:

e Rantec Microwave Systems, Inc. (Former): Located approximately 725 feet to the south, with Cleanup
Status reported as Open - Remediation;

e Chevron #9-4106 (Former): Located approximately 790 feet to the southwest, with Cleanup Status
reported as Completed - Case Closed; and

e Chevron #9-5153: Located approximately 1,100 feet to the southwest, with Cleanup Status reported
as Completed - Case Closed.

Although the Rantec Microwave Systems, Inc. site’s Cleanup Status is reported as Open — Remediation, it is
not considered a recognized environmental condition concerning the Project site given the Rantec property
is situated downgradient and 725 feet from Project site.

Additionally, the Project involves the development of a self-storage facility with 1,334 self-storage units, a
2,000 SF office/manager residence, and 27 patking spaces. Although typical hazardous materials associated
with light industrial uses may be used during Project operations (e.g., pesticides, oils, fertilizers, cleaning
chemicals, etc.) these hazardous materials would not be used in large quantities such that they would create a
significant hazard involving the accidental release of these materials. Additionally, hazardous materials storage
at the Project site would be prohibited. With adherence to existing regulations, the 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; impacts would be less than
significant. No mitigation is required.

9c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or [ | [] X []
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of sensitive land uses?

There is one sensitive land use within 0.25 mile of the Project site. Belmont Village Senior Living Calabasas
at 24141 Ventura Boulevard, Calabasas, CA 91302, is approximately 0.25 mile southwest of the Project site.
The proposed use is a self-storage facility, which would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste that would impact nearby sensitive land uses. The types of
hazardous materials that would be routinely handled would be limited to cleaners, paints, solvents, and
fertilizers and pesticides for site landscaping. Further, the Project would be required to adhere to all applicable
federal, State, and regional regulations regarding handling, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials.
Therefore, Project impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

2 DTSC EnviroStor. 2022. Hagardons Waste and Substances Site List.
https:/ /www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/?myaddress=calbasas (accessed August 2022).

® DTSC. 2022. DTSC’s Hazardons Waste and Substances Site List — Site Cleanup (Cortese List). https:/ /dtsc.ca.gov/dtscs-cortese-list/
(accessed August 2022).

# State Water Resources Control Board. 2022. GeoTracker.
https:/ /geotracker.waterboatds.ca.gov/map/?CMD=runtreport&myaddress=Calabasas (accessed August 2022).
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9d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of [ ] [] [] X
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code § 65962.5 and, as a result, would it

create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment?

Government Code § 65962.5 refers to the Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List, commonly known as
the Cortese List, maintained by the State of California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC). The
Cortese List identifies hazardous waste and substance sites including public drinking water wells with
detectable levels of contamination; sites with known UST's having a reportable release; and solid waste disposal
facilities from which there is a known migration. The Cortese List also includes hazardous substance sites
selected for remedial action; historic Cortese sites; and sites with known toxic material identified through the
abandoned site assessment program. Review of EnviroStor and GeoTracker databases indicates the Project
site is not on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code § 65962.5; see
Response 9b. No impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

9¢) For a project located within an airport land use plan, [ ] [] [] X
or where such a plan has not been adopted, within two

miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the

project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for

people residing or working in the project area?

The Project site is approximately 9.5 miles southwest of the nearest airport- the Van Nuys Airport, and not
within the Van Nuys Airport Influence Area.* Therefore, the Project would not result in a safety hazard or
excessive noise for people working or residing at the Project site. No impact would occur, and no mitigation
is required.

9f) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere [ | [] [] X
with, an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

The County General Plan Safety Element works jointly with the Operational Area Emergency Response Plan
(OAERP), which is prepared by County’s Chief Executive Office - Office of Emergency Management (CEO
OEM). The OAERP strengthens short and long-term emergency response and recovery capability and
identifies emergency procedures and emergency management routes the County. The CEO OEM also
prepares the All-Hazards Mitigation Plan, which provides policy guidance for minimizing threats from natural
and human-made hazards in the County. The OAERP is the emergency response plan for the unincorporated
areas of Los Angeles County. The OAERP strengthens short- and long-term emergency response and
recovery capability and identifies emergency procedures and emergency management routes in the County.
The All-Hazards Mitigation Plan includes a compilation of known and projected hazards in the County and
includes information on historical disasters in the County. ** General Plan Figure 12.6 indicates that the Project
site is not located along any identified disaster routes. Therefore, the Project would not impair implementation
of, or physically interfere with, an adopted County emergency response or evacuation plan. No impact would
occur.

4 Los Angeles County. 2020. Airport Influence Area. https://data-lahub.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/lacounty::airport-influence-
area-1/explorerlocation=34.089515%2C-118.114950%2C9.92 (accessed August 2022).

46 Los Angeles County. 2022. General Plan 2035, Chapter 12: Safety Element.
https://planning lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_final-general-plan-ch12_update-20220712.pdf (accessed August 2022).
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9g) Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving fires, because the project is located:

i) within a high fire hazard area with inadequate [ | [] X []
access?

The Project site is located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ).*"* The Project has been
reviewed by the Los Angeles County Fire Department, which has a list of requirements for projects in
this zone for construction, access, water mains, fire flows, and fire hydrants, which include:

e Turning radii of not less than 32 feet and a LACFD approved turning area;

e Tire flows of up to 5,000 gallons per minute at 20 pounds per square inch residual pressure for up
to a five-hour duration;

e Fire hydrant spacing shall be 300 feet;
e A LACFD approved automatic sprinkler system

The Project would comply with all applicable LACFD requirements and therefore the Project is not
expected to expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving fires due to
being located in a VHFHSZ, inadequate access, inadequate fire flows, or being located within proximity
to land uses that have potential for dangerous fire hazard. Therefore, impacts would be less than
significant.

ii) within an area with inadequate water and [ | [] X []
pressure to meet fire flow standards?

As noted in Response 9a above, the Project would be subject to review by LACFD Fire Prevention
Division and compliance with COAs concerning water for required fire flow, fire hydrant locations, fire
flow testing, and proving vehicular access to fire hydrants. Therefore, following LACFD review and
compliance with COA, the Project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk involving
fires, given it would not be in an area where fire flow standards could not be met. A less than significant
impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

iii) within proximity to land uses that have the [ | [] X []
potential for dangerous fire hazard?

The Project site is vacant and undeveloped. The Project would be an infill development and surrounded
by large-lot single-family residential uses to the north, light industrial/manufacturing uses to the south,
light industrial and commercial uses to the east, and a pet cemetery to the west. Examples of light industrial
uses include materials testing laboratories, assembly of data processing equipment, contractor offices,
cabinetry work, machine shops, management services, photocopying services, software
publishing/production, engineering/architectural services, and electronic/computer component
production.” Given their scale and nature, the nearby light industrial uses are not anticipated to elevate
the potential for dangerous fire hazards. Therefore, the Project would not expose people or structures to
a significant risk involving fires associated with proximity to land uses that have the potential for
dangerous fire hazard. A less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

# Law Insider. ND. Light industrial definition. https:

v/light-industrial. Accessed August 2022.
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h) Does the proposed use constitute a potentially [ | ] = []
dangerous fire hazard?

The Project proposes a self-storage facility with 1,334 self-storage units that would be rented to individuals
and businesses. Storage of flammables in the storage space would occur in compliance with the Los Angeles
County Fire Department Prevention Bureau, Health Hazardous Materials Division, Compliance Guideline for
Hazardons Wastes and Materials.” Therefore, the proposed Project does not constitute a potentially dangerous
fire hazard. A less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

% Los Angeles County Fire Department. 2019. Compliance Guideline for Hazardous Wastes and Materials.

https://fite.lacounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/HHMD-Compliance-Guidance-Document-2-1.pdf (accessed September
20, 2022).
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10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

This section is based on the Hydrology Report (Adams Steeter Civil Engineers, 2021), which is included in its
entirety as Appendix E1: Hydrology Report, and the Low Impact Development (LID) Report (Adams
Steeter Civil Engineers, 2022), which is included in its entirety as Appendix E2: Low Impact Development
Report.

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
10a) Violate any water quality standards or waste [ | X ] ]

discharge requirements or otherwise substantially
degrade surface or groundwater quality?

Short-Term Construction

The Project’s construction-related activities would include excavation, grading, and trenching, which would
displace soils and temporarily increase the potential for soils to be subject to wind and water erosion.
Construction-related erosion effects would be addressed through compliance with the NPDES program’s
Construction General Permit. Construction activity subject to this Construction General Permit includes any
construction or demolition activity, including, but not limited to, clearing, grading, grubbing, or excavation,
or any other activity that results in a land disturbance of equal to or greater than 1.0 acre. Given that the
Project would disturb an area greater than 1.0 acre, it would be subject to the Construction General Permit.
To obtain coverage under the Construction General Permit, dischargers are required to file with the State
Water Board the Permit Registration Documents (PRDs), which include a Notice of Intent (NOI) and other
compliance-related documents. The Construction General Permit requires development and implementation
of a SWPPP and monitoring plan, which must include erosion-control and sediment-control BMPs that would
meet or exceed General Permit-required measures to control potential construction-related pollutants.

County Code Chapter 12.80: Stormwater and Runoff Pollution Control, addresses stormwater and runoff
pollution control and is intended to reduce the quantity of pollutants being discharged to receiving waters of
the County and the United States. County Code § 12.80.450 specifies that no person shall commence any
construction activity for which a permit is required by County Code Title 26 without implementing all
stormwater and runoff pollution mitigation measures required by such permit. All BMPs required as a
condition of any permit for construction activity granted pursuant to County Code Title 26 must be
maintained in full force and effect during the Project’s term, unless otherwise authorized by the Director of
Public Works (County Code § 12.80.510). Following compliance with NPDES and County Code
requirements, the Project’s construction-related activities would not violate water quality or waste discharge
requirements. A less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

Long-Term Operations

Urban stormwater runoff is covered under the municipal permit for Los Angeles County, the NPDES MS4
Permit for stormwater and non-stormwater discharges from the MS4 within the Los Angeles County Flood
Control District (LACFCD), Los Angeles County, and 84 incorporated cities within the County’s coastal
watersheds, except Long Beach (CAS004001, Order No. R4-2012-0175). Each Permittee is required to
implement a Planning and LLand Development Program pursuant to Part VI.D.7.b for all New Development
and Redevelopment projects subject to the Order. The New Development category includes all development
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projects equal to 1.0 acre or greater of disturbed area and adding more than 10,000 SF of impervious surface
area, among other types of projects. The Project would create more than 10,000 SF of impervious surface
area; as such, a Planning and Land Development Program is required. The Planning and Land Development
Program must be implemented to minimize pollutant loadings from impervious surfaces such as roof tops,
parking lots, and roadways through the use of properly designed, technically appropriate BMPs (including
Source Control BMPs such as good housekeeping practices), LID Strategies, and Treatment Control BMPs.

The Project site is currently vacant and undeveloped. The lower two-thirds of the site are relatively level, while
the upper one-third slopes to the north. Presently, the Project site drains from the northwest to the southeast,
ultimately discharging near the site’s southeast corner and Old Scandia Lane. As depicted in Exhibit 5, a
riverine/drainage feature that collects into Los Angeles County Flood Control District’s underground storm
drain (i.e., Oakfield Drain Line C) traverses the southern portion of the Project site.”’ Receiving waters include
Calabasas Creek and the Los Angeles River.

All development must comply with County Title 12, Chapter 12.84 requirements for a LID, including County
Code § 12.84.450, which requires the applicant for any development project to submit a LID plan to the
Director for review and approval that provides a comprehensive, technical discussion of how the development
project will comply with County Code Chapter 12.84 and the applicable provisions specified in the LID
Standards Manual. The LID plan shall be approved prior to issuance of a grading permit for such development
project. Further, per County Code § 12.84.460, all grading/site drainage plans for the development shall
incorporate the approved LID plan features.

A LID Report (see Appendix E2) was prepared per County Code Chapter 12.84 to provide Best Management
Practices (BMP) for reducing pollutants in storm water discharges after Project completion. The Project falls
under County LID requirements with a classification of a Designated Project given the Project would disturb
more than 1.0 acre and add more than 10,000 ft* of impervious surface area. The Project proposes a
biofiltration system and trench drains and catch basins to capture and treat urban runoff from the site. For
stormwater treatment, the Project site has been divided into eight distinct Drainage Management Areas
(DMAs) to determine the required stormwater quality design volume (SWODv). DMA's A, B, G, F and H
consist of stabilized vegetated pervious areas comprising of a total 1.52 acres. DMA-C consists of buildings
C, D, and their surrounding improvements. Runoff from DMA C would discharge into a Filterra bio-filtration
system before ultimately discharging into an existing LA County Flood Control 60" RCP storm drain system
(i.e., Oakfield Drain Line C) located onsite between buildings A and B. DMA-D consists of building A, the
office building and surrounding improvements. Runoff generated from this area would follow similar drainage
patterns to DMA-C. Building roof runoff would discharge onto the concrete drive aisle where a 3.0-foot
concrete v-gutter would direct the runoff westerly before turning south and discharging into a 110 SF Filterra
Bio-scape system located between Building A and the office. Lastly, DMA-E (0.16 acres) consists of the site
entrance improvements and the ramp leading up to Building C. Trench drains located at the entrance, by the
security gates and at the bottom of the ramp would intercept stormwater runoff from this steep portion of
the site and would redirect the runoff to a Filterra bio-filtration system before converging with the runoff
from the remaining site and collectively discharging into Oakfield Drain Line C. As required under County
Code § 12.84.460, the Project proposes to implement various BMPs, including the structural BMPs (i.e.,
biofiltration as described above) and various non-structural BMPs; see Appendix E2. Notwithstanding,
because the LID Report is subject to County review and approval, the Project would be subject to compliance
with MM-HYD-1, which requires the applicant for any development project to submit a LID plan to the
Director of Public Works for review and approval that provides a comprehensive, technical discussion of how
the development project will comply with County Code Chapter 12.84. Following compliance with the

5I'The portion of the open tributary that once traversed the site in a northwest-southeast otientation was teplaced in 2020 with a
60-inch underground reinforced concrete pipe (RCP) to extend to the property’s western limits.
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existing water quality regulatory framework (i.e., NPDES and County Code), including implementation of
BMP’s, and MM-HYD-1, Project operations would not violate water quality or waste discharge requirements
and a less than significant impact with mitigation would occur.

10b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or [ | [] 4 []
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such

that the project may impede sustainable groundwater

management of the basin?

The LVMWD provides water (and wastewater) services to the Project site and surrounding communities. The
LVMWD relies on four water supply sources: imported potable water (78 percent); recycled water from the
Tapia Water Reclamation Facility (TWREF) (22 percent); and, to a lesser extent, groundwater from the
Thousand Oaks Area Basin, and surface runoff into the Las Virgenes Reservoir.

As noted above, groundwater from the Thousand Oaks Area Basin is one of LVMWD’s water supply sources.
This groundwater is only used to supplement the recycled water supplies. Therefore, the Project’s potable
water demand would not substantially decrease groundwater supplies.

If the Project were to remove an existing groundwater recharge area or substantially reduces runoff that results
in groundwater recharge such that existing wells would no longer be able to operate, a potentially significant
impact could occur. LVMWD service area overlies portions of multiple groundwater basins (i.e., Thousand
Oaks Area, Russel Valley, Malibu Valley, and San Fernando Valley Groundwater Basins).” The Project site is
in the Los Angeles River Watershed and the San Fernando Valley Groundwater Basin.> Curtrently, LVMWD
only operates two groundwater production wells, both in the Thousand Oaks Area Groundwater Basin and
both used solely to augment recycled water supplies. Thus, the LVMWD does not currently use the San
Fernando Valley Groundwater Basin where the Project site is located. Moreover, four infiltration tests were
conducted at the Project site, and the observed infiltration rate was 0 inches/hout for the clay soil present on-
site. With that, the likelihood that the Project site under existing conditions serves as an area of groundwater
recharge is low. Lastly, the LID Report found that due to low infiltration rates found on the Project site, on-
site infiltration is not a viable treatment method for stormwater runoff existing conditions. Given these
conditions, site development (i.e., replacing portions of a vacant site with impermeable areas) would not affect
groundwater recharge. Since LVMWD only uses groundwater from the Thousand Oaks Area Basin to
supplement recycled water supplies, the Project would not interfere substantially with groundwater recharge.

Therefore, the Project would not decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge. A less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

10c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of [ ] 4 [] []
the site or area, including through the alteration of a

Federal 100-year flood hazard area or County Capital

Flood floodplain; the alteration of the course of a stream

or river; or through the addition of impervious surfaces,

in a manner which would:

(i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or [ ] 4 [] []
off-site?

522020 Urban Water Management Plan for ILas Virgenes Municipal Water District. 2021. page 6.6
https://www.lvmwd.com/home/showpublisheddocument/13459/637616788962730000.
53 DWR. ND. Groundwater Basin Boundary Assessment Tool. https://gis.water.ca.gov/app/bbat/ (accessed August 2022).
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(ii) Substantially increase the rate, amount, or [] X [] []
depth of surface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding on- or offsite?

(iii) Create or contribute runoff water which would [ ] X [] []
exceed the capacity of existing or planned

stormwater  drainage systems or provide

substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

(iv) Impede or redirect flood flows which would [] X [] []
expose existing housing or other insurable

structures in a Federal 100-year flood hazard area

or County Capital Flood floodplain to a significant

risk of loss or damage involving flooding?

An approved Hydrology Study is needed to confirm a project’s stormwater runoff does not increase from the
existing to the proposed condition.”® For unincorporated ateas, the Hydrology Study approval process is
conducted by the Land Development Division.

The Hydrology Study was prepared per Los Angeles County Public Works requirements to determine the
amount of stormwater runoff generated from the Project site in the existing and proposed conditions. The
Hydrology Study was developed using the HydroCalc Calculator (version 1.0.3) and the County of Los
Angeles Hydrology Manual. Soil Classification number (#4) and the 50-year rain-depth of approximately 7.3
inches were obtained through the Los Angeles County Public Works Hydrology Map GIS Application. A 25-
year storm intensity was used for on-site runoff calculations in conformance with LA County and City of

Calabasas guidelines.

Existing Drainage Condition

In its current condition, the Project site is vacant and undeveloped. An existing channel that once traversed
the site in a northwest-southeast orientation at southern portion of the property was replaced with an 60-inch
underground RCP. The site’s peak runoff based on a 25-year storm event is provided in Table 10-1: Overall
Existing Condition Peak Runoff and Volume.

TABLE 10-1: OVERALL EXISTING CONDITION PEAK RUNOFF AND VOLUME

TOTAL RUNOFF - Q25 TOTAL RUNOFF
(CFS) VOLUME - V25 (CF)

DRAINAGE SUB-AREA AREA (ACRE)

Project Site 3.74 9.99 17,439

Source: Hydrology Report (Appendix E1: Hydrology Report)

% Los  Angeles County  Department of  Public  Works  Hydrology = Study  Approval  Process.
https:/ /dpw.lacounty.gov/ldd/lddservices/HydrologyStudy.shtml (accessed February 2023).
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Proposed Drainage Condition

Project development would consist of improvements for and construction of three self-storage buildings
(Buildings “A” through “C”), with their respective “Subareas” (1A through 3C). A two story, at-grade office
building (Building “D”’) would be located near Building “A.” A parking lot would be located at the site’s
southeast corner.

The proposed condition onsite drainage patterns would remain similar to existing conditions; stormwater
runoff generated from Subareas 1A and 1B (the hillside undeveloped portions) would be intercepted by a
concrete v-gutter located along Building C’s northside and would be redirected to the east and west,
respectively, to drain inlets which would bypass the biofiltration treatment systems and discharge directly into
an 18-inch RCP stub-out. Subareas 1C and 2A, which would make up most of the improved site, would share
similar drainage patterns. Buildings A through C would discharge at grade and centered along each drive aisle,
concrete v-gutters would convey runoff to the west where drain inlets would intercept the runoff and redirect
to the tributary biofiltration systems before converging with the runoff from Subareas 1A and 1B at the
existing 18-inch stub-out point of connection. At the site’s southeast corner, Subarea 2B would sheet flow
south towards Old Scandia Lane where a trench drain at the property line would intercept the runoff redirect
to the same storm drain system servicing Subarea 2A.

Offsite run-off and run-on was encountered on the Project site. Subarea 3A consists of a triangular offsite
area (0.07 acres) located at the top of the site, which generates stormwater run-on. Subarea 3B is another
triangular area (0.14 acres) located at the site’s northwest corner that is considered within the site boundary
but discharges offsite due to the natural sloping nature of the hillside. Though the discharge is offsite, it would
remain tributary and is accounted for in the existing 60-inc LACFCD storm drain system. The final offsite
discharge is associated with Subarea 3C where a narrow strip (0.03 acres) of landscaping along the west side
of Building A would flow south and discharge onto Old Scandia Lane via a parkway drain.

Proposed Condition Peak Flow:

The proposed on-site peak runoff and volume corresponding to each individual drainage Sub-areas (1A
through 3C ) and the overall site based on the 25-year storm event is provided by the Proposed Condition
Hydrology Map and hydrologic calculations in Appendix E1 Section II. The calculated peak flows for
individual Sub-areas are summarized in Table 10-2: Proposed Condition Individual Subarea Peak Runoff
and Volumes.

TABLE 10-2: PROPOSED CONDITION INDIVIDUAL SUBAREA PEAK RUNOFF AND VOLUMES

DRAINAGE SUB-AREA AREA (ACRE) ?Ci‘g?L RUNOFF - Q25 3731’1:311\4/[E — V25 I({(I:J]?‘l;] OFE
1A 1.56 2,472

1B 0.75 2.21 3,499

1C 1.12 3.85 23,258

2A 0.97 3.33 19,828

2B 0.2 0.66 3,340

3A 0.07 0.21 327

3B 0.14 0.41 653

3C 0.03 0.09 140

Source: Hydrology Report (Appendix E1)
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Conclusion:

The results from the Hydrology Study utilizing HydroCalc software provided by Los Angeles County
Department of Public Works demonstrate that the proposed stormwater peak flow from the Project site
would be generally higher than the existing condition peak flow, as indicated in Table 10-1 and 10-2. The
proposed condition peak flow rate would be higher primarily because the Project would increase the site’s
impervious area causing higher runoff flow rates and higher concentration times. As stated above, the existing
condition Q25 runoff was estimated at 9.99 CFS, whereas the proposed condition was estimated at 12.32
CFES, producing an increase of 2.33 CFS. According to LACFD, the Project site runoff pertains to LACFCD
Facility: PD 2662/Oakfield Drain System where the confirmed maximum allowable runoff discharge from
this site into the existing lateral is 14.46 CFS; thus, the 12.32 CFS is within the allowable discharge rate.
Additionally, there are no streams or rivers near the Project site. Therefore, based on Hydrology Study
findings, the Project would not substantially alter the site’s existing drainage pattern or add impervious
surfaces, such that it would substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding, create/contribute runoff, which would exceed the capacity of existing drainage
system, or impede/redirect flood flows. Notwithstanding, because the Hydrology Study is subject to County
review and approval, the Project would be subject to compliance with MM-HYD-2, which requires the
applicant for any development project to submit to the County of Los Angeles Land Development Division
prior to grading permit issuance a Hydrology Study that analyzes the existing and proposed Project conditions
to determine the impact from stormwater runoff generated and leaving the site. Following compliance with
MM HYD-2, the Project would not alter the existing drainage pattern in a manner which would result in
substantial flooding, capacity, or substantial additional sources of polluted runoff and a less than significant
impact would occur with mitigation incorporated. Refer to Response 10a concerning potential impacts
involving erosion.

10d) Otherwise place structures in Federal 100-year [ ] [] X []
flood hazard or County Capital Flood floodplain areas

which would require additional flood proofing and

flood insurance requirements?

The County Flood Zone Determination Map™ identifies the Project site as Zones D and X, which are
identified as areas in which flood hazards are undetermined, but possible, and areas determined to be outside
the 0.2% annual chance floodplain, respectively.”® However, Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) reports the Project site is not in a flood hazard area.” Therefore, the Project would not place
structures in Federal 100-year flood hazard or County Capital Flood floodplain areas. A less than significant
impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

10e) Conflict with the Los Angeles County Low Impact [] X [] []
Development Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 12,
Ch. 12.84)?

As discussed above, all development must comply with County Title 12, Chapter 12.84 requirements for a
LID, including County Code § 12.84.450, which requires the applicant for any development project to submit
a LID plan to the Director for review and approval that provides a comprehensive, technical discussion of

5 Los Angeles County. 2022. Flood Zone Determination Map. Retrieved from:
https:/ /apps.gis.lacounty.gov/dpw/m/?viewer=floodzone
56 Los Angeles County. 2022. FEMA Flood Zone Definitions. Retrieved from:

https://pw.lacounty.cov/wmd/floodzone/docs/FZD I.egend.pdf.
57 Federal Emergency Management Agency. 2022. FEM.A National Flood Hazard Layer Map. Retrieved from https://hazards-
fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529229¢d.
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how the development project will comply with County Code Chapter 12.84 and the applicable provisions
specified in the LID Standards Manual. The LLID plan shall be approved prior to issuance of a grading permit
for such development project. Further, per County Code § 12.84.460, all grading/site drainage plans for the
development shall incorporate the approved LID plan features.

The Los Angeles County LID Ordinance is designed to lessen the adverse impacts of stormwater runoff from
development and urban runoff on natural drainage systems, receiving waters and other water bodies; minimize
pollutant loadings from impervious surfaces by requiring development projects to incorporate propetly
designed, technically appropriate BMPs and other LID strategies; and minimize erosion and other hydrologic
impacts on natural drainage systems by requiring development projects to incorporate properly designed,
technically appropriate hydromodification control development principles and technologies. As required
under County Code § 12.84.460, the Project would be subject to the County’s LID Ordinance and is required
to incorporate BMPs to treat and release off- and on-site runoff. See Response 10a above. Notwithstanding,
because the LID Report is subject to County review and approval, the Project is subject to MM HYD-1,
which requires the applicant for any development project to submit a LID plan to the Director of Public
Works for review and approval that provides a comprehensive, technical discussion of how the development
project will comply with County Code Chapter 12.84. Following compliance with MM HYD-1, the Project
would not conflict with County Code, Title 12, Chapter 12.84 and a less than significant impact would occur
with mitigation incorporated.

10f) Use onsite wastewater treatment systems in areas [ | [] [] X
with known geological limitations (e.g., high

groundwater) or in close proximity to surface water

(including, but not limited to, streams, lakes, and

drainage course)?

The Project would connect to the existing public sewer system, thus, would not require an onsite wastewater
treatment system. No impact would occur.

10g) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk [] [] [] X
release of pollutants due to project inundation?

The Project site is not in a flood hazard area.” Tsunamis are sea waves that are generated in response to large-
magnitude earthquakes. When these waves reach shorelines, they sometimes produce coastal flooding. Seiches
are the oscillation of large bodies of standing water, such as lakes, which can occur in response to ground
shaking. The Project site is approximately 8.5 miles north/inland of the Pacific Ocean and there are no nearby
bodies of standing water. Therefore, tsunamis and seiches do not pose hazards to the Project site. The Project
is not within a flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zone and would not risk the release of pollutants. Therefore,
no impact would occur by flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche, and no mitigation is required.

101h) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a [ ] X [] []
water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater
management plan?

As discussed in Response 10a above, as required under County Code § 12.84.460, the Project proposes to
implement various BMPs, including the structural BMPs (i.e., biofiltration) and various non-structural BMPs
outlined in the LID Reportt; see Appendix E2. Notwithstanding, because the LID Report is subject to County
review and approval, the Project would be subject to compliance with MM HYD-1, which requires the

% Federal Emergency Management Agency. 2022. FEM.A National Flood Hazard Layer Map. Retrieved from https://hazards-
fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9¢d.
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applicant for any development project to submit a LID plan to the Director of Public Works for review and
approval that provides a comprehensive, technical discussion of how the development project will comply
with County Code Chapter 12.84. Following compliance with the existing water quality regulatory framework
(i.e., NPDES and County Code), including implementation of BMP’s, and MM HYD-1 the Project would not
conflict or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan and a less than significant impact would
occur with mitigation incorporated.

The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) requires governments and water agencies of high
and medium priority basins to halt overdraft and bring groundwater basins into balanced levels of pumping
and recharge. The latest basin prioritization project, SGMA 2019 Basin Prioritization, was completed in
December 2019. SGMA 2019 Basin Prioritization identified 94 basins/sub-basins as medium or high priority.
Both the Thousand Oaks Area Groundwater Basin, which is currently used by LVMWD, and the San
Fernando Valley Groundwater Basin where the Project site is located, are very low priority basins.” Therefore,
the Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a sustainable groundwater management
plan. A less than significant impact would occur.

Mitigation Program

MM HYD-1  Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the applicant for the Project shall submit a Low Impact
Development Report to the Director of Public Works for review and approval that
provides a comprehensive, technical discussion of how the Project will comply with
County Code Chapter 12.84 and the applicable provisions specified in the LID Standards
Manual. A deposit and fee to recover the costs associated with LID plan review shall be
required. Any future project within the planning area shall comply with the
recommendations of an approved Hydrology Study and LID Report. These
recommendations shall be implemented in the design of a project.

MM HYD-2 Prior to issuance of a grading permit, a State of California registered Civil Engineer shall
prepare and submit to the County of Los Angeles Land Development Division a detailed
Hydrology Study. The report shall analyze the existing and proposed conditions of the
Project to determine the impact to stormwater runoff generated and leaving the site.

% State Water Resources Control Board. (2019). Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA).
https:/ /www.watetboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/gmp/sgma.html.
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11. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
11a) Physically divide an established community? [] [] [] 4

Examples of projects that could physically divide an established community include a new freeway or highway
that traverse an established neighborhood. The Project proposes an infill development (i.e., a self-storage
facility) surrounded by large-lot single-family residential uses to the north, light industrial/manufacturing uses
to the south (beyond Old Scandia Lane), light industrial and commercial uses to the east, and a pet cemetery
to the west. The Project does not propose any new streets or other physical barriers, which could physically
divide an established community. Therefore, given its nature and scope, the Project would not physically
divide an established community. No impact would occur.

11b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a [] [] [] X
conflict with any County land use plan, policy, or

regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or

mitigating an environmental effect?

The Project site is designated as Commercial under the Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan.” The
Commercial land use category is intended for general shopping and commercial service needs of area residents
and workers, as well as the needs of highway users and tourists. In addition, quiet, non-polluting light industrial
uses such as the found in “high-tech” business are also appropriate. The Project proposes a self-storage
facility, which is a quiet non-polluting light industrial use. Additionally, the Project would be consistent with
Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan Policies VI-19 and VI-29, as follows:

o Policy V'1-19: Require that light industrial and commercial uses include adequately landscaped open space, and be
designed to relate to the surrounding environment. The slope at the Project site’s northern portion would
remain undisturbed. Also, the Project would provide landscaping along the Old Sandia Lane frontage.

o Policy VI-29: Concentrate light industrial, commercial, and office uses adjacent to the 1 entura Freeway corridor, and
ensure that each project has adequate access, can handle the traffic, and is accessible to essential services, with appropriate
site design to enbance community character. The Project site is situated north of the 101 Freeway and Ventura
Boulevard. Also, the Project is an infill development with light industrial /manufacturing uses to the
south, light industrial and commercial uses to the east, and a pet cemetery to the west. Therefore,
development of the proposed self-storage facility would be compatible with the area’s existing
development pattern.

The Project site is zoned M-1 (Light Manufacturing). The M-1 Zone allows for light industry, including storage
of goods that have low nuisance impacts. The Project proposes a self-storage facility with and
office/residence. Self-storage facilities are an allowed use in the M-1 Zone subject to a CUP; see County Code
§§ 22.22.0110 — 22.22.030. The Project would be subject to compliance with the land use regulations for the
M-1 Zone (County Code §§ 22.22.0110 — 22.22.030) and for self-storage facilities (County Code § 22.140.560
- Self-Service Storage Facilities). Additionally, the Santa Monica Mountains Community Standards District
(CSD) requirements specify that any project with over 5,000 CY of grading requires a CUP (County Code §

60 Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan. 2021. https: lanning.lacounty.cov/assets/upl/project/smmnap final-plan.pdf.
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22.44.133.D.4.b). Construction would require approximately 38,253 CY of cut and approximately 1,454 CY
of fill, with a net export of approximately 36,799 CY. The Project requires more than 5,000 CY of grading,
thus, requires a CUP for this activity also. The County will review the Project to verify consistency with the
applicable policies and land use regulations. Therefore, the Project would not cause a significant
environmental impact due to a conflict with the relevant land use policies and land use regulations. A less than
significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

11c) Conflict with the goals and policies of the General [] [] X []
Plan related to Hillside Management Areas or
Significant Ecological Areas?

The Project site is not located in a Significant Ecological Area.”’ Additionally, Hillside Management Areas
(HMAs) are defined as areas with 25 percent or greater natural slopes.® The County’s GIS-NET Public map
viewer reports that the Project site contains Hillside Management Area (HMA; 25 percent to 50 percent) and
HMA (50 percent or greater slope); see Response 7f above. Compliance with the County’s regulatory
requirements for HMAS will be verified through the Project’s entitlement review process. Therefore, the
Project would not conflict with the General Plan goals and policies related to HMAs.

6 TLos Angeles County Department of Regional Planning — Significant Ecological Areas. Available at:
https://databasin.org/datasets/59c2b2bbe6e5499abfca5d4e1a5b95¢1/. Accessed August 2022.
62 Hillside Management Area (HMA) Otrdinance. Available at:

https: lanning.Jacounty.cov/hma#:~:text=Hillside%20Management%20Areas%20(HMAs)%20are.Guidelines%620is%200ption

al%20but%20encouraged. Accessed August 2022.
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12. MINERAL RESOURCES

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
12a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral [ | [] [] X
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?
12b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally- [ | [] [] X

important mineral resource recovery site delineated on
a local general plan, specific plan or other land use
plan?

The Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975 (SMARA) requires classification of land into Mineral
Resource Zones (MRZs) according to the area’s known or inferred mineral potential. SMARA was adopted
to encourage the production and conservation of mineral resources, prevent or minimize adverse effects to
the environments, and protect public health and safety.

The County utilizes the California Geological Survey, to identify regionally significant aggregate resources
deposits. These aggregate resource deposits are designated as MRZs. Four major MRZs are identified in, or
partially within the unincorporated areas and are shown in General Plan Table 9.7: Little Rock Creek Fan,
Soledad Production Area, Sun Valley Production Area, and Irwindale Production Area. The Project site is not
located in an area identified as a having known mineral resources.” Therefore, the Project is not expected to
result in the loss of a locally important mineral resource site and would have no impact concerning mineral
resources.

0 Los Angeles County. General Plan 2035, Page 150. Available at: https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp final-
general-plan.pdf. (accessed August 2022.)
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13. NOISE

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project result in:
13a) Generation of a substantial temporary or [ | [] 4 []

permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the project in excess of standards established
in the County General Plan or noise ordinance (Los
Angeles County Code, Title 12, Chapter 12.08), or
applicable standards of other agencies?

Construction

Construction noise represents a short-term impact on ambient noise levels. Noise generated by equipment
for demolition and construction equipment, including trucks, graders, bulldozers, concrete mixers and
portable generators can reach high levels. Construction activities on the project site would expose existing
noise-sensitive uses to increased noise levels. In typical construction projects such as the proposed project,
the loudest noise generally occurs during demolition and grading activities because they involve the largest
equipment. Typical hourly average construction-generated noise levels are approximately 74 to 88 dBA
measured at a distance of 50 feet from the site during busy construction periods*. Other primary sources of
acoustical disturbance would be due to random incidents, which would last less than one minute (such as

dropping large pieces of equipment or the hydraulic movement of machinery lifts).

The Project could expose nearby sensitive receptors to elevated noise levels during Project construction.
However, the Project would generally disperse construction noise throughout the site and would not be
concentrated at the nearest point to sensitive receptors. Further, the applicant would comply with County
Code § 12.08.440, Construction Noise, Section A, which prohibits construction activity between the hours of
7:00 pm and 7:00 am daily, or at any time on Sundays and legal holidays. In addition, the applicant must
comply with County Code § 12.08.440, Construction Noise, Section B, Noise Restrictions at Affected
Structures, and Section C, which specifies that all mobile or stationary internal-combustion-engine powered
equipment or machinery be equipped with suitable exhaust and air-intake silencers in proper working order.
Therefore, the Project’s construction noise impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is

required.

Operations

The noise-sensitive receptors nearest the Project site are the single-family residential uses located
approximately 485 feet (148 meters) to the north. Typical noise sources associated with the Project that would
potentially impact these nearby noise-sensitive receptors include stationary noise equipment (i.e., air
conditioning equipment for the office and managet’s residence); activities associated with loading/unloading
storage items; parking areas (i.e., car door slamming, car radios, engine start-up, and car pass-by); and off-site

4 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and V'ibration Impact Assessment Manunal, September 2018.
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traffic noise. However, given the nature of the proposed Project (a self-storage facility with infrequent on-site
activity), noise levels from on-site noise sources are anticipated to be minimal and would not result in
noticeable change in the ambient noise environment. In addition, based on the Inverse Square Law for sound
propagation,” noise levels emanating from the Project site would be negligible at the nearest noise-sensitive
receptors (the single-family residential uses located approximately 485 feet to the north) and intervening
topographic features (e.g., a large hill/berm, elevation changes, and mature vegetation and groundcover)
would further reduce the Project’s noise levels. Thus, the Project’s operational noise would not exceed County
Code noise standards. A less than impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

13b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or [] [] X []
groundborne noise levels?

Project construction can generate varying degrees of groundborne vibration, depending on the construction
procedure and the construction equipment used. Operation of construction equipment generates vibrations
that spread through the ground and diminish in amplitude with distance from the source. Ground-borne
vibrations from construction activities rarely reach levels that damage structures. The nearest off-site
structures are located over 25 feet from the Project site and would not experience vibration levels in
exceedance of established vibration standards.® The Project would not require pile driving. Further, the
Project would comply with relevant County Code standards relating to construction noise impacts; therefore,
impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

13c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private [] [] [] X
airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a plan

has not been adopted, within two miles of a public

airport or public use airport, would the project expose

people residing or working in the project area to

excessive noise levels?

The Project site is approximately 9.5 miles southwest of the nearest airport- the Van Nuys Airport, and not
within the Van Nuys Airport Influence Area.”” Therefore, Project implementation would not expose people

residing or working in the Project area to excessive airport-related noise levels. No impact would occur.

05 Yamaha Corporation, Tnverse Square Law: What is i? accessed August 8, 2022,
https:/ /uc.yamaha.com/insights/blog/2020/march/inverse-squate-law-what-is-it/

% Per the Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (September 2018), vibration levels
beyond 25 feet would not exceed the most stringent damage criterion of 0.12 inches-per-second PPV (in/sec PPV) for buildings
extremely susceptible to vibration damage.

7 Los Angeles County Aitport Land Use Commission, Ian Nuys Airport — Airport Influence Area, May 2003.
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14. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
14a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth [] [] X []

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

The Project proposes a self-storage facility with a 2,000 SF office/manager’s residence, which would induce
nominal population growth (approximately three persons).” The Project is not expected to induce substantial
unplanned population growth or cause exceedances to local or regional population projections. Therefore, a
less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

14b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or [ _] ] ] X
housing, especially affordable housing, necessitating
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

The Project site is vacant and undeveloped. Therefore, the Project would not displace existing people or
housing or require construction of replacement housing elsewhere. No impact would occur.

% Assuming 2.80 petsons per houschold (California Department of Finance. (2022). E-5 Population and Housing Estimates for Cities,
Counties and the State— Jannary 1, 2021-2022. Sacramento, California, May 2022).
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15. PUBLIC SERVICES

Less  Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

15a) Would the project create capacity or service level
problems, or result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection? |:| |:| |E I:'

The LACFD provides fire protection and paramedic services to the Project site. The LACFD has 174 fire
stations that serve over 4,000,000 residents across the County.” The fire stations nearest the Project site are
Station No. 68 located at 24130 Calabasas Road, approximately 0.38 miles to the south, and Station No. 125
located at 5215 Las Virgenes Road, approximately 2.73 miles to the west. The LACFD uses national guidelines
of a five-minute response time for the first arriving unit for fire and EMS responses and eight minutes for the
advanced life support unit in urban areas.

The Project site is in a VHFHSZ; see Response 9gi. The Project proposes a self-storage facility with an
office/manager’s residence on a currently vacant site, which would induce nominal population growth
(approximately three persons); see Response 14a. Therefore, the Project would nominally increase demand
for fire protection and emergency medical services. However, the Project is an infill development site
surrounded by large-lot single-family residential uses to the north, light industrial/manufacturing uses to the
south, light industrial and commercial uses to the east, and a pet cemetery to the west. The Project area already
receives LACFD fire protection and emergency medical services. Additionally, the Project would be subject
to review by the LACFD Fire Prevention Division, which would verify the Project’s compliance with County
Code Title 22: Fire Code and LACFD COA concerning access (e.g., building locations, fire lanes, walking
paths, turning radii, and gate access) and water (e.g., required fire flow, fire hydrant locations, fire flow testing,
and proving vehicular access to fire hydrants). The Project does not propose, and would not create a need
for, new/physically altered fire protection facilities to maintain acceptable service ratios/response times.
Therefore, the Project would not result in adverse physical impacts associated with such facilities. Given the
Project’s nature and scope, and requirements to comply with County regulations, a less than significant impact
would occur concerning fire protection facilities, and no mitigation is required.

0 Los Angeles County  Fire  Department. 2017-2021 Strategic  Plan. https://fire.Jacounty.gov/wp-
content/uploads/2019/09/LACoFD-Strategic-Plan-2017-2021.pdf. Accessed 6/21/22.

64/81



Sheriff protection? [] [] X []

The Project proposes a self-storage facility with an office/managet’s residence, which would induce nominal
population growth (approximately three persons); see Response 14a. Therefore, the Project would nominally
increase demand for police protection services. However, the Project is an infill development site surrounded
by large-lot single-family residential uses to the north, light industrial/manufacturing uses to the south, light
industrial and commercial uses to the east, and a pet cemetery to the west. The Project area already receives
police protection services from the Sheriff’s Department. Through the County’s Site Plan Review process,
the Project would be reviewed concerning access and other safety measures, which would enhance the
Project’s police protection. The Project does not propose, and would not create a need for, new/physically
altered police protection facilities to maintain acceptable service ratios/response times. Therefore, the Project
would not result in adverse physical impacts associated with such facilities. Given the Project’s nature and
scope, and requirements to comply with County regulations, a less than significant impact would occur
concerning police protection facilities, and no mitigation is required.

Schools? ] [] X []

The Project site is located within the Las Virgenes Unified School District (LVUSD) which provides
educational services for students in pre-kindergarten through 12 grade. LVUSD consists of 8 elementary
schools, 3 middle schools, and 2 high schools that served approximately 11,300 students during the 2021-
2022 school year.” The Project proposes a self-storage facility with an office/manget’s residence, which could
induce nominal student population growth. The Project’s student population growth, if any, could nominally
increase the demand for school facilities/services. However, the Project would be subject to payment of
school impact fees in accordance with Senate Bill 50. Pursuant to Government Code § 65995(3)(h), “payment
of statutory fees is deemed to be full and complete mitigation of the impacts of any legislative or adjudicative
act, or both, involving, but not limited to, the planning, use or development of real property...” The Project
does not propose, and would not create a need for, new/physically altered school facilities to maintain
acceptable service ratios/standards. Therefore, the Project would not result in adverse physical impacts
associated with such facilities. Given the Project’s nature and scope, a less than significant impact would occur
concerning schools, and no mitigation is required.

Parks? L] [] X []

See Section 16: Recreation.

Libraries? [] L] X []

The Calabasas Library is located at 200 Civic Center Way, approximately 0.34 miles southeast of the Project
site. The Project proposes a self-storage facility with an office/manager’s residence, which would induce
nominal population growth (approximately three persons), and could generate nominal demand for library
facilities/services. Additionally, the Project does not propose, and would not create a need for, new or
physically altered library facilities to maintain acceptable setvice ratios/standards. Therefore, the Project
would not result in adverse physical impacts associated with such facilities. Given the Project’s nature and
scope, a less than significant impact would occur concerning libraries, and no mitigation is required.

70 Las Vitgenes Unified School District. Ge# fo Know L1V USD. bitps:/ [ www.lyusd.org/ Page/86. Accessed 6/22/22.
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Other public facilities? ] [] [] X

The Project does not propose, and would not create a need for, other new or physically altered public facilities
to maintain acceptable service ratios/standards. Therefore, the Project would not result in adverse physical
impacts associated with such facilities. Given the Project’s nature and scope, no impact would occur
concerning other public facilities.
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16. RECREATION

Less  Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

16a) Would the project increase the use of existing

neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational [] [] [] X
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of

the facility would occur or be accelerated?

16b) Does the project include neighborhood and [] [] [] X
regional parks or other recreational facilities or require

the construction or expansion of such facilities which

might have an adverse physical effect on the

environment?

16c) Would the project interfere with regional trail [ ] [] [] X
connectivity?

The County’s standard for the provision of local parkland is 4.0 acres per 1,000 residents in unincorporated
areas, and 6.0 acres of regional parkland per 1,000 residents in total County.” The Project proposes one self-
storage facility with an office/managet’s residence, which would induce nominal population growth
(approximately three persons); see Response 14a. Based on the Project’s nominal population growth and the
County’s standards for the provision of local and regional parkland, the Project would generate a very nominal
demand for local parkland and regional parkland. The Project’s nominal population growth could nominally
increase the use of existing recreational facilities. Additionally, this nominal population growth would only
nominally increase use of existing facilities and would not result in an accelerated substantial physical
deterioration of an existing recreational facility. The Project does not include neighborhood or regional parks,
or other recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of such facilities. No adverse physical
effect on the environment would occur in this regard. Therefore, the Project would result in a less than
significant impact concerning parkland and recreational facilities, and no mitigation is required.

n County of Los Angeles. 2017. Park Design Guidelines and Standards.
https://filelacounty.gov/SDSInter/dpt/1029701_ParkDesignGuideline2017.pdf.
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17. TRANSPORTATION

This section is based on the Trojan Calabasas Self-Storage Warehouse Project Traffic Study (RK Engineering
Group, Inc., 2021), which is included in its entirety (see Appendix F1: Traffic Study) and was reviewed and
approved by the County (see Appendix F2: VMT County Approval).

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
17a) Conflict with an applicable program, plan, [] [] X []

ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities?

Transit Facilities

Transit service to the Project area is provided by LA Metro, which serves the greater L.os Angeles metropolitan
area. The Project would be served by the existing transit system. The Project’s population growth would be
nominal (approximately three persons, see Response 14a), thus, the Project would only nominally increase the
demand for public transit services. Given its nature and scope, the Project would not conflict with a program
plan, ordinance, or policy addressing transit. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no
mitigation is required.

Bicycle Facilities

According to LA County Bikeways Map,” there are no designated bike routes near the Project site. Given its
nature and scope, the Project would not conflict with a program plan, ordinance, or policy addressing bicycle
facilities. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

Pedestrian Facilities

An approximately 11.0-foot area with a sidewalk and landscaping with trees is provided along the Project site’s
Old Scandia Lane frontage. The Project would provide pedestrian access via the primary entrance proposed
on Old Scandia Lane. The Project would not conflict with a program plan, ordinance, or policy addressing
pedestrian facilities. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

17b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines [ | [] X []
§ 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

Project Trip Generation

Trip generation represents the amount of traffic that is attracted and produced by a development. The
Project’s trip generation is based upon the specific land uses that have been planned for this development.
Trip generation is typically estimated based on the trip generation rates from the latest Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual. Because the Trip Generation Manual that was used
in the Traffic Study (i.e., 10" Edition, 2017) was superseded by the subsequently released version (i.e., 11*
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Edition, 2021), the Project’s trip generation was forecast using the trip generation rates from each edition. As
shown in Table 17-1: Project Ttip Generation, based on 10" Edition I'TE trip generation rates, the Project
is forecast to generate approximately 240 daily trips, which include approximately 18 AM peak hour trips and
approximately 26 PM peak hour trips. As also shown in Table 17-1, based on 11* Edition ITE trip generation
rates, the Project is forecast to generate approximately 240 daily trips, which include approximately 16 AM
peak hour trips and approximately 22 PM peak hour trips. As shown in Table 17-1, there is no difference in
the Project’s forecast daily trips when using either edition of the Trip Generation Model- both would generate
240 daily trips.

TABLE 17-1: PROJECT TRIP GENERATION

LAND USE (ITE AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR
UANTITY | UNITS DAILY
CODE) Q In | Out | Total | In | Out | Total
ITE 10™ EDITION TRIP GENERATION RATES & VOLUMES!
Mini Warehouse/ 100
Self-Storage (Code 151) - Storage 0.71 0.68 1.39 0.98 0.98 1.95 17.96
Rates Units
- 100

Mini Warchouse/Self- Storage 9 9 18 13 13 26 240
Storage Volumes 13.34 .

Units
ITE 11™ EDITION TRIP GENERATION RATES & VOLUMES?
Mini Warehouse/ 100 0.62
Self-Storage (Code 151) - Storage '0 0.593 1.210 0.840 0.840 1.680 17.960
Rates Units
Mini Warehouse/ 100
Self-Storage (Code 151) 13.34 Storage 8 8 16 11 11 22 240
Volumes Units
Notes:

1. Appendix F1: Traffic Study.
2. 2021 ITE Trip Generation Manual (11% Editdon).

Vehicle Miles Traveled Analysis

State CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3 codifies the change from Level of Service to vehicle miles traveled (VMT)
as a metric for transportation impact analysis. Pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 743, VMT analysis is the primary
method for determining CEQA impacts. The State of California Office of Planning and Research (OPR)
developed “screening thresholds™ to quickly identify when a project should be expected to cause a less than
significant impact without conducting a detailed study.” Thus, lead agencies may screen out VMT impacts

using project size, whether a project site is in a low VMT area, and whether a project is in a high-quality transit
area (“HQTA”).

The County of Los Angles has adopted their own transportation impact analysis guidelines (Los Angeles
County Public Works Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines (Guidelines), July 23, 2020) to provide
recommendations in the form of thresholds of significance and methodology for identifying VMT-related
impacts. The Project is subject to a VMT analysis and is subject to compliance with the recommendations
and practices described in the Guidelines.

73 State of California Office of Planning and Research, Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA, December
2018.
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The County has developed a VMT analysis tool to evaluate VMT impacts for projects. The VMT tool has
input parameters for the following land use types:

e Residential — Single Family Housing;

e Residential — Multifamily Housing;

e Residential — Affordable Housing;

o Office — General Office;

o Office — Medical Office;

e Retail — Shopping Center, Restaurant, Services;

e Industrial — Warehousing;

e Industrial — Light Industrial; and

e Custom Land Use.

Since the Project consists of self-storage use, it does not fall into any of the above categories. The use most
similar to the Project is Industrial - Warehousing. However, a self-storage use is vastly different than a
warehouse use, as a self-storage use does not generate significant truck traffic or many employees. For
instance, the Project is anticipated to have only one employee that would be required to live onsite in the
proposed manager’s residence. The remainder of the Project’s traffic volume would be attributed to the
customer visits when bringing or removing items from the storage units. This is also reflected in the Project’s
relatively low trip generation, as previously shown in Table 17-1, which shows the Project to generate
approximately 240 daily trips.

Another tool for VMT analysis is the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) traffic analysis
model. However, use of the SCAG model may not be appropriate for a small self-storage type project
generating a low number of trips since the SCAG model evaluates larger traffic analysis zones (TAZ) instead
of individual parcels. Additionally, the type of the proposed land use (self-storage), is operationally much
different than the generic and general land uses which the SCAG model is based on. The land uses contained
in the SCAG model are broken down into general uses such as retail, residential, employment, etc. A self-
storage use is considered different than a general retail or even employment use in terms of traffic generation
and VMT, since it does not have many employees and the activities and traffic generation are much less than
a general retail or office use. Hence, to address the Project’s VMT impact, a qualitative analysis has been
conducted.

The Project has been qualitatively evaluated for VMT based on two metrics: Employee VMT; and Total VMT.

Employee VMT: As previously noted, the Project is expected to have only one employee that would be
required to live onsite in the manager’s residence. The remainder of the Project’s traffic volume would be
attributed to the customer visits when bringing or removing items from the storage units. Therefore, the
Project screens out for Employee VMT, since there would be zero to nominal employee-related VMT for the
Project.

Total VMT: The goal of the VMT and new CEQA criteria is to promote local-serving uses and discourage
uses that result in longer vehicles miles and travel routes. It is on this basis that generally local-serving retail
uses are screened out of requiring a VMT analysis for most part. On the same basis, the proposed self-storage
use can be expected to have very low VMT, if not actually reduce existing local VMTs due to the following:

e Seclf-storage uses are generally designed and built to serve the local community and hence fall into the
local-serving land use type.
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e As in the case of any self-storage use, the customers that would utilize this self-storage can all be
expected to live nearby. Users would typically not be living in distant locations and have their items
in a storage at the Project site in Calabasas. This new self-storage use would provide a better and closer
alternative for nearby residents and businesses for storing their items, potentially reducing existing
travel routes and trip lengths.

e Appendix F1 Exhibit 5-1 shows the location of existing self-storage facilities in the Project area. As
shown in Appendix F1 Exhibit 5-1, currently numerous self-storage facilities operate near the Project
site. Therefore, the Project is not introducing a new use in the area, which could be viewed as a
destination and attract patrons from distant areas. Instead, the Project would be one of many existing
self-storage facilities serving the area. Additionally, there are similar land uses surrounding the Project
site.

Therefore, the Project would not conflict with State CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3(b). A less than significant
transportation impact concerning VMT would occur, and no mitigation is required.

17¢) Substantially increase hazards due to a road design [ ] [] 4 []
feature (e.g., sharp curves) or incompatible uses (e.g.,
farm equipment)?

The Project does not propose any roadway improvements. The Project’s ingress and egress, interior
circulation elements, and improvements would be designed in conformance with County development and
design standards approved by LACFD. Project circulation would be designed and constructed to meet County
requirements for minimum widths, corner radii, etc. The proposed Project does not include the use of any
incompatible vehicles or equipment on-site, such as farm equipment, which would result in a potential
significant traffic safety hazard. Therefore, the Project would not increase hazards due to a road design feature
or incompatible uses. Impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

17d) Result in inadequate emergency access? [] [] X []

The Project is not anticipated to generate a large number of traffic trips as the Project does not include
residential development or uses associated with inducing substantial population growth. The Project is a self-
storage facility, and the property is designated for Commercial and Industrial uses. Primary vehicular access
to the Project site is proposed via Old Scandia Lane. All development and site improvements would be
designed to meet LACFD standards. The LACFD Fire Prevention Division has reviewed the Project and
specified access requirements concerning minimum roadway width, fire apparatus access roads, fire lanes,
signage, access devices and gates, and access walkways, among other requirements, which would enhance
emergency access to the Project site. Following compliance with LACFD access requirements, adequate
emergency access to the Project site would be provided. Impacts would be less than significant in this regard,
and no mitigation is required.
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18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
18a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code § 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 [ ] [] [] X

Register of Historical Resources, or in alocal register
of historical resources as defined in Public Resources
Code § 5020.1(k), or

See also Section 5.0: Cultural Resources.

Topographic maps and aerial photographs reviewed as part of the records search conducted for the Project
showed portions of the Project site had been subject to previous disturbances related to mechanical
excavation, as well as the existence of a building that had been removed by 1985. The Project site is currently
vacant and undeveloped. There are no buildings or known tribal cultural resources present on the Project
site. Further, the records search indicated that one study (designated LLA-2020) assessed the entire Project
site for cultural resources in 1990. No cultural resources were identified within the Project site boundaries
during this study. Therefore, the Project would not cause an adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a
local register of historical resources. No impact would occur.

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its [] X [] []
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to

be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in

subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code § 5024.1.

In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c)

of Public Resources Code § 5024.1, the lead agency

shall consider the significance of the resource to a

California Native American tribe.

Chapter 532 Statutes of 2014 (i.e., AB 52) requires that lead agencies evaluate a project’s potential impact on
“tribal cultural resources.” Such resources include “sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places,
and objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that are eligible for inclusion in the
California Register of Historical Resources or included in a local register of historical resources.” AB 52 also
gives lead agencies the discretion to determine, based on substantial evidence, whether a resource qualifies as
a “tribal cultural resource.”

Native American groups may have knowledge about cultural resources in the area and may have concerns
about adverse effects from development on tribal cultural resources as defined in Public Resources Code §
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21074. In compliance with Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1(b), the County provided formal notification to
California Native American tribal representatives identified by the California Native American Heritage
Commission. The City received one request for consultation from the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians —
Kizh Nation. Consultation was scheduled to occur on December 15, 2022, however, on December 15, 2022
the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation representative cancelled the scheduled meeting and
deferred to the Chumash tribe for consultation; see Appendix G. The County attempted to contact the
Chumash tribal representatives, however, no response or request to schedule tribal consultation was received.
Notwithstanding the findings of the records search discussed above and extent of past site disturbance, given
the anticipated excavations into native soils, the potential exists for accidental discovery of tribal cultural
resources during ground-disturbing activities. Therefore, the Project could cause an adverse change in the
significance of an as-yet unidentified tribal cultural resource. Therefore, the County has determined that
implementation of MMs TCR-1 and TCR-2 is required. MM TCR-1 requires a tribal monitor to be present
on the site during construction phases and MM TCR-2 outline instructions for unanticipated discovery of
tribal cultural and archaeological resources discovery of human remains and funerary objects, and procedures
for funerary remains. With implementation of MM TCR-1 and MM TCR-2, the Project’s potential impacts
concerning an adverse change in the significance of an as-yet unidentified tribal cultural would be reduced to
less than significant.

Mitigation Program

MM TCR-1 Retain an Archaeologist/Native American Monitor. The Project applicant/County
shall retain a qualified professional archaeologist and Native American Monitor prior to
the commencement of any ground-disturbing activity for the Project at all Project
locations (i.e., both on-site and any off-site locations that are included in the Project
description/definition and/or required in connection with the Project, such as public
improvement work). “Ground-disturbing activity” shall include, but is not limited to,
demolition, pavement removal, potholing, auguring, grubbing, tree removal, boring,
grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching. A copy of the executed monitoring agreement
shall be submitted to the lead agency prior to the eatlier of the commencement of any
ground-disturbing activity, or the issuance of any permit necessary to commence a
ground-disturbing activity. The monitor will complete daily monitoring logs that will
provide descriptions of the relevant ground-disturbing activities, the type of construction
activities performed, locations of ground-disturbing activities, soil types, and any cultural
materials identified. Monitor logs will identify and describe any discovered TCRs,
including but not limited to, Native American cultural and historical artifacts, remains,
places of significance, etc., (collectively, tribal cultural resources, or “TCR”), as well as
any discovered Native American (ancestral) human remains and burial goods. Copies of
monitor logs will be provided to the Project applicant/lead agency upon written request.
Upon discovery of any TCRs, all construction activities in the immediate vicinity of the
discovery shall cease (i.e., not less than the surrounding 50 feet) and shall not resume until
the discovered TCR has been fully assessed by the tribal monitor and/or tribal
archaeologist. On-site tribal monitoring shall conclude when Project site grading and
excavation activities are completed, or when the Native American Monitor indicates the
site has a low potential for impacting TCRs.

MM TCR-2 Unanticipated Discovery of Tribal Cultural and Archaeological Resources. Upon
discovery of any tribal cultural or archaeological resources, cease construction activities
in the immediate vicinity of the field until the find can be assessed. All tribal cultural an
archaeological resources unearthed by Project construction activities shall be evaluated
by the qualified archeologist and tribal monitor/consultant approved by the County. If
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the resources are Native American in origin, the County shall coordinate with the NAHC
to determine which tribes should be contacted regarding direction on treatment and
curation of these resources. Typically, tribes request preservation in place or recovery for
educational purposes. Work may continue on other parts of the project while evaluation
and, if necessary, additional protective mitigation takes place. If a resource is determined
by the qualified archaeologist to constitute a ‘“historical resource” or “unique
archaeological resource,” time allotment and funding sufficient to allow for
implementation of avoidance measures, or appropriate mitigation, must be available. The
treatment plan established for the resources shall be in accordance with State CEQA
Guidelines § 16054.5(f) for historical resources. Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is
the preferred manner of treatment for discovered human remains and/or burial goods.
Any historic archaeological material that is not Native American in origin (non-TCR) shall
be curated at a public, non-profit institution with a research interest in the materials, such
as the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County or the Fowler Museum, if such
an institution agrees to accept the material. If no institution accepts the archaeological
material, it shall be offered to a local school or historical society in the area for educational
putposes. Any discovery of human remains/burial goods shall be kept confidential to
prevent further disturbance.
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19. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
19a) Require or result in the relocation or construction [] X [] []

of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, storm
water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunication facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Water. See Response 19.b concerning water demand and infrastructure.

Wastewater. The Project proposes to connect to and replace the existing 8-inch sewer line, which traverses
the Project site and serves offsite areas. Through the Project’s entitlement review process, the applicant would
coordinate with the County to address any potential service interruptions during Project construction. See
Response 19.c concerning wastewater treatment.

Stormwater. See Response 10.c concerning drainage and stormwater improvements.

Dry Utilities. Electrical power to the Project site is provided by SCE and natural gas is provided by SoCalGas.
Telecommunications are provided by various companies. SCE, SoCalGas, and local telecommunications
companies operate and maintain transmission and distribution infrastructure in the Project area, which would
serve the Project. Refer to Responses 4.6a and 4.6b for further discussions concerning electricity and natural
gas usage. The Project proposes to connect to existing electrical, natural gas, and telecommunications
infrastructure, and no off-site improvements are proposed.

Conclusion. The Project would require relocation/construction/replacement of water, wastewatet,
stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, and telecommunication facilities, the construction/relocation
of which could cause significant environmental effects. No offsite utility improvements except lateral
connections are proposed. The environmental effects associated with these proposed utility improvements
are analyzed throughout this Initial Study. As concluded in this Initial Study, following compliance with the
established regulatory framework, the utility improvements’ environmental effects would result in no impact
or less than significant impacts for all resource areas analyzed, except concerning biological resources, cultural
resources, hydrology and drainage, and tribal cultural resources, which would require mitigation; see Section
4: Biological Resources, Section 5: Cultural Resources, Section 10: Hydrology and Water Quality, and
Section 18: Tribal Cultural Resources, respectively. Therefore, with mitigation incorporated, the Project’s
proposed relocation/construction/replacement of water, wastewater, stormwater drainage, electric power,
natural gas, and telecommunication facilities, would result in a less than significant environmental effect.
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19b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve [] [] X []
the project and reasonably foreseeable future

development during normal, dry and multiple dry

years?

See Response 10b above. The LVMWD provides water (and wastewater) services to the Project site and
surrounding communities. The LVMWD relies on four water supply sources: imported potable water;
recycled water from the TWRF; groundwater from the Thousand Oaks Area Basin; and surface runoff into
the Las Virgenes Reservoir. The 2020 LVMWD Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) demonstrates how
LVMWD will carry out its long-term resource planning responsibilities to ensure adequate water supplies to
meet existing and future demands for water. UWMP water demand forecasts are based on adopted general
plans. The Project is consistent with the site’s existing land use designation; thus, its demands are accounted
for in the UWMP’s long-term planning. Further, the Project would generate only nominal population growth
(three persons, see Response 14a), thus, nominal associated water demand. According to the UWMP, water
supplies are expected to exceed water demand for the next 25 years during normal, dry, and multiple dry years.
Therefore, sufficient water supplies would be available to serve the proposed Project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. A less than significant impact
would occur, and no mitigation is required.

19¢c) Result in a determination by the wastewater [] [] X []
treatment provider which serves or may setrve the

project that it has adequate capacity to serve the

project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s

existing commitments?

The Project site is within the jurisdictional boundaries of the LVMWD Sewer Service Area.” The Project’s
wastewater would be treated at the Tapia Water Reclamation Facility (TWRF). TWRF provides primary,
secondary, and tertiary treatment for LVMWD wastewater and any supplemental water including
groundwater. TWRF, owned by the Joint Powers Authority (JPA) of LVMWD, treats up to 10 millions of
gallons per day (mgd) of wastewater for the recycled water distribution system. The current design treatment
capacity of TWRF is 16 mgd (17,922 AFY). In 2020, wastewater flows to the TWREF totaled approximately
7.8 mgd (8,742 AFY) with 4.3 mgd (4,779 AFY) from customers in LVMWD service area. Approximately
0.27mgd (299 AFY) of groundwater was introduced into the wastewater system from LVMWD’s two
groundwater wells in 2020 to supplement recycled water during the summer months. Wastewater treatment
requirements are based on adopted general plans. The Project is consistent with the site’s existing land use
designation; thus, its wastewater treatment requirements are accounted for in the TWREF treatment capacity.
Therefore, the TWRF would have adequate capacity to serve the Project’s projected demand. A less than
significant impact would occur in this regard, and no mitigation is required.
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19d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local [ | [] X []
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local

infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of

solid waste reduction goals?

19e) Comply with federal, state, and local management [] [] X []
and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?

The Solid Waste Management Committee/Integrated Waste Management Task Force (Task Force),
developed by the LACPWD, provides solid waste and recycling services for the County’s residential,
commercial, and industrial customers. Project implementation would increase solid waste disposal demands
over existing conditions, as the Project site is vacant and the Project proposes a self-storage facility with
office/managert’s residence. It is anticipated the Project would be served by the Calabasas Landfill, the
disposal facility nearest the Project site, which is approximately 3.5 miles to the west, at 5300 Lost Hills Road,
Agoura, CA 91301. Calabasas Landfill’s maximum permitted throughput is 3,500 tons per day (IPD). The
facility’s remaining capacity is approximately 14.5 million CY and maximum capacity is approximately 69.3
million CY, respectively.” Thus, the Project would be served by a landfill with sufficient remaining permitted
capacity to accommodate the Project’s solid waste disposal needs. Operational activities would be subject to
compliance with all applicable federal, State, and local statutes and regulations for solid waste, including those
identified under CALGreen and AB 939. The Project would result in less than significant impacts concerning
solid waste, and no mitigation is required.

7> California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CALRecycle). (2022). Solid Waste Information System (SWI1S) Calabasas
Landfill (19-4A4-0056). Retrieved from: https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/SolidWaste/SiteActivity/Details /35792sitelD=1041.
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20. WILDFIRE

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would
the project:
20a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency [ | [] X []

response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CalFire) Fire Hazard Severity Zone Map for the
County of Los Angeles indicates the Project site is not within a State Responsibility Area.” The Project site is
in a VHFHSZ local responsibility area. However, Project design and site access would adhere to the County
of Los Angeles Municipal Code Chapter 503.4 which establishes that fire apparatus access roads would not
be impeded in any manner.” Further, Project construction would not require the complete closure of any
public or private streets or roadways during construction. Temporary construction activities would not impede
use of the road for emergencies or access for emergency response vehicles. Therefore, the Project would not
result in inadequate emergency, and there would be less than significant impacts. See also Response 9f.

20b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, [] [] X []
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project

occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or

the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

The Project is within an area classified as a VHFHSZ. Although the Project site is relatively flat, it abuts a
slope to the north that could exacerbate wildfire risks. However, the Project design would include retaining
walls and a rock barrier, which would reduce wildfire risk associated with the slope and serve as a buffer to
slow the spread of a wildfire. The proposed Project would also be subject to fire prevention measures outlined
in the County of Los Angeles Municipal Code Chapter 105.7.26.2. which requires that officials review plans
and projects to ensure that fire codes are complied with.” Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
See also Response 9.g.1.

76 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. California Fire Hazard Severity Zone Viewer. https:/ /egis.fire.ca.gov/FHSZ /.

Accessed 6/22/22.

7 County of Los Angeles. Code of Ordinances.
library.municode.com/ca/los angeles county i i

Accessed 6/27/22.
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20c) Require the installation or maintenance of [ | [] [] X
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?

The Project site is not located in a State responsibility area but is within an area classified as a VHFHSZ. The
Project site is in an urbanized area of the County and would connect to the existing infrastructure that
currently serves the Project area. The Project would not require the construction or installation of new
infrastructure beyond new points of connection to existing infrastructure along Old Scandia Lane. Project
implementation would not result in the new construction, installation, or maintenance of new infrastructure,
such that the Project would exacerbate fire risk or result in temporary or ongoing environmental impacts. A
less than significant impact would occur in this regard, and no mitigation is required.

20d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, [] [] X []
including downslope or downstream flooding or

landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope

instability, or drainage changes?

The Project site is located within an area classified as a VHFHSZ with an abutting slope to the north.
According to the California Geologic Survey, the Project site is located approximately 500 feet from a landslide
zone.” As part of the Project design, the Project would construct a north facing retaining wall adjacent to the
hillside that would reduce the risk of landslides in the event of post-fire instability. A rockfall barrier would
also be placed along the hillside to prevent debris and rocks from damaging the proposed structures.
Additionally, a concrete V-gutter proposed around the northern and western Project boundaries would
capture runoff from the hillside. Therefore, given the proposed Project design features, which would minimize
downstream flooding, landslides, and post-fire slope instability risks, the Project would not expose people or
structures to significant risks as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. Impacts
would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

20e) Expose people or structures, either directly or [ | ] X ]
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death

involving wildland fires?

See Responses 91, and 20a through 20d above.

7 California Geological Sutvey. Geologic Hazards Data and Maps Data Viewer. bttps:/ / maps.conservation.ca.gov/ geologichazards/ . Accessed
6/21/22.
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21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less  Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant  No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
21a) Does the project have the potential to substantially [] [] X []

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

As discussed throughout this Initial Study, the Project does not have the potential to degrade the
environment’s quality or result in significant environmental impacts that cannot be reduced to less than
significant following compliance with the established regulatory framework (i.e., local, State, and federal
regulations), and the recommended mitigation measures.

As concluded in Section 4.0: Biological Resources, with mitigation incorporated, the Project would not
substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant
or animal community, or substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal.

As concluded in Section 5.0: Cultural Resources, the Project would not eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history. As also concluded in Section 5, following compliance with MM TCR-
1 and TCR-2, potential impacts to archaeological resources would be reduced to less than significant.

As concluded in Section 18.0: Tribal Cultural Resources, the Project could cause an adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource, unless mitigated. Following compliance with MM TCR-1 and TCR-
2, potential impacts to tribal cultural resources would be reduced to less than significant.

21b) Does the project have impacts that are individually [ | [] 4 []
limited, but cumulatively considerable? (''Cumulatively

considerable' means that the incremental effects of a

project are considerable when viewed in connection

with the effects of past projects, the effects of other

current projects, and the effects of probable future

projects)?

The proposed Project would result in significant impacts unless mitigated for the following environmental
resource areas: biological resources, cultural resources, and tribal cultural resources. The impacts associated
with these resource areas are localized, thus, would not result in cumulative impacts. A Mitigation Program
has been prepared for each of these environmental issue areas to reduce impacts to less than significant. The
County would also impose COAs on the Project. Other development projects within the County would also
be subject to these requirements, as applicable.
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For all other resource areas, it was determined the Project would either have no impact or a less than
significant impact following compliance with the established regulatory framework, without the need for
mitigation. Cumulatively, the proposed Project would not result in any significant impacts that would
substantially combine with impacts of other current or probable future impacts; see also Responses 3d and
8b. Therefore, the proposed Project, when combined with other projects, would not result in any cumulatively
considerable impacts, and no mitigation is required.

21c) Does the project have environmental effects which [] [] X []
will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

As discussed in the respective sections, the proposed Project would have no potentially significant impacts.
The Project would not cause substantial adverse effects on human beings directly or indirectly. Therefore,
impacts concerning adverse effects on human beings would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
required.
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City of Calabasas Calabasas Self-Storage Project

Air Quality Assessment

1 INTRODUCTION

This report documents the results of an Air Quality Assessment completed for the Calabasas Self-Storage
Project (“Project”). The purpose of this Air Quality Assessment is to evaluate the potential construction
and operational emissions associated with the Project and determine the Project’s level of impact on the
environment.

1.1 Project Location and Setting

The Project site is located in unincorporated Los Angeles County (County), near the City of Calabasas,
California (City), approximately 665 feet northwest of U.S. Highway 101 (U.S. 101); refer to Exhibit 1:
Regional Vicinity. The Project site is located north of Old Scandia Lane, at 5050 Old Scandia Lane. Regional
access to the Project site is provided via U.S. 101. Local access to the Project site is provided via Old Scandia
Lane.

The Project site is comprised of a single vacant parcel (Los Angeles County Assessor Parcel Number [APN]
2049-022-040) totaling approximately 3.83 acres.

The land uses surrounding the Project site are residential uses to the north, industrial uses to the south
and east, and a pet cemetery to the west; refer to Exhibit 2: Site Vicinity.

1.2 Project Characteristics

The Project proposes approximately 155,900 square feet (SF) of self-storage space (79,991 SF
aboveground and 75,901 SF underground) with 1,334 self-storage units in three buildings, a 2,000 SF
office/manager residence, and 27 parking spaces; see Exhibit 3: Conceptual Site Plan.

Project construction is expected to occur over approximately 18 months, beginning July 2023 and ending
December 2024. Project grading would require approximately 36,240 cubic yards (CY) of exported soil.

The Project site is within the Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan (Area Plan).! The Project site is
designated Rural Commercial?> and zoned M-1 (Light Manufacturing).® The M-1 zone allows for light
industry, repair, wholesale, and packaging, including the manufacture, assembly, distribution, and storage
of goods that have low nuisance impacts; therefore, the Project is a permitted use. Additionally, the
Project would involve more than 5,000 CY of earthwork, thus, requires a Conditional Use Permit (CUP),
per 2018 County MC Section 22.336.060(d).*

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. (2021). Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan, Figure 7 — Land Use

Policy (Eastern Portion) Map. Retrieved from https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/smmnap_final-plan.pdf

2 Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. (2021). Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan. Retrieved from
https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/smmnap_final-plan.pdf

3 Ibid.

The 2018 County MC is the County MC version in effect at the time Project applications were submitted to the County.
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Exhibit 1: Regional Vicinity
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Exhibit 2: Site Vicinity
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Exhibit 3: Conceptual Site Plan
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City of Calabasas Calabasas Self-Storage Project

Air Quality Assessment

2 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

2.1 Climate and Meteorology

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) divides the State into 15 air basins that share similar
meteorological and topographical features. The Project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin
(SCAB), which includes the non-desert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino counties, as
well as all of Orange County. The SCAB is on a coastal plain with connecting broad valleys and low hills,
bounded by the Pacific Ocean on the southwest and high mountains forming the remainder of the
perimeter.® Air quality in this area is determined by natural factors such as topography, meteorology, and
climate, in addition to the presence of existing air pollution sources and ambient conditions. These factors
along with applicable regulations are discussed below.

The SCAB is part of a semi-permanent high-pressure zone in the eastern Pacific. As a result, the climate is
mild and tempered by cool sea breezes. This usually mild weather pattern is occasionally interrupted by
periods of extreme heat, winter storms, and Santa Ana winds. The annual average temperature
throughout the 6,645-square-mile SCAB ranges from low 60 to high 80 degrees Fahrenheit with little
variance. With more oceanic influence, coastal areas show less variability in annual minimum and
maximum temperatures than inland areas.

Contrasting the steady pattern of temperature, rainfall is seasonally and annually highly variable. Almost
all annual rainfall occurs between the months of November and April. Summer rainfall is reduced to widely
scattered thundershowers near the coast, with slightly heavier activity in the east and over the mountains.

Although the SCAB has a semiarid climate, the air closer to the Earth’s surface is typically moist because
of the presence of a shallow marine layer. Except for occasional periods when dry, continental air is
brought into the SCAB by offshore winds, the “ocean effect” is dominant. Periods of heavy fog are
frequent and low clouds known as high fog are characteristic climatic features, especially along the coast.
Annual average humidity is 70 percent at the coast and 57 percent in the eastern portions of the SCAB.

Wind patterns across the SCAB are characterized by westerly or southwesterly on-shore winds during the
day and easterly or northeasterly breezes at night. Wind speed is typically higher during the dry summer
months than during the rainy winter. Between periods of wind, air stagnation may occur in both the
morning and evening hours. Air stagnation is one of the critical determinants of air quality conditions on
any given day. During winter and fall, surface high-pressure systems over the SCAB, combined with other
meteorological conditions, result in very strong, downslope Santa Ana winds. These winds normally
continue for a few days before predominant meteorological conditions are reestablished.

The mountain ranges to the east affect the diffusion of pollutants by inhibiting the eastward transport of
pollutants. Air quality in the SCAB generally ranges from fair to poor and is similar to air quality in most of
coastal Southern California. The entire region experiences heavy concentrations of air pollutants during
prolonged periods of stable atmospheric conditions.

In addition to the characteristic wind patterns that affect the rate and orientation of horizontal pollutant
transport, two distinct types of temperature inversions control the vertical depth through which air
pollutants are mixed. These inversions are the marine inversion and the radiation inversion. The height of
the base of the inversion at any given time is called the “mixing height.” The combination of winds and

5 South Coast Air Quality Management District. (1993). CEQA Air Quality Handbook.
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Air Quality Assessment

inversions is a critical determinant leading to highly degraded air quality for the SCAB in the summer and
generally good air quality in the winter.

2.2 Air Pollutants of Concern

The air pollutants emitted into the ambient air by stationary and mobile sources are regulated by State
and federal laws. These regulated air pollutants are known as “criteria air pollutants” and are categorized
into primary and secondary pollutants.

Primary air pollutants are emitted directly from sources. Carbon monoxide (CO), reactive organic gases
(ROG), nitrogen oxide (NOx), sulfur dioxide (S0O,), coarse particulate matter (PMyo), fine particulate matter
(PMs), and lead are primary air pollutants. Of these, CO, NOx, SO,, PM1o, and PM; s are primary criteria
pollutants. ROG and NOy are criteria pollutant precursors and form secondary criteria pollutants through
chemical and photochemical reactions in the atmosphere. For example, the criteria pollutant ozone (O3)
is formed by a chemical reaction between ROG and NOy in the presence of sunlight. Oz and nitrogen
dioxide (NO3) are the principal secondary pollutants. Sources and health effects commonly associated
with criteria pollutants are summarized in Table 1: Air Contaminants and Associated Public Health
Concerns.

Toxic Air Contaminants

Toxic air contaminants (TACs) are airborne substances that can cause short-term (acute) or long-term (i.e.,
chronic, carcinogenic or cancer causing) adverse human health effects (i.e., injury or illness). TACs include
both organic and inorganic chemical substances. They may be emitted from a variety of common sources
including gasoline stations, automobiles, dry cleaners, industrial operations, and painting operations. The
current California list of TACs includes more than 200 compounds, including particulate emissions from
diesel-fueled engines.

CARB identified diesel particulate matter (DPM) as a toxic air contaminant. DPM differs from other TACs
in that it is not a single substance but rather a complex mixture of hundreds of substances. Diesel exhaust
is a complex mixture of particles and gases produced when an engine burns diesel fuel. DPM is a concern
because it causes lung cancer; many compounds found in diesel exhaust are carcinogenic. DPM includes
the particle-phase constituents in diesel exhaust. The chemical composition and particle sizes of DPM vary
between different engine types (heavy-duty, light-duty), engine operating conditions (idle, accelerate,
decelerate), fuel formulations (high/low sulfur fuel), and the year of the engine. Some short-term (acute)
effects of diesel exhaust include eye, nose, throat, and lung irritation, and diesel exhaust can cause
coughs, headaches, light-headedness, and nausea. DPM poses the greatest health risk among the TACs.
Almost all diesel exhaust particle mass is 10 microns or less in diameter. Due to their extremely small size,
these particles can be inhaled and eventually trapped in the bronchial and alveolar regions of the lung.
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Table 1: Air Contaminants and Associated Public Health Concerns

Pollutant

Major Man-Made Sources

Human Health Effects

Particulate Matter
(PMlo and P|V|2,5)

Power plants, steel mills, chemical plants,
unpaved roads and parking lots, wood-
burning stoves and fireplaces, automobiles
and others.

Increased respiratory symptoms, such as
irritation of the airways, coughing, or difficulty
breathing; asthma; chronic bronchitis; irregular
heartbeat; nonfatal heart attacks; and
premature death in people with heart or lung
disease. Impairs visibility.

Ozone (03)

Formed by a chemical reaction between
reactive organic gases/volatile organic
compounds (ROG or VOC)! and nitrogen
oxides (NOx) in the presence of sunlight.
Motor vehicle exhaust industrial emissions,
gasoline storage and transport, solvents,
paints and landfills.

Irritates and causes inflammation of the
mucous membranes and lung airways; causes
wheezing, coughing, and pain when inhaling
deeply; decreases lung capacity; aggravates
lung and heart problems. Damages plants;
reduces crop yield.

Sulfur Dioxide (SO,)

A colorless gas formed when fuel containing
sulfur is burned and when gasoline is
extracted from oil. Examples are petroleum
refineries, cement manufacturing, metal
processing facilities, locomotives, and ships.

Respiratory irritant. Aggravates lung and heart
problems. In the presence of moisture and
oxygen, sulfur dioxide converts to sulfuric acid
which can damage marble, iron and steel.
Damages crops and natural vegetation. Impairs
visibility. Precursor to acid rain.

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

An odorless, colorless gas formed when
carbon in fuel is not burned completely; a
component of motor vehicle exhaust.

Reduces the ability of blood to deliver oxygen
to vital tissues, affecting the cardiovascular and
nervous system. Impairs vision, causes
dizziness, and can lead to unconsciousness or
death.

Nitrogen Dioxide (NO)

A reddish-brown gas formed during fuel
combustion for motor vehicles and
industrial sources. Sources include motor
vehicles, electric utilities, and other sources
that burn fuel.

Respiratory irritant; aggravates lung and heart
problems. Precursor to 0s. Contributes to
global warming and nutrient overloading which
deteriorates water quality. Causes brown
discoloration of the atmosphere.

evaporation).

Lead (Pb) Leadis a metal found naturally in the | Exposure to lead occurs mainly through
environment as well as in manufactured | inhalation of air and ingestion of lead in food,
products. The major sources of lead | water, soil, or dust. It accumulates in the blood,
emissions have historically been motor | bones, and soft tissues and can adversely affect
vehicles (such as cars and trucks) and | the kidneys, liver, nervous system, and other
industrial sources. Due to the phase out of | organs. Excessive exposure to lead may cause
leaded gasoline, metals processing is the | neurological impairments such as seizures,
major source of lead emissions to the air | mental retardation, and behavioral disorders.
today. The highest levels of lead in air are | Even at low doses, lead exposure is associated
generally found near lead smelters. Other | with damage to the nervous systems of fetuses
stationary sources are waste incinerators, | and young children, resulting in learning
utilities, and lead-acid battery | deficits and lowered IQ.
manufacturers.

Notes:

1. Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs or Reactive Organic Gases [ROG]) are hydrocarbons/organic gases that are formed solely of hydrogen
and carbon. There are several subsets of organic gases including ROGs and VOCs. Both ROGs and VOCs are emitted from the incomplete
combustion of hydrocarbons or other carbon-based fuels. The major sources of hydrocarbons are combustion engine exhaust, oil
refineries, and oil-fueled power plants; other common sources are petroleum fuels, solvents, dry cleaning solutions, and paint (via

Source: California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA). Health Effects. Retrieved from http://www.capcoa.org/health-effects/.
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Ambient Air Quality

CARB monitors ambient air quality at approximately 250 air monitoring stations across the State. These
stations usually measure pollutant concentrations ten feet above ground level; therefore, air quality is
often referred to in terms of ground-level concentrations. Existing ambient air quality levels, historical
trends, and projections near the Project site are documented by measurements made by the South Coast
Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD), the air pollution regulatory agency in the SCAB that
maintains air quality monitoring stations which process ambient air quality measurements.

Pollutants of concern in the SCAB are Os, PM1o, and PMs. The air monitoring station nearest the Project
site that monitors ambient concentrations of these pollutants is the Reseda Monitoring Station (located
approximately 7.4 miles northeast of the Project site). Table 2: Ambient Air Quality Data provides local
air quality data for this Station from 2018 to 2020 and lists the monitored maximum concentrations and
number of exceedances of California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) or National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) for each year.

Table 2: Ambient Air Quality Data
Criteria Pollutant 2018 2019 2020
Ozone (03)?

1-hour Maximum Concentration (ppm) 0.120 0.122 0.142

8-hour Maximum Concentration (ppm) 0.101 0.094 0.115
Number of Days Standard Exceeded

CAAQS 1-hour (>0.09 ppm) 14 14 33

NAAQS 8-hour (>0.070 ppm) 49 34 62
Carbon Monoxide (CO)?

1-hour Maximum Concentration (ppm) 2.432 2.560 2.036
Number of Days Standard Exceeded

NAAQS 1-hour (>35 ppm) 0 0 0

CAAQS 1-hour (>20 ppm) 0 0 0
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO;)?

1-hour Maximum Concentration (ppm) 0.057 0.064 0.050
Number of Days Standard Exceeded

NAAQS 1-hour (>.100 ppm) 0 0 0

CAAQS 1-hour (>0.18 ppm) 0 0 0
Particulate Matter Less Than 10 Microns (PMy) !

National 24-hour Maximum Concentration 45.3 62.1 55.6

State 24-hour Maximum Concentration 45.1 61.8 55.5
Number of Days Standard Exceeded

NAAQS 24-hour (>150 pg/m3) 0 0 2

CAAQS 24-hour (>50 pg/m3) 0 0 2
Particulate Matter Less Than 2.5 Microns (PM;5)!

National 24-hour Maximum Concentration 38.9 30.0 73.8

State 24-hour Maximum Concentration 63.7 120.9 80.1
Number of Days Standard Exceeded

NAAQS 24-hour (>35 pg/m?3) | 1 0 | 3
NAAQS = National Ambient Air Quality Standards; CAAQS = California Ambient Air Quality Standards; ppm = parts per million; pg/m?3 =
micrograms per cubic meter; — = not measured; * = insufficient (or no) data available.
Notes:
1. Measurements taken at the Reseda Monitoring Station at 18330 Gault Street, Reseda, California 91335 (CARB# 70074)
2. Measurements taken at the Los Angeles-Westchester Parkway Monitoring Station at 7201 W. Westchester Parkway, Los Angeles,

California 90045 (CARB# 70111)

Source: All pollutant measurements are from the CARB Aerometric Data Analysis and Management system database
(https://www.arb.ca.gov/adam) except for CO, which were retrieved from the CARB Air Quality and Meteorological Information System
(https://www.arb.ca.gov/agmis2/display.php?report=SITE31D&site=2266&year=2021&mon=08&day=10& hours=all&statistic=HVAL&ptype
=aqd&param=CO).
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23 Sensitive Receptors

Sensitive populations are more susceptible to the effects of decreased air quality than is the general
population. Land uses considered sensitive receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds, childcare
centers, long-term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and retirement
homes. Table 3: Sensitive Receptors lists the sensitive receptors nearest the Project site. As indicated in
Table 3, the sensitive receptors nearest the Project site are the single-family residential uses located
approximately 485 feet to the north.

Table 3: Sensitive Receptors

Receptor Description Distance and Direction from Project Site!
Single-Family Residences 485 feet to the north
Single-Family Residences 570 feet to the northwest
Single-Family Residences 650 feet to the northeast

Notes:
1. Distances have been measured from Project construction site boundaries to nearby property lines.
Source: Google Earth, 2022.
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3 REGULATORY SETTING

3.1 Federal
Federal Clean Air Act

Air quality is federally protected by the Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA) and its amendments. Under the FCAA,
the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) developed the primary and secondary NAAQS
for the criteria air pollutants including O3, NO;, CO, SO,, PM1o, PM3s5, and lead. Proposed projects in or
near nonattainment areas could be subject to more stringent air-permitting requirements. The FCAA
requires each state to prepare a State Implementation Plan to demonstrate how it will attain the NAAQS
within the federally imposed deadlines.

The EPA can withhold certain transportation funds from states that fail to comply with the planning
requirements of the FCAA. If a state fails to correct these planning deficiencies within two years of Federal
notification, the EPA is required to develop a Federal implementation plan for the identified
nonattainment area or areas. The provisions of 40 Code of Federal Regulations Parts 51 and 93 apply in
all nonattainment and maintenance areas for transportation-related criteria pollutants for which the area
is designated nonattainment or has a maintenance plan. The EPA has designated enforcement of air
pollution control regulations to the individual states. Applicable NAAQS are summarized in Table 4: State
and Federal Ambient Air Quality Standards.

3.2 State of California
California Air Resources Board

CARB administers the air quality policy in California. The CAAQS were established in 1969 pursuant to the
Mulford-Carrell Act. These standards, included with the NAAQS in Table 4, are generally more stringent
and apply to more pollutants than the NAAQS. In addition to the criteria pollutants, CAAQS have been
established for visibility reducing particulates, hydrogen sulfide, and sulfates.

The California Clean Air Act (CCAA), which was approved in 1988, requires that each local air district
prepare and maintain an Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) to achieve compliance with CAAQS. These
AQMPs also serve as the basis for the preparation of the State Implementation Plan for meeting NAAQS
for the State of California. Like the EPA, CARB also designates areas within California as either attainment
or nonattainment for each criteria pollutant based on whether the CAAQS have been achieved. Under the
CCAA, areas are designated as nonattainment for a pollutant if air quality data shows that a State standard
for the pollutant was violated at least once during the previous three calendar years. Exceedances that
are affected by highly irregular or infrequent events such as wildfires, volcanoes, etc. are not considered
violations of a State standard, and are not used as a basis for designating areas as nonattainment. The
applicable CAAQS are summarized in Table 4.
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Table 4: State and Federal Ambient Air Quality Standards

Pollutant Averaging Time State Standards?* Federal Standards?
8 Hour 0.070 ppm (137 ug/m3) 0.070 ppm
Ozone (03) 257
1 Hour 0.09 ppm (180 pg/m3) NA
. 8 Hour 9.0 ppm (10 mg/m3) 9 ppm (10 mg/m3)
Carbon M de (CO
arbon Monoxide (CO) 1 Hour 20 ppm (23 mg/m3) 35 ppm (40 mg/m?3)
. . 1 Hour 0.18 ppm (339 pg/m3) 0.10 ppm1?
Nit Dioxide (NO
itrogen Dioxide (NO) Annual Arithmetic Mean 0.030 ppm (57 pg/m3) 0.053 ppm (100 pg/m3)
24 Hour 0.04 ppm (105 pg/m3) 0.14 ppm (365 pg/m3)
Sulfur Dioxide (SO,) 8 1 Hour 0.25 ppm (655 pg/m3) 0.075 ppm (196 pg/m3)
Annual Arithmetic Mean NA 0.03 ppm (80 pug/m3)
. 24-Hour 50 pg/m3 150 pg/m3
Particulate Matter (PMyo) & 3.6
articulate Matter (PMo) Annual Arithmetic Mean 20 pg/m3 NA
) . 24-Hour NA 35 pg/m?
Fine Particulate Matter (PMys) 3469
ine Particulate Matter (PMas) Annual Arithmetic Mean 12 pg/m3 12 pug/m3
Sulfates (S04.2) 24 Hour 25 ug/m3 NA
30-Day Average 1.5 ug/m3 NA
Lead (Pb) 1011 Calendar Quarter NA 1.5 pg/m3
Rolling 3-Month Average NA 0.15 pg/m3
Hydrogen Sulfide (H.S) 1 Hour 0.03 ppm (0.42 pg/m3) NA
Vinyl Chloride (C;H5Cl) 10 24 Hour 0.01 ppm (26 pg/m3) NA

Notes:

ppm = parts per million; ug/m?3= micrograms per cubic meter; mg/m3= milligrams per cubic meter; — = no information available.

1. California standards for Os, carbon monoxide (except Lake Tahoe), sulfur dioxide (1-hour and 24-hour), nitrogen dioxide, suspended
particulate matter - PM1o, and visibility reducing particles are values that are not to be exceeded. The standards for sulfates, Lake Tahoe
carbon monoxide, lead, hydrogen sulfide, and vinyl chloride are not to be equaled or exceeded. If the standard is for a 1-hour, 8-hour or
24-hour average (i.e. all standards except for lead and the PMio annual standard), then some measurements may be excluded.
Measurements are excluded that CARB determines would occur less than once per year on the average. The Lake Tahoe carbon monoxide
standard is 6.0 ppm, a level one-half the national standard and two-thirds the State standard.

2. National standards shown are the "primary standards" designed to protect public health. National standards other than for Os, particulates
and those based on annual averages are not to be exceeded more than once a year. The 1-hour Os standard is attained if, during the most
recent three-year period, the average number of days per year with maximum hourly concentrations above the standard is equal to or
less than one. The 8-hour O3 standard is attained when the 3-year average of the 4t highest daily concentrations is 0.070 ppm or less. The
24-hour PMyo standard is attained when the 3-year average of the 99t percentile of monitored concentrations is less than 150 pug/ms. The
24-hour PM; s standard is attained when the 3-year average of 98 percentiles is less than 35 pug/m?.

3. Except for the national particulate standards, annual standards are met if the annual average falls below the standard at every site. The
national annual particulate standard for PMo is met if the 3-year average falls below the standard at every site. The annual PMs standard
is met if the 3-year average of annual averages spatially-averaged across officially designed clusters of sites falls below the standard.
NAAQS are set by the EPA at levels determined to be protective of public health with an adequate margin of safety.

4. On October 1, 2015, the national 8-hour Os primary and secondary standards were lowered from 0.075 to 0.070 ppm. An area will meet

the standard if the fourth-highest maximum daily 8-hour Os concentration per year, averaged over three years, is equal to or less than

0.070 ppm. EPA will make recommendations on attainment designations by October 1, 2016, and issue final designations October 1, 2017.

Nonattainment areas will have until 2020 to late 2037 to meet the health standard, with attainment dates varying based on the Os level

in the area.

The national 1-hour O3 standard was revoked by the EPA on June 15, 2005.

In June 2002, CARB established new annual standards for PM2.5 and PM10.

The 8-hour California O3 standard was approved by the CARB on April 28, 2005 and became effective on May 17, 2006.

On June 2, 2010, the EPA established a new 1-hour SO2 standard, effective August 23, 2010, which is based on the 3-year average of the

annual 99th percentile of 1-hour daily maximum concentrations. The existing 0.030 ppm annual and 0.14 ppm 24-hour SO2 NAAQS

however must continue to be used until one year following EPA initial designations of the new 1-hour SO2 NAAQS.

9. In December 2012, EPA strengthened the annual PM2.5 NAAQS from 15.0 to 12.0 pug/m3. In December 2014, the EPA issued final area
designations for the 2012 primary annual PM2.5 NAAQS. Areas designated “unclassifiable/attainment” must continue to take steps to
prevent their air quality from deteriorating to unhealthy levels. The effective date of this standard is April 15, 2015.

10. CARB has identified lead and vinyl chloride as ‘toxic air contaminants’ with no threshold level of exposure below which there are no
adverse health effects determined.

11. National lead standard, rolling 3-month average: final rule signed October 15, 2008. Final designations effective December 31, 2011.

Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District. (2016). Air Quality Management Plan; California Air Resources Board. (2016). Ambient

Air Quality Standards.

© N o w;
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3.3 Regional
South Coast Air Quality Management District

The South Coast AQMD is the air pollution control agency for Orange County and the urban portions of
Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino Counties. The agency’s primary responsibility is ensuring that
CAAQS and NAAQS are attained and maintained in the SCAB. The South Coast AQMD is also responsible
for adopting and enforcing rules and regulations concerning air pollutant sources, issuing permits for
stationary sources of air pollutants, inspecting stationary sources of air pollutants, responding to citizen
complaints, monitoring ambient air quality and meteorological conditions, awarding grants to reduce
motor vehicle emissions, conducting public education campaigns, and many other activities. All projects
are subject to South Coast AQMD rules and regulations in effect at the time of construction.

The South Coast AQMD is also the lead agency in charge of developing the AQMP, with input from the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) and CARB. The AQMP is a comprehensive plan
that includes control strategies for stationary and area sources, as well as for on-road and off-road mobile
sources. SCAG has the primary responsibility for providing future growth projections and the development
and implementation of transportation control measures. CARB, in coordination with federal agencies,
provides the control element for mobile sources.

The 2016 AQMP was adopted by the South Coast AQMD Governing Board on March 3, 2017. The purpose
of the AQMP is to set forth a comprehensive and integrated program that would lead the SCAB into
compliance with the federal 24-hour PM;s air quality standard, and to provide an update to the South
Coast AQMD’s commitments towards meeting the NAAQS for 8-hour Os. The AQMP incorporates the
latest scientific and technological information and planning assumptions, including the Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) and updated emission inventory
methodologies for various source categories. As part of its air quality planning, SCAG has prepared the
Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide and the Connect SoCal —The 2020-2045 RTP/SCS. The 2020-2045
RTP/SCS was determined to conform to the federally mandated state implementation plan (SIP) for the
attainment and maintenance of the NAAQS. The 2020-2045 RTP/SCS will be incorporated into the
forthcoming 2022 AQMP. Both the Regional Comprehensive Plan and AQMP are based, in part, on
projections originating with county and city general plans.

The South Coast AQMD has published the CEQA Air Quality Handbook (approved by the South Coast
AQMD Governing Board in 1993 and augmented with guidance for Local Significance Thresholds [LST] in
2008). The South Coast AQMD guidance helps local government agencies and consultants to develop
environmental documents required by California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and provides
identification of suggested significance thresholds for criteria pollutants for both construction and
operation (see discussion of thresholds below). With the help of the CEQA Air Quality Handbook and
associated guidance, local land use planners and consultants are able to analyze and document how
proposed and existing projects affect air quality in order to meet the requirements of the CEQA review
process. The South Coast AQMD periodically provides supplemental guidance and updates to the
handbook on their website.

The SCAG is the regional planning agency for Los Angeles, Orange, Ventura, Riverside, San Bernardino,
and Imperial Counties and serves as a forum for regional issues relating to transportation, the economy,
community development, and the environment. Under federal law, SCAG is designated as a Metropolitan
Planning Organization and under State law as a Regional Transportation Planning Agency and a Council of
Governments.
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The State and federal attainment status designations for the SCAB are summarized in Table 5: South Coast
Air Basin Attainment Status. The SCAB is currently designated as a nonattainment area for CAAQS for O3,
PMio, and PM3s, as well as the NAAQS for 8-hour Oz and PM;s. The SCAB is designated as attainment or
unclassified for the remaining CAAQS and FAAQS.

Table 5: South Coast Air Basin Attainment Status

Pollutant State Federal
Ozone (03) . .
(1 Hour Standard) Non-Attainment Non-Attainment (Extreme)
Ozone (03) . .
Non-Attainment Non-Attainment (Extreme)

(8 Hour Standard)
Particulate Matter (PMys)
(24 Hour Standard)
Particulate Matter (PMys)
(Annual Standard)
Particulate Matter (PM1o)
(24 Hour Standard)
Particulate Matter (PM1o)
(Annual Standard)
Carbon Monoxide (CO)

- Non-Attainment (Serious)

Non-Attainment Non-Attainment (Moderate)

Non-Attainment Attainment (Maintenance)

Non-Attainment -

(1 Hour Standard) Attainment Attainment (Maintenance)
Carbon Monoxide (CO) . . .
(8 Hour Standard) Attainment Attainment (Maintenance)
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO;) . o .
(1 Hour Standard) Attainment Unclassifiable/Attainment
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO;) . . .
(Annual Standard) Attainment Attainment (Maintenance)
Sulfur Dioxide (SO,) . . .
(1 Hour Standard) Attainment Unclassifiable/Attainment
Sulfur Dioxide (SO,) Attainment _
(24 Hour Standard)
Lead (Pb) . .
(30 Day Standard) Unclassifiable/Attainment
Lead (Pb) .
(3 Month Standard) Attainment
Sulfates (S04.2) .
(24 Hour Standard) Attainment
Hydrogen Sulfide (H,S) Unclassified _

(1 Hour Standard)

Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District. (2016). Air Quality Management Plan; United States Environmental Protection Agency.
(2018). Nonattainment Areas for Criteria Pollutants (Green Book).

The following is a list of South Coast AQMD rules that are required for Project construction activities:

e Rule 402 (Nuisance) — This rule prohibits the discharge from any source whatsoever such
quantities of air contaminants or other material which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or
annoyance to any considerable number of persons or to the public, or which endanger the
comfort, repose, health, or safety of any such persons or the public, or which cause, or have a
natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to business or property. This rule does not apply to
odors emanating from agricultural operations necessary for the growing of crops or the raising of
fowl or animals.

o Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust) — This rule requires fugitive dust sources to implement best available
control measures for all sources, and all forms of visible particulate matter are prohibited from
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crossing any property line. This rule is intended to reduce PM;o emissions from any transportation,
handling, construction, or storage activity that has the potential to generate fugitive dust. PM1g
suppression techniques are summarized below.

a)

b)

c)

d)

Portions of a construction site to remain inactive longer than a period of three months will
be seeded and watered until grass cover is grown or otherwise stabilized.

All on-site roads will be paved as soon as feasible or watered periodically or chemically
stabilized.

All material transported off-site will be either sufficiently watered or securely covered to
prevent excessive amounts of dust.

The area disturbed by clearing, grading, earthmoving, or excavation operations will be
minimized at all times.

Where vehicles leave a construction site and enter adjacent public streets, the streets will
be swept daily or washed down at the end of the workday to remove soil tracked onto the
paved surface.

e Rule 1113 (Architectural Coatings) — This rule requires manufacturers, distributors, and end users
of architectural and industrial maintenance coatings to reduce ROG emissions from the use of
these coatings, primarily by placing limits on the ROG content of various coating categories.

34 Local

County of Los Angeles General Plan

The County’s General Plan Air Quality Element identifies goals and policies to improve the County’s air
quality- the following apply to the Project:

Goal AQ1:

Policy AQ 1.1:

Policy AQ 1.2:

Policy AQ 1.3:

Goal AQ3:

Policy AQ 3.5:

Protection from exposure to harmful air pollutants.

Minimize health risks to people from industrial toxic or hazardous air pollutant emissions,
with an emphasis on local hot spots, such as existing point sources affecting immediate
sensitive receptors.

Encourage the use of low or no volatile organic compound (VOC) emitting materials.

Reduce particulate inorganic and biological emissions from construction, grading,
excavation, and demolition to the maximum extent feasible.

Implementation of plans and programs to address the impacts of climate change.

Policy AQ 3.5: Encourage energy conservation in new development and municipal
operations.
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4 SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA AND METHODOLOGY

4.1 Air Quality Thresholds

Based upon the criteria derived from State CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, a project normally would have a
significant effect on the environment if it would:

e Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan.

e Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the Project
region is in nonattainment under an applicable state or federal ambient air quality standard.

e Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

e Resultin other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number
of people.

South Coast AQMD Thresholds

The South Coast AQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook provides significance thresholds for volatile organic
compounds (VOC) (also referred to as reactive organic gases [ROG]), nitrogen oxides (NOx), carbon
monoxide (CO), sulfur oxides (SOx), particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter (PMyo), and
particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM.s). The significance thresholds apply to a project’s
construction and operations within the South Coast AQMD jurisdictional boundaries. However, ultimately
the lead agency determines the significance thresholds for impacts. If a project proposes development in
excess of the established significance thresholds outlined in Table 6: South Coast Air Quality
Management District Significance Thresholds, a significant air quality impact could occur, and additional
analysis is warranted to fully assess the significance of impacts.

Table 6: South Coast Air Quality Management District Emissions Thresholds

Criteria Air Pollutants and Precursors = (aximumikeundsiieiDay) =

Construction Operations

Reactive Organic Gases (ROG) 75 55
Carbon Monoxide (CO) 550 550
Nitrogen Oxides (NOy) 100 55
Sulfur Oxides (SOx) 150 150
Coarse Particulates (PMyo) 150 150
Fine Particulates (PM,s) 55 55
Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District. (2019). South Coast AQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds.

Localized Carbon Monoxide

In addition to the daily thresholds listed above, the Project would also be subject to the CAAQS and
NAAQs. These are addressed though an analysis of localized CO impacts. The significance of localized
impacts depends on whether ambient CO levels near the Project site are above CAAQS and NAAQS for CO
(the more stringent CAAQS are 20 ppm for 1-hour and 9 ppm for 8-hour). The SCAB has been designated
as attainment under the 1-hour and 8-hour CAAQS and NAAQS.
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Localized Significance Thresholds

In addition to the CO hotspot analysis, the South Coast AQMD developed LSTs for NO,, CO, PMjo, and
PM, s emissions generated at new development sites (off-site mobile source emissions are not included in
the LST analysis). LSTs represent the maximum emissions that can be generated at a project without
expecting to cause or substantially contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent CAAQS or NAAQS.
LSTs are based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant within the Project source receptor area
(SRA), as demarcated by the South Coast AQMD, and the distance to the nearest sensitive receptor. LST
analysis for construction is applicable for all projects that disturb 5 acres or less on a single day. The Project
site is located within South Coast AQMD SRA 6 (West San Fernando Valley). Table 7: Local Significance
Thresholds for Construction/Operations, shows the LSTs for a 1.0-acre, 2.0-acre, and 5.0-acre project in
SRA 6 with sensitive receptors located within 25 meters of the project site. LSTs associated with all acreage
categories are provided in Table 7 for informational purposes. Table 7 shows that the LSTs increase as
acreages increase. It is noted that LSTs are screening thresholds and are therefore conservative.

Table 7: Local Significance Thresholds for Construction/Operations

(Maximum Pounds Per Day)
Project Size Nitrogen Oxide Carbon Monoxide Coarse Particulates Fine Particulates
(NO,) (co) (PMyo) (PM,5)
1 Acre 103/103 426/426 4/1 3/1
2 Acres 147/147 644/644 6/2 4/1
5 Acres 221/221 1,158/1,158 11/3 6/2

Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District. (2009). Localized Significance Threshold Methodology.

4.2 Methodology

This air quality impact analysis considers the Project’s construction and operational impacts. Where
criteria air pollutant quantification was required, emissions were modeled using the California Emissions
Estimator Model (CalEEMod), which is a Statewide land use emissions computer model designed to
quantify potential criteria pollutant emissions associated with both construction and operations from a
variety of land use projects. Air quality impacts were assessed according to methodologies recommended
by CARB and the South Coast AQMD.

Construction equipment, trucks, worker vehicles, and ground-disturbing activities associated with Project
construction would generate emissions of criteria air pollutants and precursors. Daily regional
construction emissions are estimated by assuming construction occurs at the earliest feasible date (i.e., a
conservative estimate of construction activities) and applying off-road, fugitive dust, and on-road
emissions factors in CalEEMod.

Project operations would result in emissions of area sources (consumer products), energy sources (natural
gas usage), and mobile sources (motor vehicles from Project generated vehicle trips). Project-generated
increases in operational emissions would be predominantly associated with motor vehicle use. The
Project’s increased vehicle trips over existing conditions was obtained from the Project’s Traffic Study
prepared by RK Engineering Group, Inc. (October 2021). Other operational emissions from area, energy,
and stationary sources were quantified in CalEEMod based on land use activity data.

As discussed above, the South Coast AQMD provides significance thresholds for emissions associated with
Project construction and operations. The Project’s construction and operational emissions are compared
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to the daily criteria pollutant emissions significance thresholds to determine the significance of the
Project’s impact on regional air quality.

The localized effects from the Project’s on-site emissions were evaluated in accordance with the South
Coast AQMD’s LST methodology, which uses on-site mass emissions rate look-up tables and Project-
specific modeling. LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that are not expected to cause
or contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable NAAQS or CAAQS and are developed
based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant for each source receptor area and distance to the
nearest sensitive receptor.
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5 POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION
5.1 Air Quality Analysis

Threshold 5.1 Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

Similar to a State implementation Plan described above, under State law, the CCAA requires an air quality
attainment plan to be prepared for areas designated as nonattainment regarding the CAAQS and NAAQS.
Air quality attainment plans outline emissions limits and control measures to achieve and maintain these
standards by the earliest practical date.

The Project site is within the SCAB, which is under the jurisdiction of the South Coast AQMD. The 2016
AQMP is a regional and multi-agency effort including the South Coast AQMD, the CARB, the SCAG, and the
EPA. The plan’s pollutant control strategies are based on the latest scientific and technical information and
planning assumptions, including SCAG’s growth projections and RTP/SCS, updated emission inventory
methodologies for various source categories, and SCAG's latest growth forecasts. SCAG’s latest growth
forecasts were defined in consultation with local governments and with reference to local general plans. The
Project is subject to the South Coast AQMD’s AQMP.

Criteria for determining consistency with the AQMP are defined by the following indicators:

e Consistency Criterion No. 1: The Project will not result in an increase in the frequency or severity
of existing air quality violations, or cause or contribute to new violations, or delay the timely
attainment of air quality standards or the interim emissions reductions specified in the AQMP.

e Consistency Criterion No. 2: The Project will not exceed the assumptions in the AQMP or
increments based on the years of the Project build-out phase.

According to the South Coast AQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook, the purpose of the consistency finding
is to determine if a project is inconsistent with the assumptions and objectives of the regional air quality
plans, and thus if it would interfere with the region’s ability to comply with CAAQS and NAAQS.

The violations to which Consistency Criterion No. 1 refers are CAAQS and NAAQS. As shown in Table 8 and
Table 9 below, Project construction and operational emissions would not exceed CAAQS or NAAQS.
Therefore, the Project would not contribute to an existing air quality violation and is consistent with the
first criterion. Here..

Concerning Consistency Criterion No. 2, the AQMP contains air pollutant reduction strategies based on
SCAG’s latest growth forecasts, and SCAG’s growth forecasts were defined in consultation with local
governments and with reference to local general plans. The Project site is designated Rural Commercial
and zoned M-1 (Light Manufacturing). The M-1 zone allows for light industry, repair, wholesale, and
packaging, including the manufacture, assembly, distribution, and storage of goods that have low
nuisance impacts; therefore, the Project is a permitted use. Additionally, the Project would involve more
than 5,000 CY of earthwork, thus, requires a CUP, per 2018 County MC Section 22.336.060(d).

Given no General Plan or Zoning amendment is proposed/required, and since the Project would not
generate any population growth, the Project would not exceed the population or job growth projections
used by the South Coast AQMD to develop the AQMP. Thus, no impact would occur, as the Project is also
consistent with the second criterion.
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Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

Level of Significance: Less than significant impact.

Threshold 5.2 Would the Project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the Project region is non-attainment under an applicable state or
federal ambient air quality standard?

Construction Air Pollutant Emissions

Project construction activities would generate short-term criteria air pollutant emissions. Construction-
generated emissions are short-term and of temporary duration, lasting only as long as construction
activities occur. Construction activities temporarily generate emissions from site grading, road paving,
motor vehicle exhaust associated with construction equipment and worker trips, and the movement of
construction equipment, especially on unpaved surfaces. Airborne particulate matter emissions are
largely dependent on the amount of ground disturbance associated with site preparation activities, as
well as weather conditions and the appropriate application of water.

As noted above, the duration of the Project’s construction activities is estimated to be approximately 18
months, beginning in April 2023, and ending December 2024. The Project’s construction-generated
emissions were calculated using CARB-approved California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version
2020.4.0, which models emissions for land use development projects, based on typical construction
requirements. See Appendix A: Air Quality Modeling Data for more information regarding the
construction assumptions used in this analysis.

Table 8: Project Construction Emissions provides the Project’s estimated maximum daily construction-
related criteria pollutant emissions and indicates these would remain below South Coast AQMD
significance thresholds. Therefore, the Project’s construction-related air pollutant emissions would be less
than significant, and no mitigation is required. Notwithstanding, the Project would be subject to
compliance with South Coast AQMD Rules 402, 403, and 1113, which prohibit nuisances, require dust
control measures, and limit VOC content in paints, respectively. Compliance with South Coast AQMD rules
have been included in CalEEMod.
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Table 8: Project Construction Emissions

(Maximum Pounds Per Day)
Reactive . Coarse Fine
Construction Year Organic Nltr?gen Carbo.n S.ulf.u r Particulate Particulate
Oxide Monoxide Dioxide

Gases (NO.) (o) (505) Matter Matter

(ROG) X (PMyo) (PM.5)
2023 2.72 27.57 19.18 0.06 9.29 5.47
2024 19.79 15.93 21.20 0.04 1.74 0.93
South Coast AQMD
Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Exceed South Coast
AQMD Threshold? No No No No No No

Notes: South Coast AQMD Rule 403 Fugitive Dust applied. The Rule 403 reduction/credits include the following: properly maintain mobile and
other construction equipment; replace ground cover in disturbed areas quickly; water exposed surfaces three times daily; cover stockpiles
with tarps; water all haul roads twice daily; and limit speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour. Reductions percentages from the South
Coast AQMD CEQA Handbook (Tables XI-A through XI-E) were applied.

Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A: Air Quality Modeling Data for Model Data Outputs.

Operational Air Pollutant Emissions

Operational emissions are typically associated with three sources: mobile sources (i.e., motor vehicle use);
area sources (i.e., landscape maintenance equipment, hearths, consumer products, and architectural
coatings); and energy sources (i.e., electricity and natural gas (non-hearth) usage). Table 9: Operational
Emissions provides the Project’s estimated operational criteria pollutant emissions and indicates these
would remain below South Coast AQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, the Project’s operational air
pollutant emissions would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

Table 9: Operational Emissions
Source Emissions (pounds per day)*

ROG NOx co SO PMjio PMa.s
Area 3.56 0.02 0.35 <1 0.04 0.04
Energy 0.02 0.17 0.14 <1 0.01 0.01
Mobile 0.82 0.96 9.04 0.02 2.18 0.59
Total 4.40 1.15 9.53 0.02 2.23 0.64
South Coast AQMD Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
zzzjet:dce?;st AQMD Threshold No No No No No No
Notes:
1. Emissions were calculated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) version 2020.4.0, as

recommended by the South Coast AQMD. Worst-case seasonal maximum daily emissions are reported.

Cumulative Construction Impacts

The SCAB is designated nonattainment for CAAQS for O3, PM1o, and PM3 s and nonattainment for NAAQS
0Os; and PMys. Appendix D of the South Coast AQMD White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to
Address Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution (2003) notes that projects that result in emissions that do
not exceed the project-specific South Coast AQMD regional thresholds of significance should result in a
less than significant impact on a cumulative basis unless there is other pertinent information to the
contrary. The mass-based regional significance thresholds published by the South Coast AQMD are
designed to ensure compliance with both NAAQS and CAAQS and are based on an inventory of projected
SCAB emissions. Therefore, if a project is estimated to result in emissions that do not exceed the
thresholds, the project’s contribution to the cumulative impact on air quality in the SCAB would not be
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cumulatively considerable. As shown in Table 8 above, Project construction-related emissions by
themselves would not exceed the South Coast AQMD significance thresholds for criteria pollutants.
Therefore, the Project would not generate a cumulatively considerable contribution to air pollutant
emissions during construction and impacts would be less than significant.

Cumulative Operational Impacts

The South Coast AQMD has not established separate significance thresholds for cumulative operational
emissions. The nature of air emissions is largely a cumulative impact. As a result, no single project is
sufficient in size to, by itself, result in nonattainment of ambient air quality standards. Instead, individual
project emissions contribute to existing cumulatively significant adverse air quality impacts. The South
Coast AQMD developed the operational thresholds of significance based on the level above which
individual project emissions would result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to the SCAB’s
existing air quality conditions. Therefore, a project that exceeds the South Coast AQMD operational
thresholds would also be a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact.

Table 9 shows that Project operational emissions would not exceed the South Coast AQMD significance
thresholds for criteria pollutants. As a result, operational emissions associated with the Project would not
represent. Therefore, the Project would not generate a cumulatively considerable contribution to air
pollutant emissions during operations and impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

Level of Significance: Less than significant impact.
Threshold 5.3 Would the Project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
Construction Localized Significance Analysis

The sensitive receptors nearest the Project site are the single-family residential uses located
approximately 485 feet to the north. To determine potential impacts to sensitive receptors, the South
Coast AQMD recommends addressing LSTs for construction. LSTs were developed in response to South
Coast AQMD Governing Boards' Environmental Justice Enhancement Initiative (I-4). The South Coast
AQMD provided the Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology (dated June 2003 [revised 2008])
for guidance. The LST methodology assists lead agencies in analyzing localized impacts associated with
project-specific level analyses.

The South Coast AQMD’s methodology indicates that “off-site mobile emissions from the Project should
not be included in the emissions compared to LSTs.” Therefore, for purposes of the construction LST
analysis, only emissions included in the CalEEMod “on-site” emissions outputs were considered. As
previously noted, the sensitive receptors nearest the Project site are single-family residential uses located
approximately 485 feet (148 meters) to the north. LSTs are provided for distances to sensitive receptors
of 25, 50, 100, 200, and 500 meters. Therefore, LSTs for receptors located at 148 meters were utilized in
this analysis.

Table 10: Localized Significance of Construction Emissions, provides the Project’s estimated construction-
related localized emissions on the peak day of construction and shows emissions concentrations at nearby
sensitive receptors would remain below South Coast AQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, the Project
would result in a less than significant impact concerning LSTs during construction and no mitigation is
required.
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Table 10: Localized Significance of Construction Emissions
. Emissions (pounds per day)!
ST G NOXx co e | :Mm . [ PMus
Construction Emissions
Site Preparation 2023 27.52 18.24 9.10 5.42
Grading 2023 17.94 14.75 3.42 2.14
Building Construction 2023 14.38 16.24 0.70 0.66
Building Construction 2024 13.44 16.17 0.61 0.58
Paving 2024 8.27 12.22 0.40 0.37
Architectural Coating 2024 1.22 1.81 0.06 0.06
Maximum Daily Emissions 27.52 18.24 9.10 5.42
e T T
Exceed South Coast AQMD Threshold? No No No No
Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A: Air Quality Modeling Data for model data outputs.

Operational Localized Significance Analysis

According to the South Coast AQMD LST methodology, operational LSTs apply to on-site sources. LSTs for
receptors located at 148 meters for SRA 6 were utilized in this analysis. The 3.5-acre LST was
conservatively used for the 3.83-acre Project site. The operational emissions shown in Table 11: Localized
Significance of Operational Emissions include all on-site Project-related stationary sources (i.e., area and
energy sources). Table 11 shows the Project’s maximum daily operational pollutant emissions at nearby
sensitive receptors would remain below South Coast AQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, the Project
would result in a less than significant impact concerning LSTs during operations and no mitigation is
required.

Table 11: Localized Significance of Operational Emissions
(Maximum Pounds Per Day)
. Coarse Fine
Activity Nltr?gen Carbo.n Particulate Particulate
Oxide Monoxide
(NOy) (CO) Matter Matter
(PMyo) (PM,5)

On-Site Emissions (Area and Energy) 0.19 0.49 0.05 0.05
South Coast AQMD Localized Screening
Threshold 208 2,552 14 5
(3.5 acres at 148 meters)
Exceed South Coast AQMD Threshold? No No No No
Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A for model data outputs.

Criteria Pollutant Health Impacts

On December 24, 2018, the California Supreme Court issued an opinion identifying the need to provide
sufficient information connecting a project’s air emissions to health impacts or explain why such
information could not be ascertained (Sierra Club v. County of Fresno [Friant Ranch, L.P.] [2018] Cal.5™,
Case No. S219783). The South Coast AQMD has set its CEQA significance thresholds based on the FCAA,
which defines a major stationary source (in extreme ozone nonattainment areas such as the SCAB) as
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emitting 10 tons per year. The thresholds correlate with the trigger levels for the federal New Source
Review (NSR) Program and South Coast AQMD Rule 1303 for new or modified sources. The NSR Program®
was created by the FCAA to ensure that stationary sources of air pollution are constructed or modified in
a manner that is consistent with attainment of health-based NAAQS. The NAAQS establish the levels of
air quality necessary, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public health. Therefore, projects
that do not exceed the South Coast AQMD’s LSTs and mass emissions thresholds would not violate any air
quality standards or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation and no criteria
pollutant health impacts.

As previously discussed, Project emissions would be less than significant and would not exceed South
Coast AQMD thresholds (refer to Table 8 and Table 9). Localized effects of on-site Project emissions on
nearby receptors were also found to be less than significant (refer to Table 10 and Table 11). The LSTs
represent the maximum emissions from a project that are not expected to cause or contribute to an
exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard. The LSTs were
developed by the South Coast AQMD based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant for each
source receptor area and distance to the nearest sensitive receptor. The ambient air quality standards
establish the levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect public health,
including protecting the health of sensitive populations such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly. As
shown above, Project-related emissions would not exceed the regional thresholds or the LSTs, and
therefore would not exceed the ambient air quality standards or cause an increase in the frequency or
severity of existing violations of air quality standards. Therefore, sensitive receptors would not be exposed
to criteria pollutant levels in excess of the health-based ambient air quality standards.

Carbon Monoxide Hotspots

An analysis of CO “hot spots” is needed to determine whether a project’s change in the level of service
(LOS) at an intersection could result in exceedances of the NAAQS or CAAQS. It has long been recognized
that CO exceedances are caused by vehicular emissions, primarily when vehicles are idling at intersections.
Vehicle emissions standards have become increasingly stringent in the last 20 years. Currently, the CO
vehicle emissions standard in California is a maximum of 3.4 grams per mile for passenger cars
(requirements for certain vehicles are more stringent). With the turnover of older vehicles, introduction
of cleaner fuels, and implementation of control technology on industrial facilities, CO concentrations have
steadily declined.

Accordingly, with the steadily decreasing CO emissions from vehicles, even very busy intersections do not
result in exceedances of the CAAQS or NAAQS for CO. An analysis prepared for CO attainment in the SCAB
by the South Coast AQMD can assist in evaluating the potential for CO exceedances. CO attainment was
thoroughly analyzed as part of the South Coast AQMD’s 2003 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). The
SCAB was re-designated as attainment in 2007 and is no longer addressed in the South Coast AQMD’s
AQMP.

The 2003 AQMP is the most recent version that addresses CO concentrations. As part of the South Coast
AQMD CO Hotspot Analysis, the Wilshire Boulevard/Veteran Avenue intersection, one of Southern
California’s most congested intersections with an average daily traffic (ADT) volume of approximately
100,000 vehicles, was modeled for CO concentrations. This modeling effort identified a CO concentration
high of 4.6 parts per million (ppm), which is well below the 35 ppm NAAQS and the CAAQS 1-hour standard

6 Code of Federal Regulation (CFR) [i.e., PSD (40 CFR 52.21, 40 CFR 51.166, 40 CFR 51.165 (b)), Non-attainment NSR (40 CFR
52.24, 40 CFR 51.165, 40 CFR part 51, Appendix S)
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of 20 ppm and 8-hour standard of 9 ppm. The Project is anticipated to generate 240 daily vehicle trips,’
thus, would not produce the volume of traffic required to generate a CO hot spot in the context of South
Coast AQMD’s CO Hotspot Analysis. As the CO hotspots were not experienced at the Wilshire
Boulevard/Veteran Avenue intersection even as it accommodates 100,000 vehicles daily, it can be
reasonably inferred that CO hotspots would not be experienced at any intersections near the Project site,
as the Project would generate only 240 daily vehicle trips. Therefore, the Project would result in a less
than significant impact concerning a CO hot spot and no mitigation is required.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
Level of Significance: Less than significant impact.

Threshold 5.4 Would the Project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely
affecting a substantial number of people?

During construction-related activities, some odors (not substantial pollutant concentrations) that may be
detected are those typical of construction vehicles (e.g., diesel exhaust from grading and construction
equipment). These odors are a temporary short-term impact that is typical of construction projects and
would disperse rapidly. Given the nature and duration of construction-related odors, the Project would
result in a less than significant impact concerning the creation of objectionable odors during construction.
No mitigation is required.

The South Coast AQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook identifies certain land uses as sources of odors. These
land uses include agriculture (farming and livestock), wastewater treatment plants, food processing
plants, chemical plants, composting facilities, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. The
Project proposes a self-storage development and would not include any of the land uses that have been
identified by the South Coast AQMD as odor sources. Therefore, no impact concerning the creation of
objectionable odors during operations would occur and no mitigation is required.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

Level of Significance: No impact.

7 RKEngineering Group, Inc. (October 2021). Trojan Calabasas Self-Storage Project Traffic Study.
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2020.4.0

Page 1 of 1

Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Date: 8/3/2022 1:50 PM

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Trojan Calabasas

Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses I Size Metric I Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area I Population
General Ofﬁce Building H 1.00 1000sqft 0.02 1,000.00 H 0
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 155.90 1000sqft 3.58 155,900.00 0
Parking Lot 27.00 Space 0.17 7,315.20 0
Apartments Low Rise 1.00 Dwelling Unit 0.06 1,000.00 3
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 22 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33
Climate Zone 8 Operational Year 2024
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 390.98 CH4 Intensity N20 Intensity 0.004
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

Project Characteristics -
Land Use - Per site plan
Construction Phase - Per Construction Questionnaire

Grading - Per Construction Questionnaire

Vehicle Trips - Trip Rates per Table 3-2, Trojan Calabasas Self-Storage Project Trip Generation, of the Traffic Study from the previous ISMND

Woodstoves - No wood burning fireplaces per SCAQMD rules
Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - SCAQMD rule compliance
Water Mitigation -

Waste Mitigation - per AB 939

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tblConstDu stMmgation CleanPavedRoadPercentReduction 0 6
tblConstDustMitigation WaterUnpavedRoadMoistureContent 0 12
tblConstDustMitigation WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed 0 15
tblConstructionPhase NumbDays 18.00 82.00
tblConstructionPhase NumbDays 230.00 290.00
tblConstructionPhase NumbDays 8.00 80.00
tblConstructionPhase NumbDays 18.00 14.00
tblConstructionPhase NumbDays 5.00 30.00

tblFireplaces NumberGas : 0.85 0.90

tbiFireplaces NumberWood 0.05 0.00

tblGrading AcresOfGrading 80.00 8.00
tblGrading AcresOfGrading 45.00 7.50
tblGrading MaterialExported 0.00 36,240.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet f 10,800.00 7,315.20
tblLandUse LotAcreage 0.24 0.17
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 8.14 0.00
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 221 0.00
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 1.74 1.54
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 6.28 0.00
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 0.70 0.00
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 1.74 1.54
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 7.32 0.00
thiVehicleTrips WD_TR 9.74 0.00
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 1.74 1.54
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Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

2.0 Emissions Summary

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction

—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Year Ib/day Ib/day
—— — — —— — — —
2023 27171 + 27.5644 : 19.1821 : 0.0643 18.5326 : 1.2672 : 19.7998 : 10.0127 : 1.1659 : 11.1785 : 0.0000
2024 19.7716 15.8685 21.2032 0.0430 1.1119 0.6849 1.7968 0.2988 0.6478 0.9466 0.0000 4,202.8491 4,202.8491 0.6576 0.0947 54,247.5052
H - H - H H H H — H — H H H H - H
Maximum 19.7716 27.5644 21.2032 0.0643 18.5326 1.2672 19.7998 10.0127 1.1659 11.1785 0.0000 1.1971 0.5813 |6,865.2206
Mitigated Construction
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Year Ib/day Ib/day
—— — — m— — — — — — r——
2023 27171 27.5644 19.1821 0.0643 8.0274 1.2672 9.2946 4.3084 1.1659 5.4742 0.0000 6,663.6457 : 6,663.6457 1.1971 0.5813 :6,865.2206
2024 19.7716 15.8685 21.2032 0.0430 1.0555 0.6849 1.7404 0.2850 0.6478 0.9328 0.0000 4,202.8491 : 4,202.8491 0.6576 0.0947 :4,247.5052
— — — — — —— —
Maximum 19.7716 27.5644 21.2032 0.0643 8.0274 1.2672 9.2946 4.3084 1.1659 5.4742 0.0000 6,663.6457 | 6,663.6457 1.1971 0.5813 |6,865.2206
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total | Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Eo— C02 NEO—COZ Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
— —
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 53.76 0.00 48.90 55.45 0.00 47.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — —— — —
Area 35627 : 00201 : 0.3527 : 9.0000e- i i 00417 1 0.0417 : i 0.0417 : 00417 | 59016 : 19.2476 : 251493 i 0.0282 | 3.5000e- : 25.9584
i i 004 i H H H H H H H H ioo004 i
Energy 0.0186 : 0.1685 : 0.1402 1.0100e- i 00128 : 00128 :0.0128 : 0.0128 1 202.3917 : 202.3917 : 3.8800e- : 3.7100e- : 203.5944
: : 003 i : : : : : : : : 003 i 003 }
Mobile 0.8235 : 0.8866 : 9.0373 0.0206 : 21663 : 0.0145 : 21808 : 0.5770 : 0.0135 : 0.5905 : :2,140.4810: 2,140.481 0.1307 : 0.0811 :2,167.9015

Total 4.4048 T.0751 65302 0:0226 | 21663 | 0.0690 2.2353 05770 ] 0.0680 06450 5.0016 ] 2,362.1203 | 2,368.0218]  0.1627 | 0.0851 |2,397.4543
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Mitigated Operational

— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — ——— — —
Area 3.5627 : 0.0201 : 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 : 0.0417 : 0.0417 : 0.0417 : 59016 : 19.2476 : 25.1493 : 0.0282 : 3.5000e- : 25.9584
: : 004 : : H : : : : : i 004
Energy 0.0186 : 0.1685 : 0.1402 1.0100e- 0.0128 i 0.0128 | 17700128 ¢ 0.0128 17202.3917 § 202.3917 : 3.8800e- : 3.7100e- : 203.5944
H H 003 i i : H H i H i 003 i 003 @i
Mobile 0.8235 : 0.8866 : 9.0373 0.0206 2.1663 0.0145 : 21808 : 0.5770 : 0.0135 : 0.5905 : :2,140.4810:2,140.4810; 0.1307 : 0.0811 :2,167.9015
H H - H — H e H e H — H H H — H H H e H H — H H
Total 4.4048 1.0751 9.5302 0.0226 2.1663 0.0690 2.2353 0.5770 0.0680 0.6450 5.9016 2,362.1203 | 2,368.0219 0.1627 0.0851 2,397.4543|
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total | Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total Eo— CO2 NEO—COZ Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
3.0 Construction Detail
Construction Phase
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
= : . : : — m— —
1 Site Preparation Site Preparation 4/3/2023 5/12/2023 5 30
2 Grading Grading 5/15/2023 9/1/2023 5 80
3 Building Construction Building Construction 9/4/2023 10/11/2024 5 290
4 Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 9/9/2024 12/31/2024 5 82
5 Paving Paving 11/18/2024 12/5/2024 5 14

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 7.5

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 8
Acres of Paving: 0.17

Residential Indoor: 2,025; Residential Outdoor: 675; Non-Residential Indoor: 235,350; Non-Residential Outdoor: 78,450; Striped Parking Area: 439

OffRoad Equipment

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

Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers 3 8.00 247 0.40]
Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 4 8.00 97 0.37]
Grading :Excavators 8.00: 158: 0.38}
Grading éGraders H H 8.005 1875 0.41]
Grading éRubber Tired Dozers 1 8.005 2475 0.40
Grading éTractors/Loaders/Backhoes 3 8.005 975 0.37]
Building Construction éCranes 1 7.005 2315 0.29
Building Construction éForinfts 3 8.005 895 0.20
Building Construction éGenerator Sets 1 8.005 845 0.74]
Building Construction éTractors/Loaders/Backhoes 3 7.005 975 0.37]
Building Construction EWeIders 1 8.00; 46; 0.45)
IArchitectural Coating éAir Compressors 1 6.005 785 0.48
Paving éCemem and Mortar Mixers 2 6.005 9 0.56
Baving Pavers i 800} 136} 047
Paving éPaving Equipment ; 2 6.005 1325 0.36
Paving éRoIIers 2 6.005 805 0.38
Paving éTractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.005 975 0.37]
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Trips and VMT

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Worker Trip Vendor Trip Hauling Trip Worker Trip Vendor Trip Hauling Trip Worker Vehicle Vendor Vehicle Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Class Vehicle Class
ISite Preparation 7: 18.00: 0.00: 0.00: 14.70: 6.90: 20.00:LD_Mix tHDT_Mix tHHDT
Grading 6: 15.00: 0.00; 4,530.00: 14.7 6.90} 20.00:LD_Mix SHDT_Mix HHDT
Building Construction [H 70.00; 27.00; 0.00: 14.7 6.90: 20.00;LD_Mix THDT_Mix {HHDT)
IArchitectural Coating 1: 14.00: 0.00: 0.00: 14.7 6.90: 20.00:LD_Mix tHDT_Mix ‘HHDT
Paving 8: 20.00; 0.00; 0.00; 14.7 6.90; 20.00;LD_Mix SHDT_Mix HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Replace Ground Cover
Water Exposed Area
Water Unpaved Roads
Reduce Vehicle Speed on Unpaved Roads
Clean Paved Roads
3.2 Site Preparation - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — —
Fugitive Dust 18.3314 0.0000 18.3314 9.9593 0.0000 9.9593 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 26595 275242 18.2443 0.0381 1.2660 1.2660 1.1647 1.1647 3,687.3081 : 3,687.3081: 1.1926 3,717.1219
— — — — — — — ————— —
Total 2.6595 27.5242 18.2443 0.0381 18.3314 1.2660 19.5974 9.9593 1.1647 11.1241 3,687.3081 | 3,687.3081| 1.1926 3,717.1219]
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 00576 00407 06823 Y 178006 § 02012 | 12100e- | 02024 1 0.0534 | 11200e. | 0.0845 182770371 1823703 ¢ 4.5400e- | 4.1500e- | 1836218
003 i io003 i io003 i i i 003 i 003 i
— — — — — — s——
Total 0.0576 0.0402 0.6523 1.7800e- | 0.2012 | 1.2100e- 0.2024 0.0534 1.1200e- 0.0545 182.2703 | 182.2703 | 4.5400e- | 4.1500e- | 183.6218
003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — —
Fugitive Dust 7.8367 0.0000 7.8367 4.2576 0.0000 4.2576 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 26595 275242 18.2443 0.0381 1.2660 1.2660 1.1647 1.1647 0.0000 1687.3081F  1.1926 13,717.1219
E— — — — E— E— — - ; — ;
Total 2.6595 27.5242 18.2443 0.0381 7.8367 1.2660 9.1027 4.2576 1.1647 5.4223 0.0000 [ 3,687.3081 [ 3,687.3081] 1.1926 3,717.1219]
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Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 1 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : ¢ 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0576 | 00402 i 0.6523 : 1.7800e- 0.1907 { 1.2100e- : 0.1919 '} 0.0508 : 1.1200e- ; 0.0519 i 182.2703 ; 182.2703 : 4.5400e- : 4.1500e- } 183.6218
H H H 003 H 003 H H H 003 H H H H H 003 003 H
— — — — — — —
Total 0.0576 0.0402 0.6523 1.7800e- 0.1907 1.2100e- 0.1919 0.0508 1.1200e- 0.0519 182.2703 | 182.2703 | 4.5400e- 4.1500e- | 183.6218
003 003 003 003 003
3.3 Grading - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — —
Fugitive Dust 6.1794 0.0000 6.1794 3.3294 0.0000 3.3294 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.7109 17.9359 14.7507 0.0297 0.7749 0.7749 0.7129 0.7129 2,872.6910: 2,872.6910 0.9291 2,895.9182]
m— — — — — — — — — —
Total 1.7109 17.9359 14.7507 0.0297 6.1794 0.7749 6.9543 3.3294 0.7129 4.0424 2,872.6910 [ 2,872.6910 0.9291 2,895.9182|
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— p— — — — — — — ——— — o |
Hauling 0.1228 7.3890 1.9722 0.0331 0.9912 0.0466 1.0378 0.2718 0.0446 0.3163 3,639.0628 : 3,639.0628 0.2006 0.5779 :3,816.2843
Vendor 0.0000 : 0.0000 ; 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ; 0.000 : 0.000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 ; 0.0000 : 0000 T 06000 ¢ 0.0000 § 0.0000 i 0.0000
Worker 0.0480 | 0.0335 : 0.5436 : 1.4800e- 0.1677 i 1.0100e- : 0.1687 : 0.0445 : 9.3000e- i 0.0454 : T151.8919 § 151.8919 ; 3.7800e- : 3.4600e- : 153.0181
: 5 5 oo oo oo foos {03 i
— — — — — — — — —— — —
Total 0.1708 7.4225 2.5157 0.0346 1.1588 0.0476 1.2065 0.3162 0.0455 0.3617 3,790.9548 | 3,790.9548 0.2043 0.5813 |3,969.3024
Mitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— —
Fugitive Dust 2.6417 i 0.0000 : 2.6417 : 1.4233 : 0.0000 : 1.4233 : H T 0.0000 0.0000
it Road 17108 T TI76358 T 147807 T 6.0267 07745 T o7 oI T TOa9 T 010000 2,872.6910 : 2,872.610;  0.9261 13895 6182
Total 1.7109 17.9359 14.7507 0.0297 2.6417 0.7749 3.4166 1.4233 0.7129 2.1363 0.0000 2,872.6910 [ 2,872.6910 0.9291 2,895.9182|
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Date: 8/3/2022 1:50 PM

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— p— — — — — m— — — —————— — o |
Hauling 0.1228 : 7.3890 : 1.9722 0.0331 0.9463 : 0.0466 0.9929 0.2607 0.0446 0.3053 1 3,639.0628 ; 3,639.0628; 0.2006 0.5779 :3,816.2843
Vendor 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0480 i 0.0335 : 0.5436 1.4800e- 0.1589 : 1.0100e- : 0.1599 0.0423 9.3000e- 0.0433 1 151.8919 : 151.8919 : 3.7800e- : 3.4600e- : 153.0181
i : : 003 io003 i 004 : : i 003 003 i
— — — — — — — — — —
Total 0.1708 7.4225 2.5157 0.0346 1.1052 0.0476 1.1528 0.3031 0.0455 0.3486 3,790.9548 | 3,790.9548 0.2043 0.5813 |3,969.3024
3.4 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — — — — — —
Off-Road 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.2099 : 2,555.2099 0.6079 2,570.4061
— — — — — — — ——t— —
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.2099 | 2,555.2099 0.6079 2,570.4061
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0311 1.0364 0.4015 5.0300e- 0.1730 5.2100e- 0.1782 0.0498 4.9800e- 0.0548 540.7627 i 540.7627 0.0181 0.0778 564.3840
003 003 003
Worker 0.2242 0.1563 2.5366 6.9300e- 0.7824 4.7200e- 0.7872 0.2075 4.3500e- 0.2119 708.8290 : 708.8290 0.0177 0.0162 714.0846
H H H 003 003 H 003 H H H H
E— — — — — E— E— E— -~
Total 0.2553 1.1926 2.9381 0.0120 0.9554 9.9300e- 0.9653 0.2573 9.3300e- 0.2666 1,249.5916 | 1,249.5916 0.0358 0.0939 [1,278.4686
003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — — — — — —
Off-Road 15728 : 14.3849 : 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 :2,555.2099:2,555.2099: 0.6079 12,570.4061]
" — — E— — — — — ; — ; E— ; - ;
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 2,555.2099 | 2,555.2099 0.6079 2,570.4061
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Date: 8/3/2022 1:50 PM

Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 00311 | 1.0364 i 04015 | 5.0300e- : 01656 i 5.2100e- : 01708 : 0.0480 | 4.9800e- | 0.530 t 1 7540.7627  540.7627 § 0.0181 0.0778 : 564.3840
H H i 003 P003 i H io003 i H H H H H
Worker 0.2242 : 0.1563 | 25366  6.9300e- 0.7416 | 4.7200e- | 0.7463 ' 0.1975 : 4.3500e- | 0.2018 : : 708.8290 : 708.8290 : 0.0177 0.0162 : 714.0846
H H H H 003 i 003 H i 003 H H H H H H
— — — — —
Total 0.2553 1.1926 2.9381 0.0120 0.9072 9.9300e- 0.9171 0.2455 9.3300e- 0.2548 1,249.5916 | 1,249.5916 0.0358 0.0939 [1,278.4686
003 003
3.4 Building Construction - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — —
Off-Road 1.4716 13.4438 16.1668 0.0270 0.6133 0.6133 0.5769 0.5769 2,555.6989 : 2,555.6989 0.6044 2,570.8077|
— — — — — — .
Total 1.4716 13.4438 16.1668 0.0270 0.6133 0.6133 0.5769 0.5769 2,555.6989 | 2,555.6989 0.6044 2,570.8077|
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0301 1.0385 0.3929 4.9500e- 0.1730 5.2400e- 0.1782 0.0498 5.0200e- 0.0548 532.6414 : 532.6414 0.0182 0.0767 555.9408
003 003 003
Worker 0.2089 0.1396 2.3611 6.7300e- 0.7824 4.5300e- 0.7870 0.2075 4.1700e- 0.2117 694.2173 : 694.2173 0.0160 0.0150 699.0937
H H H i 003 ;o003 H i 003 H H H H H
— — - — E— E— E— i
Total 0.2391 1.1780 2.7540 0.0117 0.9554 9.7700e- 0.9652 0.2573 9.1900e- 0.2665 1,226.8587 | 1,226.8587 0.0342 0.0917 |1,255.0346
003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — —
Off-Road 14716 : 134438 : 16.1668 : 0.0270 06133 : 06133 : T 05769 : 05769 : 0.0000 :2,555.6989 0.6044 12,570.8077]
H H - H — H H H - H - H H — H — H H H H H
Total 1.4716 13.4438 16.1668 0.0270 0.6133 0.6133 0.5769 0.5769 0.0000 2,555.6989 | 2,555.6989 0.6044 2,570.8077|
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EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

—— —
ROG NOXx [ele) S02 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Totalj Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0301 1.0385 0.3929 4.9500e- 0.1656 5.2400e- : 0.1708 0.0480 5.0200e- 0.0530 1 532.6414 : 532.6414 : 0.0182 0.0767 : 555.9408
003 003 003 i i i
Worker 0.2089 0.1396 2.3611 6.7300e- 0.7416 4.5300e- ; 0.7462 0.1975 4.1700e- 0.2017 i 694.2173 : 694.2173 | 0.0160 0.0150 i 699.0937
003 003 i 003 H H H H
— — - - — — .
Total 0.2391 1.1780 2.7540 0.0117 0.9072 9.7700e- 0.9170 0.2455 9.1900e- 0.2547 1,226.8587 | 1,226.8587 0.0342 0.0917 |1,255.0346
003 003
3.5 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx [ele) S02 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Totalj Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
—
Archit. Coating 17.8385 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.1808 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 281.4481 : 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443
003
— — — — — — — — — —
Total 18.0192 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0418 0.0279 0.4722 1.3500e- 0.1565 9.1000e- i 0.1574 0.0415 8.3000e- 0.0423 1 138.8435 : 138.8435 : 3.1900e- 3.0000e- : 139.8188
003 004 i 004 H H i 003 003
— — — — — m—
Total 0.0418 0.0279 0.4722 1.3500e- 0.1565 9.1000e- 0.1574 0.0415 8.3000e- 0.0423 138.8435 | 138.8435 | 3.1900e- 3.0000e- | 139.8188
003 004 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
—
Archit. Coating 17.8385 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.1808 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0000 281.4481 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443
003 H H H H
— — — — — — — — — —
Total 18.0192 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0000 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443

003
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Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0418 0.0279 0.4722 1.3500e- 0.1483 9.1000e- ; 0.1492 0.0395 8.3000e- 0.0403 :138.8435 : 138.8435 : 3.1900e- : 3.0000e- : 139.8188
003 004 i 004 H H i 003 003 i
— — — — — — m—
Total 0.0418 0.0279 0.4722 1.3500e- 0.1483 9.1000e- 0.1492 0.0395 8.3000e- 0.0403 138.8435 | 138.8435 | 3.1900e- 3.0000e- | 139.8188
003 004 004 003 003
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — — — —
Off-Road 0.8814 8.2730 12.2210 0.0189 0.3987 0.3987 0.3685 0.3685 1,805.6205 : 1,805.6205 0.5673 1,819.80m
Paving 0.0318 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
— — — — — — — — —
Total 0.9132 8.2730 12.2210 0.0189 0.3987 0.3987 0.3685 0.3685 1,805.6205 | 1,805.6205 0.5673 1,819.8039
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0597 0.0399 0.6746 1.9200e- 0.2236 1.2900e- : 0.2249 0.0593 1.1900e- 0.0605 1 198.3478 : 198.3478 : 4.5600e- 4.2900e- : 199.7411
003 003 : 003 : : : 003 003 :
Total 0.0597 0.0399 0.6746 1.9200e- 0.2236 1.2900e- 0.2249 0.0593 1.1900e- 0.0605 198.3478 | 198.3478 | 4.5600e- 4.2900e- | 199.7411
003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — — — — m—
Off-Road 0.8814 8.2730 12.2210 0.0189 0.3987 0.3987 0.3685 0.3685 0.0000 :1,805.6205:1,805.6205: 0.5673 51,819.BOm
Paving 0.0318 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
— — — — — — E— E— . — . — . ;
Total 0.9132 8.2730 12.2210 0.0189 0.3987 0.3987 0.3685 0.3685 0.0000 1,805.6205 | 1,805.6205 0.5673 1,819.8039
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Date: 8/3/2022 1:50 PM

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0597 0.0399 0.6746  1.9200e- i 0.2119 | 1.2900e- 0.2132 0.0564 : 1.1900e- ; 0.0576 i198.3478 | 198.3478 ; 4.5600e- : 4.2900e- i 199.7411
003 003 003 H H 003 i 003 i
— — — — — — — —
Total 0.0597 0.0399 0.6746 1.9200e- 0.2119 1.2900e- 0.2132 0.0564 1.1900e- 0.0576 198.3478 | 198.3478 | 4.5600e- | 4.2900e- | 199.7411
003 003 003 003 003
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
— —
Il ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Totallj Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — — — — — —
Mitigated 0.8235 0.8866 9.0373 0.0206 2.1663 0.0145 2.1808 0.5770 0.0135 0.5905 2,140.4810; 2,140.4810: 0.1307 0.0811 :2,167.9015
Unmitigated 0.8235 0.8866 9.0373 0.0206 2.1663 0.0145 2.1808 0.5770 0.0135 0.5905 2,140.4810:2,140.4810: 0.1307 0.0811 :2,167.9015
4.2 Trip Summary Information
- —
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise 0.00 0.00 0.00
General Office Building 0.00 0.00 0.00
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 240.09 240.09 240.09 1,028,941 1,028,941
Total 240.09 240.09 240.09 1,028,941 1,028,941
4.3 Trip Type Information
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW [ H-Wor C-W | H-SorC-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Low Rise 14.70 5.90 8.70 40.20 19.20 40.60 86 11 3
General Office Building 16.60 8.40 6.90 33.00 48.00 19.00 77 19 4
Parking Lot H 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 H 0 0 0
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail} 16.60 8.40 6.90 59.00 0.00 41.00 92 5 3
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use I LDA I LDT1 I LDT2 I MDV I LHD1 I LHD2 I MHD I HHD I OBUS I UBUS I MCY I SBUS I MH
Apartments Low Rise 0.542464; 0063735 0.185241;  0.126890;  0.023249;  0.006239: 0.010717;  0.008079;  0.000023;  0.000604;  0.024795;  0.000702;  0.003352
Géneral Office Building 0545464 0063735 O 18841 T 0 I26800) T 0.023940, T 0.006230¢ T0.010717F T 0.008070F 0.000923% T 0.000804; T 0.004795; T 0.000702, T 0.003352
Parking Lot 0.542464; 0.063735; 0.188241; 0.126899; 0.023249; 0.006239; 0.010717; 0.008079; 0.000923; 0.000604; 0.024795;  0.000702;  0.003352
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail } 0.542464; 0.063735; 0.188241: 0.126899: 0.023249; 0.006239: 0.010717; 0.008079: 0.000923} 0.024795; 0.003352

0.000604}

0.000702;
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Date: 8/3/2022 1:50 PM

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Totall Bio- CO2 NEO— CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— w— — — — — — — — m—
NaturalGas 0.0186 0.1685 0.1402 : 1.0100e- 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 i 202.3917 | 202.3917 ; 3.8800e- ; 3.7100e- ; 203.5944
Mitigated 003 : : 003 ! 003 i
NaturalGas 0.0186 0.1685 0.1402°§ 1.0100e- 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 12023917 | 2023917 : 3.8800e- : 3.7100e- : 203.5944
Unmitigated 003 H H 003 003 i
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
rNaturaIGas ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total ?o— CO2 NEO— CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
— — — — m—
Apartments Low ; 34.025 :: 3.7000e- :3.1400e-003; 1.3300e- : 2.0000e- 2.5000e-004; 2.5000€- 2.5000e- ; 2.5000e-004 4.0030 4.0030 ;8.0000e-005; 7.0000e- : 4.0267
Rise 004 003 005 004 004 005
General Office  : 24.7945 ii 2.7000e- :2.4300-003; 2.0400e- : 1.0000e- 1:8000e-004;  1.8000e- 1:8000e-  : 1.8000€-004 2.9170 2.9170  16.0000e-005; 5.0000e- ; 2.9343
Building 004 003 005 004 004 005
Parking Lot 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000
Unrefrigerated  ; 1661.51 0.0179 0.1629 0.1368 : 9.8000e- 0.0124 0.0124 0.0124 0.0124 1954717 : 1954717 :3.7500e-003; 3.5800e- : 196.6333
arehouse-No Rail 004 003
m— — — — — — s
Total 0.0186 0.1685 0.1402 | 1.0100e- 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 202.3917 3.7000e- | 203.5944
003 003
Mitigated
TNatraiGas)] - ROG NOX CO 502 Fugitve | Exnaust | PMIO Total| FUgve | Exhaust | PMZ.5 Total ] Blo- COZ | NBlo- COZ | ToalCOZ | CHA NZO Coze
Use PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
— — — — m—
Apartments Low : 0.034025 :: 3.7000e- :3.1400e-003; 1.3300e- : 2.0000e- : :2.5000e-004; 2.5000e- i 2.5000e- : 2.5000e-004 ; 4.0030 4.0030  i8.0000e-005; 7.0000e- : 4.0267
Rise 004 i {003 i 005 i i 004 P04 i o005
General Office  {0.0247945;; 2.7000e- :2.4300e-003; 2.0400e- : 1.0000e- } 11.8000e-004; 1.8000e- i 1.8000e- :1.8000e-004 ; 2.9170 2.9170 :6.0000e-005; 5.0000e- ; 2.9343
Building 004 i i 003 005 : i 004 io004 i : : P00 i
Parking Lot 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000
Unrefrigerated | 166151 11 0.0176 | 0.1628 § 0.368 | 6.8000e- } 00124 00124 00124 60124 §T1854717 1954717 1375006.003; 3.5800e- | 196.6333
arehouse-No Rail} H 004 H H H H H
m— — — — — — —
Total 0.0186 0.1685 0.1402 | 1.0100e- 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 202.3917 2035944

003
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Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

6.0 Area Detalil

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total|f Bio- CO2 NEO— CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — ——— —
Mitigated 3.5627 0.0201 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 5.9016 19.2476 : 25.1493 3.5000e- 25.9584
004 004
Unmitigated 3.5627 0.0201 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 5.9016 19.2476 25.1493 3.5000e- 25.9584
004 004
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural 0.4008 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer Products 3.1290 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Hearth 0.0287 0.0189 0.2515 8.9000e- 0.0412 0.0412 0.0412 0.0412 5.9016 19.0588 24.9605 0.0280 3.5000e- 25.7634
004 004
Landscaping 4.2100e- :1.1200e-003: 0.1012 1.0000e- 5.2000e- :5.2000e-004 5.2000e- :5.2000e-004 0.1888 0.1888 2.5000e- 0.1950
003 005 004 004 004
— — — ——— — —
Total 3.5627 0.0201 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 5.9016 19.2476 25.1493 0.0282 3.5000e- 25.9584
004 004
Mitigated
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural 0.4008 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer Products 3.1290 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Hearth 0.0287 0.0189 0.2515 8.9000e- 0.0412 0.0412 0.0412 0.0412 5.9016 19.0588 24.9605 0.0280 3.5000e- 25.7634
H H 004 H H H H 004
Landscaping 4.2100e- :1.1200e-003: 0.1012 1.0000e- 5.2000e- :5.2000e-004} 5.2000e- :5.2000e-004: 0.1888 0.1888 2.5000e- 0.1950
003 i H 005 004 i H 004 i H 004
— — — — —
Total 3.5627 0.0201 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 5.9016 19.2476 25.1493 0.0282 3.5000e- 25.9584
004 004

7.0 Water Detail

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

Install Low Flow Bathroom Faucet

Install Low Flow Kitchen Faucet

Install Low Flow Toilet

Install Low Flow Shower

Use Water Efficient Irrigation System
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Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer
EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied
8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

Institute Recycling and Composting Services

9.0 Operational Offroad

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

10.0 Stationary Equipment

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

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

Boilers

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

User Defined Equipment

I Equipment Type I Number I

11.0 Vegetation
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Date: 8/3/2022 1:51 PM

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

1.0 Project Characteristics

Trojan Calabasas

Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Bulding T.00 T000sqTt 0.02 T,000.00 0
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 155.90 1000sqft 3.58 155,900.00 0
Parking Lot 27.00 Space 0.17 7,315.20 0
Apartments Low Rise 1.00 Dwelling Unit 0.06 1,000.00 3
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 22 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33
Climate Zone 8 Operational Year 2024
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 390.98 CH4 Intensity 0.033 N20 Intensity 0.004
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

Project Characteristics -

Land Use - Per site plan

Construction Phase - Per Construction Questionnaire

Grading - Per Construction Questionnaire

Vehicle Trips - Trip Rates per Table 3-2, Trojan Calabasas Self-Storage Project Trip Generation, of the Traffic Study from the previous ISMND

Woodstoves - No wood burning fireplaces per SCAQMD rules

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - SCAQMD rule compliance

Water Mitigation -
Waste Mitigation - per AB 939

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
thConstDustMmgation CleanPavedRoadPercentReduction 0 6
tblConstDustMitigation WaterUnpavedRoadMoistureContent 0 12
tblConstDustMitigation WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed 0 15
tblConstructionPhase NumbDays 18.00 82.00
tblConstructionPhase NumbDays 230.00 290.00
tblConstructionPhase NumbDays 8.00 80.00
tblConstructionPhase NumbDays 18.00 14.00
tblConstructionPhase NumbDays 5.00 30.00

tblFireplaces NumberGas 0.85 0.90

tbiFireplaces NumberWood 0.05 0.00

tblGrading AcresOfGrading 80.00 8.00
tblGrading AcresOfGrading 45.00 7.50
tblGrading MaterialExported 0.00 36,240.00
tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 10,800.00 7,315.20
tblLandUse LotAcreage 0.24 0.17
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 8.14 0.00
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 221 0.00
tblVehicleTrips ST_TR 1.74 1.54
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 6.28 0.00
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 0.70 0.00
tblVehicleTrips SU_TR 1.74 1.54
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 7.32 0.00
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 9.74 0.00
tblVehicleTrips WD_TR 1.74 1.54




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2020.4.0

Page 1 of 1

Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

Date: 8/3/2022 1:51 PM

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

2.0 Emissions Summary

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Unmitigated Construction

—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total|] Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Year Ib/day Ib/day
—— — m— — ——— — — — —— — m— —
2023 2.7214 27.5686 18.9897 0.0642 18.5326 1.2672 19.7998 10.0127 1.1659 11.1785 0.0000 6,659.4736 : 6,659.4736 1.1972 0.5822 :6,861.2955
2024 19.7901 15.9348 20.9889 0.0425 1.1119 0.6849 1.7968 0.2988 0.6479 0.9467 0.0000 4,159.9191 ; 4,159.9191 0.6578 0.0961 :4,205.0045
— — m— — — — — — ———— — ———
Maximum 19.7901 27.5686 20.9889 0.0642 18.5326 1.2672 19.7998 10.0127 1.1659 11.1785 0.0000 6,659.4736 [ 6,659.4736 1.1972 0.5822 |6,861.2955
Mitigated Construction
— —— — —
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Totallj Bio- CO2 [ NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Year Ib/day Ib/day
—— — m— — m— — — — — ———
2023 2.7214 27.5686 18.9897 0.0642 8.0274 1.2672 9.2946 4.3084 1.1659 5.4742 0.0000 6,659.4736  6,659.4736 1.1972 0.5822 16,861.2955
2024 19.7901 15.9348 20.9889 0.0425 1.0555 0.6849 1.7404 0.2850 0.6479 0.9328 0.0000 4,159.9191 : 4,159.9191 0.6578 0.0961 :4,205.0045
— m— m— — — — —— — ———
Maximum 19.7901 27.5686 20.9889 0.0642 8.0274 1.2672 9.2946 4.3084 1.1659 5.4742 0.0000 6,659.4736 [ 6,659.4736 1.1972 0.5822 |6,861.2955
—— — —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
— —
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 53.76 0.00 48.90 55.45 0.00 47.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — e — — —
Area 3.5627 0.0201 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 5.9016 19.2476 25.1493 0.0282 3.5000e- 25.9584
004 004
Energy 0.0186 0.1685 0.1402 1.0100e- 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 202.3917 i 202.3917 i 3.8800e- 3.7100e- i 203.5944
003 003 003
Mobile 0.8119 0.9573 8.7748 0.0198 2.1663 0.0145 2.1808 0.5770 0.0135 0.5905 2,048.9760 : 2,048.9760 0.1335 0.0846 12,077.5133|
— — — — — — — —— — — —
Total 4.3931 1.1458 9.2677 0.0217 2.1663 0.0690 2.2353 0.5770 0.0680 0.6450 5.9016 2,270.6152 [ 2,276.5169 0.1656 0.0886 |2,307.0661]
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EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Mitigated Operational

— — —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — — — —
Area 3.5627 0.0201 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 5.9016 19.2476 25.1493 0.0282 3.5000e- 25.9584
004 004
Energy 0.0186 0.1685 0.1402 1.0100e- 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 202.3917 § 202.3917 3.8800e- 3.7100e- 203.5944
003 003 003
Mobile 0.8119 0.9573 8.7748 0.0198 2.1663 0.0145 2.1808 0.5770 0.0135 0.5905 2,048.9760 : 2,048.9760 0.1335 0.0846 2,077.5133
— — — — — — — —— — — —
Total 4.3931 1.1458 9.2677 0.0217 2.1663 0.0690 2.2353 0.5770 0.0680 0.6450 5.9016 2,270.6152 [ 2,276.5169 0.1656 0.0886 2,307.0661
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total | Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total Eo— CO2 NEO—COZ Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.(?) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
3.0 Construction Detail
Construction Phase
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
= : . : . m— m— —
1 Site Preparation Site Preparation 4/3/2023 5/12/2023 5 30
2 Grading Grading 5/15/2023 9/1/2023 5 80
3 Building Construction Building Construction 9/4/2023 10/11/2024 5 290
4 Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 9/9/2024 12/31/2024 5 82
5 Paving Paving 11/18/2024 12/5/2024 5 14

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 7.5

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 8

Acres of Paving: 0.17

Residential Indoor: 2,025; Residential Outdoor: 675; Non-Residential Indoor: 235,350; Non-Residential Outdoor: 78,450; Striped Parking Area: 439

OffRoad Equipment

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

Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers 3 8.00 247 0.40]
Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 4 8.00 97 0.37]
Grading Excavators 1 8.00 158 0.38
Grading Graders 1 8.00 187 0.41]
Grading Rubber Tired Dozers 1 8.00 247 0.40
Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 3 8.00 97 0.37]
Building Construction Cranes 1 7.00 231 0.29
Building Construction Forklifts 3 8.00 89 0.20
Building Construction Generator Sets 1 8.00 84 0.74]
Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 3 7.00 97 0.37]
Building Construction Welders 1 8.00 46 0.45
IArchitectural Coating Air Compressors 1 6.00 78 0.48
Paving Cement and Mortar Mixers 2 6.00 9 0.56
Paving Pavers 1 8.00 130 0.42
Paving Paving Equipment 2 6.00 132 0.36
Paving Rollers 2 6.00 80 0.38
Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 8.00 97 0.37]
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EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Worker Trip Vendor Trip Hauling Trip Worker Trip Vendor Trip Hauling Trip Worker Vehicle Vendor Vehicle Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Class Vehicle Class
rSite Preparation 7 18.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00:LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
Grading 6 15.00 0.00 4,530.00 14.70 6.90 20.00:LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
Building Construction 9 70.00 27.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00iLD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
IArchitectural Coating 1 14.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00:LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
Paving 8 20.00 0.00 0.00 14.70 6.90 20.00;LD_Mix HDT_Mix HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Replace Ground Cover
Water Exposed Area
Water Unpaved Roads
Reduce Vehicle Speed on Unpaved Roads
Clean Paved Roads
3.2 Site Preparation - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total|f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — —
Fugitive Dust 18.3314 0.0000 18.3314 9.9593 0.0000 9.9593 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 2.6595 27.5242 18.2443 0.0381 1.2660 1.2660 1.1647 1.1647 3,687.3081 : 3,687.3081 1.1926 3,717.1219
— — — — — — — — —
Total 2.6595 27.5242 18.2443 0.0381 18.3314 1.2660 19.5974 9.9593 1.1647 11.1241 3,687.3081 | 3,687.3081 1.1926 3,717.1219]
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0619 0.0444 0.5996 1.6900e- 0.2012 1.2100e- 0.2024 0.0534 1.1200e- 0.0545 172.6608 i 172.6608 i 4.6000e- 4.4400e- § 174.0982
003 003 003 003 003
— — — ——— —
Total 0.0619 0.0444 0.5996 1.6900e- 0.2012 1.2100e- 0.2024 0.0534 1.1200e- 0.0545 172.6608 | 172.6608 | 4.6000e- 4.4400e- | 174.0982
003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — —
Fugitive Dust 7.8367 0.0000 7.8367 4.2576 0.0000 4.2576 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 2.6595 27.5242 18.2443 0.0381 1.2660 1.2660 1.1647 1.1647 0.0000 3,687.3081 : 3,687.3081 1.1926 3,717.1219
— — — — — — — —— —
Total 2.6595 27.5242 18.2443 0.0381 7.8367 1.2660 9.1027 4.2576 1.1647 5.4223 0.0000 3,687.3081 | 3,687.3081 1.1926 3,717.12151
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Mitigated Construction Off-Site

—
PM2.5 Total

pr—
Bio- CO2

—
NBio- CO2

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0619 0.0444 0.5996 1.6900e- 0.1907 1.2100e- 0.1919 0.0508 1.1200e- 0.0519 172.6608 : 172.6608 : 4.6000e- 4.4400e- i 174.0982
003 003 003 003 003
m— — — —— —
Total 0.0619 0.0444 0.5996 1.6900e- 0.1907 1.2100e- 0.1919 0.0508 1.1200e- 0.0519 172.6608 | 172.6608 | 4.6000e- 4.4400e- | 174.0982
003 003 003 003 003
3.3 Grading - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total|f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — —
Fugitive Dust 6.1794 0.0000 6.1794 3.3294 0.0000 3.3294 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.7109 17.9359 14.7507 0.0297 0.7749 0.7749 0.7129 0.7129 2,872.6910: 2,872.6910 0.9291 2,895.9182]
m— — — — — — — ——— —
Total 1.7109 17.9359 14.7507 0.0297 6.1794 0.7749 6.9543 3.3294 0.7129 4.0424 2,872.6910 [ 2,872.6910 0.9291 2,895.9182
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
—— —
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
m— — — — — — — —
Hauling 0.1149 7.7147 1.9993 0.0332 0.9912 0.0467 1.0379 0.2718 0.0447 0.3165 3,642.8986 : 3,642.8986 0.2001 0.5785 13,820.2955
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0516 0.0370 0.4996 1.4100e- 0.1677 1.0100e- 0.1687 0.0445 9.3000e- 0.0454 143.8840 : 143.8840 : 3.8300e- 3.7000e- : 145.0818
003 003 004 003 003
— — — — — — — ———— ———
Total 0.1665 7.7517 2.4989 0.0346 1.1588 0.0477 1.2066 0.3162 0.0456 0.3619 3,786.7826 | 3,786.7826 0.2040 0.5822 |3,965.3774
Mitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total|f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 2.6417 0.0000 2.6417 1.4233 0.0000 1.4233 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 1.7109 17.9359 14.7507 0.0297 0.7749 0.7749 0.7129 0.7129 0.0000 2,872.6910: 2,872.6910 0.9291 2,895.9182]
m— — — — — — ——— —
Total 1.7109 17.9359 14.7507 0.0297 2.6417 0.7749 3.4166 1.4233 0.7129 2.1363 0.0000 2,872.6910 [ 2,872.6910 0.9291 2,895.9182]
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Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

—— —
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — — — — — ——
Hauling 0.1149 7.7147 1.9993 0.0332 0.9463 0.0467 0.9930 0.2607 0.0447 0.3054 3,642.8986 : 3,642.8986 0.2001 0.5785 13,820.2955
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0516 0.0370 0.4996 1.4100e- 0.1589 1.0100e- 0.1599 0.0423 9.3000e- 0.0433 143.8840 : 143.8840 : 3.8300e- 3.7000e- : 145.0818
003 003 004 003 003
— — — — — — ———— ———
Total 0.1665 7.7517 2.4989 0.0346 1.1052 0.0477 1.1529 0.3031 0.0456 0.3487 3,786.7826 | 3,786.7826 0.2040 0.5822 |3,965.3774
3.4 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — — — — —
Off-Road 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.2099 i 2,555.2099 0.6079 2,570.4061
— — — — — — ———— —
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.2099 [ 2,555.2099 0.6079 2,570.4061]
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0300 1.0851 0.4141 5.0300e- 0.1730 5.2400e- 0.1782 0.0498 5.0100e- 0.0548 541.6748 : 541.6748 0.0180 0.0780 565.3560
003 003 003
Worker 0.2408 0.1726 2.3316 6.5600e- 0.7824 4.7200e- 0.7872 0.2075 4.3500e- 0.2119 671.4587 i 671.4587 0.0179 0.0173 677.0485
003 003 003
— — — — ——— — — ——— —
Total 0.2709 1.2577 2.7457 0.0116 0.9554 9.9600e- 0.9654 0.2573 9.3600e- 0.2667 1,213.1335]1,213.1335 0.0359 0.0952 |1,242.4045
003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — — — — —
Off-Road 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 2,555.2099 : 2,555.2099 0.6079 2,570.4061
— — — — — — — — —
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 2,555.2099 [ 2,555.2099 0.6079 2,570.4061
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Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

— —
ROG NOXx [ele) S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Totalj Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0300 1.0851 0.4141 5.0300e- 0.1656 5.2400e- 0.1708 0.0480 5.0100e- 0.0530 541.6748 | 541.6748 0.0180 0.0780 565.3560
003 003 003
Worker 0.2408 0.1726 2.3316 6.5600e- 0.7416 4.7200e- 0.7463 0.1975 4.3500e- 0.2018 671.4587 | 671.4587 0.0179 0.0173 677.0485
003 003 003
— —— —— — — —— —
Total 0.2709 1.2577 2.7457 0.0116 0.9072 9.9600e- 0.9171 0.2455 9.3600e- 0.2548 1,213.1335[1,213.1335( 0.0359 0.0952 |1,242.4045
003 003

3.4 Building Construction - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — — ———
Off-Road 1.4716 13.4438 16.1668 0.0270 0.6133 0.6133 0.5769 0.5769 2,555.6989 ; 2,555.6989 0.6044 2,570.8077|
— — — — — — ;
Total 1.4716 13.4438 16.1668 0.0270 0.6133 0.6133 0.5769 0.5769 2,555.6989 [ 2,555.6989 0.6044 2,570.8077|

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0290 1.0873 0.4054 4.9500e- 0.1730 5.2800e- 0.1782 0.0498 5.0500e- 0.0548 533.5587 i 533.5587 0.0181 0.0769 556.9161
003 003 003
Worker 0.2252 0.1541 21722 6.3800e- 0.7824 4.5300e- 0.7870 0.2075 4.1700e- 0.2117 657.6779 i 657.6779 0.0162 0.0160 662.8637
003 003 003
— — — m— —— — — — —
Total 0.2542 1.2414 2.5776 0.0113 0.9554 9.8100e- 0.9652 0.2573 9.2200e- 0.2665 1,191.2366 | 1,191.2366 0.0343 0.0929 [1,219.7798
003 003

Mitigated Construction On-Site

—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — — ———
Off-Road 1.4716 13.4438 16.1668 0.0270 0.6133 0.6133 0.5769 0.5769 0.0000 2,555.6989 i 2,555.6989 0.6044 2,570.8077|

— — — — — — E——
Total 1.4716 13.4438 16.1668 0.0270 0.6133 0.6133 0.5769 0.5769 0.0000 2,555.6989 [ 2,555.6989| 0.6044 2,570.8077|
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EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

—— —
ROG NOXx [ele) S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Totalj Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0290 1.0873 0.4054 4.9500e- 0.1656 5.2800e- 0.1708 0.0480 5.0500e- 0.0530 533.5587 { 533.5587 0.0181 0.0769 556.9161
003 003 003
Worker 0.2252 0.1541 21722 6.3800e- 0.7416 4.5300e- 0.7462 0.1975 4.1700e- 0.2017 657.6779 i 657.6779 0.0162 0.0160 662.8637
003 003 003
— — — — — — — —
Total 0.2542 1.2414 2.5776 0.0113 0.9072 9.8100e- 0.9170 0.2455 9.2200e- 0.2547 1,191.2366 | 1,191.2366 0.0343 0.0929 [1,219.7798
003 003
3.5 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx [ele) S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Totallj Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
—
Archit. Coating 17.8385 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.1808 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 281.4481 ; 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443
003
— — — — — — — —
Total 18.0192 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
—— —
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0450 0.0308 0.4344 1.2800e- 0.1565 9.1000e- 0.1574 0.0415 8.3000e- 0.0423 131.5356 : 131.5356 : 3.2400e- 3.2100e- : 132.5727
003 004 004 003 003
— — — — m— m— —
Total 0.0450 0.0308 0.4344 1.2800e- 0.1565 9.1000e- 0.1574 0.0415 8.3000e- 0.0423 131.5356 | 131.5356 | 3.2400e- 3.2100e- | 132.5727
003 004 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[] Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
—
Archit. Coating 17.8385 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Off-Road 0.1808 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0000 281.4481 i 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443
003
— — — — — — —
Total 18.0192 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0000 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443

003
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EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

—— —
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0450 0.0308 0.4344 1.2800e- 0.1483 9.1000e- 0.1492 0.0395 8.3000e- 0.0403 131.5356 i 131.5356 : 3.2400e- 3.2100e- i 132.5727
003 004 004 003 003
— — — — — m— m— —
Total 0.0450 0.0308 0.4344 1.2800e- 0.1483 9.1000e- 0.1492 0.0395 8.3000e- 0.0403 131.5356 | 131.5356 | 3.2400e- 3.2100e- | 132.5727
003 004 004 003 003
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — — — — m—
Off-Road 0.8814 8.2730 12.2210 0.0189 0.3987 0.3987 0.3685 0.3685 1,805.6205 : 1,805.6205 0.5673 1,819.80@
Paving 0.0318 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
— — — — — — — — — — m— —
Total 0.9132 8.2730 12.2210 0.0189 0.3987 0.3987 0.3685 0.3685 1,805.6205 | 1,805.6205 0.5673 1,819.8039
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
—— —
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0644 0.0440 0.6206 1.8200e- 0.2236 1.2900e- 0.2249 0.0593 1.1900e- 0.0605 187.9080 : 187.9080 : 4.6300e- 4.5800e- i 189.3896
003 003 003 003 003
— — —|— — — — — —— — —
Total 0.0644 0.0440 0.6206 1.8200e- 0.2236 1.2900e- 0.2249 0.0593 1.1900e- 0.0605 187.9080 | 187.9080 | 4.6300e- 4.5800e- | 189.3896
003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
—— —
ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — — — — — —
Off-Road 0.8814 8.2730 12.2210 0.0189 0.3987 0.3987 0.3685 0.3685 0.0000 1,805.6205 : 1,805.6205 0.5673 1,819.80@
Paving 0.0318 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
— — — — — — — — —— —
Total 0.9132 8.2730 12.2210 0.0189 0.3987 0.3987 0.3685 0.3685 0.0000 1,805.6205 | 1,805.6205 0.5673 1,819.8039
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EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total|f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Vendor 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Worker 0.0644 0.0440 0.6206 1.8200e- 0.2119 1.2900e- 0.2132 0.0564 1.1900e- 0.0576 187.9080 : 187.9080 : 4.6300e- 4.5800e- i 189.3896
003 003 003 003 003
— — — — — — — — — —
Total 0.0644 0.0440 0.6206 1.8200e- 0.2119 1.2900e- 0.2132 0.0564 1.1900e- 0.0576 187.9080 | 187.9080 | 4.6300e- 4.5800e- | 189.3896
003 003 003 003 003
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
— — —
Il ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Totallj Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Category Ib/day Ib/day
f— — — — —— — —
Mitigated 0.8119 0.9573 8.7748 0.0198 2.1663 0.0145 2.1808 0.5770 0.0135 0.5905 2,048.9760 i 2,048.9760 0.1335 0.0846 2,077.5133
Unmitigated 0.8119 0.9573 8.7748 0.0198 2.1663 0.0145 2.1808 0.5770 0.0135 0.5905 2,048.9760 : 2,048.9760 0.1335 0.0846 2,077.5133
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Dalily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mmgated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise 0.00 0.00 0.00
General Office Building 0.00 0.00 0.00
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 240.09 240.09 240.09 1,028,941 1,028,941
— —
Total 240.09 240.09 240.09 1,028,941 1,028,941
4.3 Trip Type Information
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW [ H-Wor C-W | H-SorC-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Low Rise 14.70 5.90 8.70 40.2-0 19.2-0 40.60 86 11 3
General Office Building 16.60 8.40 6.90 33.00 48.00 19.00 7 19 4
Parking Lot 16.60 8.40 6.90 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0 0
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 16.60 8.40 6.90 59.00 0.00 41.00 92 5 3
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH
— — ——— — —
Apartments Low Rise 0.542464 0.063735 0.188241 0.126899 0.023249 0.006239 0.010717 0.008079 0.000923 0.000604 0.024795 0.000702 0.003352
General Office Building 0.542464 0.063735 0.188241 0.126899 0.023249 0.006239 0.010717 0.008079 0.000923 0.000604 0.024795 0.000702 0.003352
Parking Lot 0.542464 0.063735 0.188241 0.126899 0.023249 0.006239 0.010717 0.008079 0.000923 0.000604 0.024795 0.000702 0.003352
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 0.542464 0.063735 0.188241 0.126899 0.023249 0.006239 0.010717 0.008079 0.000923 0.000604 0.024795 0.000702 0.003352
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EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Totall Bio- CO2 NEO— CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — — — — — — — — m—
NaturalGas 0.0186 0.1685 0.1402 1.0100e- 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 202.3917 ; 202.3917 i 3.8800e- 3.7100e- i 203.5944
Mitigated 003 003 003
NaturalGas 0.0186 0.1685 0.1402 1.0100e- 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 202.3917 : 202.3917 i 3.8800e- 3.7100e- : 203.5944
Unmitigated 003 003 003
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
rNaturaIGas ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total Eo— CO2 NEO— CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
— - — — — —
Apartments Low 34.025 3.7000e- :3.1400e-003: 1.3300e- 2.0000e- 2.5000e-004; 2.5000e- 2.5000e- ;2.5000e-004 4.0030 4.0030 :8.0000e-005; 7.0000e- 4.0267
Rise 004 003 005 004 004 005
General Office 24.7945 2.7000e- :2.4300e-003; 2.0400e- 1.0000e- 1.8000e-004: 1.8000e- 1.8000e- i 1.8000e-004 2.9170 2.9170 :6.0000e-005: 5.0000e- 2.9343
Building 004 003 005 004 004 005
Parking Lot 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Unrefrigerated 1661.51 0.0179 0.1629 0.1368 9.8000e- 0.0124 0.0124 0.0124 0.0124 195.4717 i 195.4717 ;3.7500e-003; 3.5800e- : 196.6333
arehouse-No Rail 004 003
— — — — — — —
Total 0.0186 0.1685 0.1402 1.0100e- 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 202.3917 3.7000e- | 203.5944
003 003
Mitigated
rNaturaIGas ROG NOXx cO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total Eo— CO2 NEO— CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
— -y — — — S
Apartments Low : 0.034025 3.7000e- :3.1400e-003: 1.3300e- 2.0000e- 2.5000e-004: 2.5000e- 2.5000e- 2.5000e-004 4.0030 4.0030 :8.0000e-005: 7.0000e- 4.0267
Rise 004 003 005 004 004 005
General Office  10.0247945 2.7000e- :2.4300e-003; 2.0400e- 1.0000e- 1.8000e-004; 1.8000e- 1.8000e- :1.8000e-004 2.9170 2.9170 i6.0000e-005; 5.0000e- 2.9343
Building 004 003 005 004 004 005
Parking Lot 0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Unrefrigerated 1.66151 0.0179 0.1629 0.1368 9.8000e- 0.0124 0.0124 0.0124 0.0124 195.4717 § 195.4717 }3.7500e-003; 3.5800e- i 196.6333
arehouse-No Rail 004
— — — — — — — p——
Total 0.0186 0.1685 0.1402 1.0100e- 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 0.0128 202.3917 | 202.3917 203.5944
003
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6.0 Area Detalil

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
m— — — ——— — —
Mitigated 3.5627 0.0201 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 5.9016 19.2476 25.1493 0.0282 3.5000e- 25.9584
004 004
Unmitigated 3.5627 0.0201 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 5.9016 19.2476 25.1493 0.0282 3.5000e- 25.9584
004 004
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
—— —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total|f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural 0.4008 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer Products 3.1290 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Hearth 0.0287 0.0189 0.2515 8.9000e- 0.0412 0.0412 0.0412 0.0412 5.9016 19.0588 24.9605 0.0280 3.5000e- 25.7634
004 004
Landscaping 4.2100e- :1.1200e-003; 0.1012 1.0000e- 5.2000e- :5.2000e-004 5.2000e- }5.2000e-004 0.1888 0.1888 2.5000e- 0.1950
003 005 004 004 004
— — — e — — —
Total 3.5627 0.0201 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 5.9016 19.2476 25.1493 0.0282 3.5000e- 25.9584
004 004
Mitigated
—— —
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Total Fugitive Exhaust | PM2.5 Total[f Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural 0.4008 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Coating
Consumer Products 3.1290 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Hearth 0.0287 0.0189 0.2515 8.9000e- 0.0412 0.0412 0.0412 0.0412 5.9016 19.0588 24.9605 0.0280 3.5000e- 25.7634
004 004
Landscaping 4.2100e- :1.1200e-003; 0.1012 1.0000e- 5.2000e- 15.2000e-004 5.2000e- 15.2000e-004 0.1888 0.1888 2.5000e- 0.1950
003 005 004 004 004
— — — ——— — —
Total 3.5627 0.0201 0.3527 9.0000e- 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 0.0417 5.9016 19.2476 25.1493 0.0282 3.5000e- 25.9584
004 004

7.0 Water Detail

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

Install Low Flow Bathroom Faucet
Install Low Flow Kitchen Faucet
Install Low Flow Toilet

Install Low Flow Shower

Use Water Efficient Irrigation System
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8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

Institute Recycling and Composting Services

9.0 Operational Offroad

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

10.0 Stationary Equipment

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

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

Boilers

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

User Defined Equipment

I Equipment Type I Number I

11.0 Vegetation
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CALGreen Code
CPUC
CO,
COze
CFC

CPP
CCsp

cy

EPA
FCAA

FR

GHG
HCFC
HFC
LCFS
CH4
MMTCOze
MTCOze
NHTSA
NF;3

N,O

PFC
RTP/SCS
SB

SCAB
SCAG

Sf

SFe

TAC

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment

LIST OF ABBREVIATED TERMS
AQMD Air Quality Management District
AB Assembly Bill
CARB California Air Resource Board
CCR California Code of Regulations
CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act

California Green Building Standards Code
California Public Utilities Commission

carbon dioxide

carbon dioxide equivalent

Chlorofluorocarbon

Clean Power Plan

Climate Change Scoping Plan

cubic yard

Environmental Protection Agency

Federal Clean Air Act

Federal Register

greenhouse gas

Hydrochlorofluorocarbon

Hydrofluorocarbon

Low Carbon Fuel Standard

Methane

million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
nitrogen trifluoride

nitrous oxide

Perfluorocarbon

Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
Senate Bill

South Coast Air Basin

Southern California Association of Government
square foot

sulfur hexafluoride

toxic air contaminants
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City of Calabasas Calabasas Self-Storage Project

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment

1 INTRODUCTION

This report documents the results of a Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment completed for the
Calabasas Self-Storage Project (“Project”). The purpose of this GHG Emissions Assessment is to evaluate
the potential construction and operational emissions associated with the Project and determine the
Project’s level of impact on the environment.

1.1 Project Location and Setting

The Project site is located in unincorporated Los Angeles County (County), near the City of Calabasas,
California (City), approximately 665 feet northwest of U.S. Highway 101 (U.S. 101); refer to Exhibit 1:
Regional Vicinity. The Project site is located north of Old Scandia Lane, at 5050 Old Scandia Lane. Regional
access to the Project site is provided via U.S. 101. Local access to the Project site is provided via Old Scandia
Lane.

The Project site is comprised of a single vacant parcel (Los Angeles County Assessor Parcel Number [APN]
2049-022-040) totaling approximately 3.83 acres.

The land uses surrounding the Project site are residential uses to the north, industrial uses to the south
and east, and a pet cemetery to the west; refer to Exhibit 2: Site Vicinity.

1.2 Project Characteristics

The Project proposes approximately 155,900 square feet (SF) of self-storage space (79,991 SF
aboveground and 75,901 SF underground) with 1,334 self-storage units in three buildings, a 2,000 SF
office/manager residence, and 27 parking spaces; see Exhibit 3: Conceptual Site Plan.

Project construction is expected to occur over approximately 18 months, beginning July 2023 and ending
December 2024. Project grading would require approximately 36,240 cubic yards (CY) of exported soil.

The Project site is within the Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan (Area Plan).! The Project site is
designated Rural Commercial?> and zoned M-1 (Light Manufacturing).® The M-1 zone allows for light
industry, repair, wholesale, and packaging, including the manufacture, assembly, distribution, and storage
of goods that have low nuisance impacts. Additionally, the Project would involve more than 5,000 CY of
earthwork, thus, requires a Conditional Use Permit (CUP), per 2018 County MC Section 22.336.060(d).

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. (2021). Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan, Figure 7 — Land Use

Policy (Eastern Portion) Map. Retrieved from https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/smmnap_final-plan.pdf

2 Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning. (2021). Santa Monica Mountains North Area Plan. Retrieved from
https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/smmnap_final-plan.pdf

3 Ibid.
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Exhibit 1: Regional Vicinity
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Exhibit 2: Site Vicinity
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Calabasas Self-Storage Project

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment

Exhibit 3: Conceptual Site Plan

City of Calabasas
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City of Calabasas Calabasas Self-Storage Project

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment

2 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

2.1 Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change

Certain gases in the earth’s atmosphere classified as GHGs, play a critical role in determining the earth’s
surface temperature. Solar radiation enters the earth’s atmosphere from space. A portion of the radiation
is absorbed by the earth’s surface and a smaller portion of this radiation is reflected back toward space.
This absorbed radiation is then emitted from the earth as low-frequency infrared radiation. The
frequencies at which bodies emit radiation are proportional to temperature. Because the earth has a
much lower temperature than the sun, it emits lower-frequency radiation. Most solar radiation passes
through GHGs; however, infrared radiation is absorbed by these gases. As a result, radiation that
otherwise would have escaped back into space is instead “trapped,” resulting in a warming of the
atmosphere. This phenomenon, known as the greenhouse effect, is responsible for maintaining a
habitable climate on earth.

The primary GHGs contributing to the greenhouse effect are carbon dioxide (CO3), methane (CH,), and
nitrous oxide (N;O). Fluorinated gases also make up a small fraction of the GHGs that contribute to climate
change. Examples of fluorinated gases include chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs),
perfluorocarbons (PFCs), sulfur hexafluoride (SFs), and nitrogen trifluoride (NFs); however, it is noted that
these gases are not associated with typical land use development. Human-caused emissions of GHGs
exceeding natural ambient concentrations are believed to be responsible for intensifying the greenhouse
effect and leading to a trend of unnatural warming of the Earth’s climate, known as global climate change
or global warming.

GHGs are global pollutants, unlike criteria air pollutants and toxic air contaminants (TACs), which are
pollutants of regional and local concern. Whereas pollutants with localized air quality effects have
relatively short atmospheric lifetimes (about one day), GHGs have long atmospheric lifetimes (one to
several thousand years). GHGs persist in the atmosphere for long enough time periods to be dispersed
around the globe. Although the exact lifetime of a GHG molecule is dependent on multiple variables and
cannot be pinpointed, more CO; is emitted into the atmosphere than is sequestered by ocean uptake,
vegetation, or other forms of carbon sequestration. Of the total annual human-caused CO;, emissions,
approximately 55 percent is sequestered through ocean and land uptakes every year, averaged over the
last 50 years, whereas the remaining 45 percent of human-caused CO; emissions remains stored in the
atmosphere.? Table 1: Description of Greenhouse Gases describes the primary GHGs attributed to global
climate change, including their physical properties.

4 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. (2013). Carbon and Other Biogeochemical Cycles. In: Climate Change 2013: The
Physical Science Basis, Contribution of Working Group | to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change. Retrieved from http://www.climatechange2013.org/ images/report/WG1AR5_ALL_FINAL.pdf.
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City of Calabasas

Calabasas Self-Storage Project

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment

Table 1: Description of Greenhouse Gases

Greenhouse Gas

Description

Carbon Dioxide (CO,)

CO,is a colorless, odorless gas that is emitted naturally and through human activities. Natural sources
include decomposition of dead organic matter; respiration of bacteria, plants, animals, and fungus;
evaporation from oceans; and volcanic outgassing. Anthropogenic sources are from burning coal, oil,
natural gas, and wood. The largest source of CO, emissions globally is the combustion of fossil fuels
such as coal, oil, and gas in power plants, automobiles, and industrial facilities. The atmospheric
lifetime of CO; is variable because it is readily exchanged in the atmosphere. CO; is the most widely
emitted GHG and is the reference gas (Global Warming Potential of 1) for determining Global
Warming Potentials for other GHGs.

Nitrous Oxide (N,0)

N,O is largely attributable to agricultural practices and soil management. Primary human-related
sources of N,O include agricultural soil management, sewage treatment, combustion of fossil fuels,
and adipic and nitric acid production. N,O is produced from biological sources in soil and water,
particularly microbial action in wet tropical forests. The atmospheric lifetime of N,O is approximately
120 years. The Global Warming Potential of N,O is 298.

Methane (CH4)

CHa, a highly potent GHG, primarily results from off-gassing (the release of chemicals from
nonmetallic substances under ambient or greater pressure conditions) and is largely associated with
agricultural practices and landfills. Methane is the major component of natural gas, about 87 percent
by volume. Human-related sources include fossil fuel production, animal husbandry, rice cultivation,
biomass burning, and waste management. Natural sources of CH, include wetlands, gas hydrates,
termites, oceans, freshwater bodies, non-wetland soils, and wildfires. The atmospheric lifetime of
CH, is about 12 years and the Global Warming Potential is 25.

Hydrofluorocarbons
(HFCs)

HFCs are typically used as refrigerants for both stationary refrigeration and mobile air conditioning.
The use of HFCs for cooling and foam blowing is increasing, as the continued phase out of CFCs and
HCFCs gains momentum. The 100-year Global Warming Potential of HFCs range from 124 for HFC-
152 to 14,800 for HFC-23.

Perfluorocarbons
(PFCs)

PFCs have stable molecular structures and only break down by ultraviolet rays about 60 kilometers
above Earth’s surface. Because of this, they have long lifetimes, between 10,000 and 50,000 years.
Two main sources of PFCs are primary aluminum production and semiconductor manufacturing.
Global Warming Potentials range from 6,500 to 9,200.

Chlorofluorocarbons
(CFCs)

CFCs are gases formed synthetically by replacing all hydrogen atoms in methane or ethane with
chlorine and/or fluorine atoms. They are nontoxic, nonflammable, insoluble, and chemically
unreactive in the troposphere (the level of air at the earth’s surface). CFCs were synthesized in 1928
for use as refrigerants, aerosol propellants, and cleaning solvents. The Montreal Protocol on
Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer prohibited their production in 1987. Global Warming
Potentials for CFCs range from 3,800 to 14,400.

Sulfur Hexafluoride
(SFe)

SFe is an inorganic, odorless, colorless, and nontoxic, nonflammable gas. It has a lifetime of 3,200
years. This gas is manmade and used for insulation in electric power transmission equipment, in the
magnesium industry, in semiconductor manufacturing, and as a tracer gas. The Global Warming
Potential of SFs is 23,900.

Hydrochlorofluorocar
bons (HCFCs)

HCFCs are solvents, similar in use and chemical composition to CFCs. The main uses of HCFCs are for
refrigerant products and air conditioning systems. As part of the Montreal Protocol, HCFCs are subject
to a consumption cap and gradual phase out. The United States is scheduled to achieve a 100 percent
reduction to the cap by 2030. The 100-year Global Warming Potentials of HCFCs range from 90 for
HCFC-123 to 1,800 for HCFC-142b.

Nitrogen Trifluoride
(NF3)

NF; was added to Health and Safety Code section 38505(g)(7) as a GHG of concern. This gas is used
in electronics manufacture for semiconductors and liquid crystal displays. It has a high global warming
potential of 17,200.

Source: Compiled from U.S. EPA, Overview of Greenhouse Gases, April 11, 2018 (https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/overview-greenhouse-
gases); U.S. EPA, Inventory of U.S. Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks: 1990-2016, 2018; Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Climate
Change 2007: The Physical Science Basis, 2007; National Research Council, Advancing the Science of Climate Change, 2010; U.S. EPA, Methane
and Nitrous Oxide Emission from Natural Sources, April 2010.
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City of Calabasas Calabasas Self-Storage Project

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment

3 REGULATORY SETTING

3.1 Federal

To date, national standards have not been established for nationwide GHG reduction targets, nor have
any regulations or legislation been enacted specifically to address climate change and GHG emissions
reduction at the project level. Various efforts have been promulgated at the federal level to improve fuel
economy and energy efficiency to address climate change and its associated effects.

Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007

The Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (December 2007), among other key measures,
requires the following, which would aid in the reduction of national GHG emissions:

¢ Increase the supply of alternative fuel sources by setting a mandatory Renewable Fuel Standard
requiring fuel producers to use at least 36 billion gallons of biofuel in 2022.

e Set a target of 35 miles per gallon for the combined fleet of cars and light trucks by model year
2020 and direct the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) to establish a fuel
economy program for medium- and heavy-duty trucks and create a separate fuel economy
standard for work trucks.

e Prescribe or revise standards affecting regional efficiency for heating and cooling products and
procedures for new or amended standards, energy conservation, energy efficiency labeling for
consumer electronic products, residential boiler efficiency, electric motor efficiency, and home
appliances.

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Endangerment Finding

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) authority to regulate GHG emissions stems from the U.S.
Supreme Court decision in Massachusetts v. EPA (2007). The Supreme Court ruled that GHGs meet the
definition of air pollutants under the existing Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA) and must be regulated if these
gases could be reasonably anticipated to endanger public health or welfare. Responding to the Court’s
ruling, the EPA finalized an endangerment finding in December 2009. Based on scientific evidence it found
that six GHGs (CO,, CH4, N,O, HFCs, PFCs, and SF¢) constitute a threat to public health and welfare. Thus,
it is the Supreme Court’s interpretation of the existing FCAA and the EPA’s assessment of the scientific
evidence that form the basis for the EPA’s regulatory actions.

Federal Vehicle Standards

In response to the U.S. Supreme Court ruling discussed above, Executive Order 13432 was issued in 2007
directing the EPA, the Department of Transportation, and the Department of Energy to establish
regulations that reduce GHG emissions from motor vehicles, non-road vehicles, and non-road engines by
2008. In 2009, the NHTSA issued a final rule regulating fuel efficiency and GHG emissions from cars and
light-duty trucks for model year 2011, and in 2010, the EPA and NHTSA issued a final rule regulating cars
and light-duty trucks for model years 2012-2016.

In 2010, an Executive Memorandum was issued directing the Department of Transportation, Department
of Energy, EPA, and NHTSA to establish additional standards regarding fuel efficiency and GHG reduction,
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City of Calabasas Calabasas Self-Storage Project

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment

clean fuels, and advanced vehicle infrastructure. In response to this directive, the EPA and NHTSA
proposed stringent, coordinated federal GHG and fuel economy standards for model years 2017-2025
light-duty vehicles. The proposed standards projected to achieve 163 grams per mile of CO, in model year
2025, on an average industry fleet-wide basis, which is equivalent to 54.5 miles per gallon if this level were
achieved solely through fuel efficiency.

In 2018, the President and the EPA stated their intent to halt various federal regulatory activities to reduce
GHG emission, including the phase two program. California and other states have stated their intent to
challenge federal actions that would delay or eliminate GHG reduction measures and have committed to
cooperating with other countries to implement global climate change initiatives. On September 27, 2019,
the EPA and the NHTSA published the “Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient (SAFE) Vehicles Rule Part One: One
National Program.” (84 Fed. Reg. 51,310 (Sept. 27, 2019.) The Part One Rule revokes California’s authority
to set its own GHG emissions standards and set zero-emission vehicle mandates in California. On March
31, 2020, the EPA and NHTSA finalized rulemaking for SAFE Part Two sets CO, emissions standards and
corporate average fuel economy (CAFE) standards for passenger vehicles and light duty trucks, covering
model years 2021-2026. The current U.S. EPA administration has repealed SAFE Rule Part One, effective
January 28, 2022, and is reconsidering Part Two pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 13390 issued on
January 20, 2021 as discussed below.

Presidential Executive Orders 13990 and 14008

On January 20, 2021, President Biden issued Executive Order 13990, "Protecting Public Health and the
Environment and Restoring Science to Tackle the Climate Crisis". Executive Order 13990 directs Federal
agencies to immediately review and take action to address the promulgation of Federal regulations and
other actions that conflict with these important national objectives and to immediately commence work
to confront the climate crisis. Executive Order 13990 directs the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)
to review CEQ’s 2020 regulations implementing the procedural requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and identify necessary changes or actions to meet the objectives of
Executive Order 13990.

Executive Order 13390 also directs the EPA to consider whether to propose suspending, revising, or
rescinding the standards previously revised under the “The Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient (SAFE) Vehicles
Rule for Model Years 2021-2026 Passenger Cars and Light Trucks,” promulgated in April 2020.

On January 27, 2021, President Biden signed Executive Order 14008, "Tackling the Climate Crisis at Home
and Abroad," to declare the Administration’s policy to move quickly to build resilience, both at home and
abroad, against the impacts of climate change that are already manifest and will continue to intensify
according to current trajectories. In line with these Executive Order directives, CEQ is reviewing the 2020
NEPA regulations and plans to publish a notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) to identify necessary
revisions in order to comply with the law; meet the environmental, climate change, and environmental
justice objectives of Executive Orders 13990 and 14008; ensure full and fair public involvement in the
NEPA process; provide regulatory certainty to stakeholders; and promote better decision making
consistent with NEPA’s statutory requirements. This phase 1 rulemaking will propose a narrow set of
changes to the 2020 NEPA regulations to address these goals.
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3.2 State of California
California Air Resources Board

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) is responsible for coordination and oversight of State and local
air pollution control programs. Various statewide and local initiatives to reduce California’s contribution
to GHG emissions have raised awareness about climate change and its potential for severe long-term
adverse environmental, social, and economic effects. California is a significant emitter of CO, equivalents
(CO,e) in the world and produced 459 gross million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MMTCOze)
in 2013. The transportation sector is the State’s largest emitter of GHGs, followed by industrial operations
such as manufacturing and oil and gas extraction.

The State’s legislature has enacted a series of bills that constitute the most aggressive program to reduce
GHGs of any state in the nation. Some legislation, such as the landmark Assembly Bill (AB) 32, California
Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, was specifically enacted to address GHG emissions. Other
legislation, such as Title 24 building efficiency standards and Title 20 appliance energy standards, were
originally adopted for other purposes such as energy and water conservation, but also provide GHG
reductions. This section describes the legislation’s major provisions.

Assembly Bill 32 (California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006)

AB 32 instructs the CARB to develop and enforce regulations for reporting and verification of statewide
GHG emissions. AB 32 also directed CARB to set a GHG emissions limit based on 1990 levels, to be achieved
by 2020. It set a timeline for adopting a scoping plan for achieving GHG reductions in a technologically
and economically feasible manner.

CARB Scoping Plan

CARB adopted the Scoping Plan to achieve AB 32 goals. The Scoping Plan establishes an overall framework
for the measures that would be adopted to reduce California’s GHG emissions. CARB determined that
achieving the 1990 emissions level would require a reduction of GHG emissions of approximately 29
percent below what would otherwise occur in 2020 in the absence of new laws and regulations (referred
to as “business-as-usual”).®> The Scoping Plan evaluates opportunities for sector-specific reductions,
integrates early actions and additional GHG reduction measures by both CARB and the State’s Climate
Action Team, identifies additional measures to be pursued as regulations, and outlines the adopted role
of a cap-and-trade program.® Additional development of these measures and adoption of the appropriate
regulations occurred through the end of 2013. Key Scoping Plan elements include:

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

5 CARB defines business-as-usual (BAU) in its Scoping Plan as emissions levels that would occur if California continued to grow
and add new GHG emissions but did not adopt any measures to reduce emissions. Projections for each emission-generating
sector were compiled and used to estimate emissions for 2020 based on 2002—-2004 emissions intensities. Under CARB’s
definition of BAU, new growth is assumed to have the same carbon intensities as was typical from 2002 through 2004.

6 The Climate Action Team, led by the secretary of the California Environmental Protection Agency, is a group of State agency
secretaries and heads of agencies, boards, and departments. Team members work to coordinate statewide efforts to
implement global warming emissions reduction programs and the State’s Climate Adaptation Strategy.
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e Achieving a statewide renewables energy mix of 33 percent by 2020.

e Developing a California cap-and-trade program that links with other programs to create a regional
market system and caps sources contributing 85 percent of California’s GHG emissions (adopted
in 2011).

e Establishing targets for transportation-related GHG emissions for regions throughout California
and pursuing policies and incentives to achieve those targets (several sustainable community
strategies have been adopted).

e Adopting and implementing measures pursuant to existing State laws and policies, including
California’s clean car standards, heavy-duty truck measures, the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
(amendments to the Pavley Standard adopted 2009; Advanced Clean Car standard adopted 2012),
goods movement measures, and the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (adopted 2009).

e Creating targeted fees, including a public goods charge on water use, fees on gasses with high
global warming potential, and a fee to fund the administrative costs of the State of California’s
long-term commitment to AB 32 implementation.

e The California Sustainable Freight Action Plan was developed in 2016 and provides a vision for
California’s transition to a more efficient, more economically competitive, and less polluting
freight transport system. This transition of California’s freight transport system is essential to
supporting the State’s economic development in coming decades while reducing pollution.

e CARB’s Mobile Source Strategy demonstrates how the State can simultaneously meet air quality
standards, achieve GHG emission reduction targets, decrease health risk from transportation
emissions, and reduce petroleum consumption over the next fifteen years. The mobile Source
Strategy includes increasing ZEV buses and trucks.

In 2012, CARB released revised estimates of the expected 2020 emissions reductions. The revised analysis
relied on emissions projections updated in light of current economic forecasts that accounted for the
economic downturn since 2008, reduction measures already approved and put in place relating to future
fuel and energy demand, and other factors. This update reduced the projected 2020 emissions from 596
MMTCO.e to 545 MMTCO.e. The reduction in forecasted 2020 emissions means that the revised business-
as-usual reduction necessary to achieve AB 32’s goal of reaching 1990 levels by 2020 is now 21.7 percent,
down from 29 percent. CARB also provided a lower 2020 inventory forecast that incorporated State-led
GHG emissions reduction measures already in place. When this lower forecast is considered, the
necessary reduction from business-as-usual needed to achieve the goals of AB 32 is approximately 16
percent.

CARB adopted the first major update to the Scoping Plan on May 22, 2014. The updated Scoping Plan
summarizes the most recent science related to climate change, including anticipated impacts to California
and the levels of GHG emissions reductions necessary to likely avoid risking irreparable damage. It
identifies the actions California has already taken to reduce GHG emissions and focuses on areas where
further reductions could be achieved to help meet the 2020 target established by AB 32.

In 2016, the Legislature passed Senate Bill (SB) 32, which codifies a 2030 GHG emissions reduction target
of 40 percent below 1990 levels. With SB 32, the Legislature passed companion legislation, AB 197, which
provides additional direction for developing the Scoping Plan. On December 14, 2017, CARB adopted a
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second update to the Scoping Plan.” The 2017 Scoping Plan details how the State will reduce GHG
emissions to meet the 2030 target set by Executive Order B-30-15 and codified by SB 32. Other objectives
listed in the 2017 Scoping plan are to provide direct GHG emissions reductions; support climate
investment in disadvantaged communities; and support the Clean Power Plan and other Federal actions.

Senate Bill 32 (California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006: Emissions Limit)

Signed into law in September 2016, SB 32 codifies the 2030 GHG reduction target in Executive Order B-
30-15 (40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030). The bill authorizes CARB to adopt an interim GHG emissions
level target to be achieved by 2030. CARB also must adopt rules and regulations in an open public process
to achieve the maximum, technologically feasible, and cost-effective GHG reductions.

SB 375 (The Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008)

Signed into law on September 30, 2008, SB 375 provides a process to coordinate land use planning,
regional transportation plans, and funding priorities to help California meet AB 32’s GHG reduction goals.
SB 375 requires metropolitan planning organizations to include sustainable community strategies in their
regional transportation plans for reducing GHG emissions, aligns planning for transportation and housing,
and creates specified incentives for the implementation of the strategies.

AB 1493 (Pavley Regulations and Fuel Efficiency Standards)

AB 1493, enacted on July 22, 2002, required CARB to develop and adopt regulations that reduce GHGs
emitted by passenger vehicles and light duty trucks. Implementation of the regulation was delayed by
lawsuits filed by automakers and by the EPA’s denial of an implementation waiver. The EPA subsequently
granted the requested waiver in 2009, which was upheld by the by the U.S. District Court for the District
of Columbia in 2011. The regulations establish one set of emission standards for passenger vehicle and
light duty truck model years 2009-2016 and a second set of emissions standards for model years 2017 to
2025. By 2025, when all rules will be fully implemented, new passenger vehicles are anticipated to emit
34 percent fewer CO,e emissions and 75 percent fewer smog-forming emissions. In 2019, the EPA
published the SAFE Rule that revoked California’s waiver. However, the EPA is currently reconsidering the
SAFE rule pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 13390.

SB 1368 (Emission Performance Standards)

SB 1368 is the companion bill of AB 32, which directs the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) to
adopt a performance standard for GHG emissions for the future power purchases of California utilities. SB
1368 limits carbon emissions associated with electrical energy consumed in California by forbidding
procurement arrangements for energy longer than five years from resources that exceed the emissions
of arelatively clean, combined cycle natural gas power plant. The new law effectively prevents California’s
utilities from investing in, otherwise financially supporting, or purchasing power from new coal plants
located in or out of the State. The CPUC adopted the regulations required by SB 1368 on August 29, 2007.
The regulations implementing SB 1368 establish a standard for baseload generation owned by, or under
long-term contract to publicly owned utilities, for 1,100 pounds of CO; per megawatt-hour.

7 California Air Resources Board. (2017). California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan. Retrieved from
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scoping_plan_2017.pdf
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SB 1078 and SBX1-2 (Renewable Electricity Standards)

SB 1078 requires California to generate 20 percent of its electricity from renewable energy by 2017. SB
1078 changed the due date to 2010 instead of 2017. On November 17, 2008, then Governor Arnold
Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-14-08, which established a Renewable Portfolio Standard target
for California requiring that all retail sellers of electricity serve 33 percent of their load with renewable
energy by 2020. Executive Order S-21-09 also directed CARB to adopt a regulation by July 31, 2010,
requiring the State’s load serving entities to meet a 33 percent renewable energy target by 2020. CARB
approved the Renewable Electricity Standard on September 23, 2010 by Resolution 10-23. SBX1-2 codified
the 33 percent by 2020 target.

SB 350 (Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act of 2015)

Signed into law on October 7, 2015, SB 350 implements Executive Order B-30-15’s goals. The SB 350
objectives are to increase the procurement of electricity from renewable sources from 33 percent to 50
percent (with interim targets of 40 percent by 2024, and 25 percent by 2027) and to double the energy
efficiency savings in electricity and natural gas end uses of retail customers through energy efficiency and
conservation. SB 350 also reorganizes the Independent System Operator to develop more regional
electricity transmission markets and improve accessibility in these markets, which will facilitate the
growth of renewable energy markets in the western United States.

AB 398 (Market-Based Compliance Mechanisms)

Signed on July 25, 2017, AB 398 extended the duration of the Cap-and-Trade program from 2020 to 2030.
AB 398 required CARB to update the Scoping Plan and for all GHG rules and regulations adopted by the
State. It also designated CARB as the statewide regulatory body responsible for ensuring that California
meets its statewide carbon pollution reduction targets, while retaining local air districts’ responsibility and
authority to curb toxic air contaminants and criteria pollutants from local sources that severely impact
public health. AB 398 also decreased free carbon allowances over 40 percent by 2030 and prioritized Cap-
and-Trade spending to various programs including reducing diesel emissions in impacted communities.

SB 150 (Regional Transportation Plans)

Signed on October 10, 2017, SB 150 aligns local and regional GHG reduction targets with State targets
(i.e., 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030). SB 150 creates a process to include communities in
discussions on how to monitor their regions’ progress on meeting these goals. The bill also requires the
CARB to regularly report on that progress, as well as on the successes and the challenges regions
experience associated with achieving their targets. SB 150 provides for accounting of climate change
efforts and GHG reductions and identify effective reduction strategies.

SB 100 (California Renewables Portfolio Standard Program: Emissions of Greenhouse Gases)
Signed into law in September 2018, SB 100 increased California’s renewable electricity portfolio from 50

to 60 percent by 2030. SB 100 also established a further goal to have an electric grid that is entirely
powered by clean energy by 2045.
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CARB Advanced Clean Truck Regulation

CARB adopted the Advanced Clean Truck Regulation in June 2020 requiring truck manufacturers to
transition from diesel trucks and vans to electric zero-emission trucks beginning in 2024. By 2045, every
new truck sold in California is required to be zero-emission. This rule directly addresses disproportionate
risks and health and pollution burdens and puts California on the path for an all zero-emission short-haul
drayage fleet in ports and railyards by 2035, and zero-emission “last-mile” delivery trucks and vans by
2040. The Advanced Clean Truck Regulation accelerates the transition of zero-emission medium-and
heavy-duty vehicles from Class 2b to Class 8. The regulation has two components including a manufacturer
sales requirement, and a reporting requirement:

e Zero-Emission Truck Sales: Manufacturers who certify Class 2b through 8 chassis or complete
vehicles with combustion engines are required to sell zero-emission trucks as an increasing
percentage of their annual California sales from 2024 to 2035. By 2035, zero-emission
truck/chassis sales are required to be 55 percent of Class 2b — 3 truck sales, 75 percent of Class 4
— 8 straight truck sales, and 40 percent of truck tractor sales.

e Company and Fleet Reporting: Large employers including retailers, manufacturers, brokers and
others would be required to report information about shipments and shuttle services. Fleet
owners, with 50 or more trucks, would be required to report about their existing fleet operations.
This information would help identify future strategies to ensure that fleets purchase available
zero-emission trucks and place them in service where suitable to meet their needs.

Executive Orders Related to GHG Emissions

California’s Executive Branch has taken several actions to reduce GHGs using executive orders. Although
not regulatory, they set the tone for the State and guide the actions of state agencies.

Executive Order S-3-05. Executive Order S-3-05 was issued on June 1, 2005, which established the
following GHG emissions reduction targets:

e By 2010, reduce GHG emissions to 2000 levels.
e By 2020, reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels.
e By 2050, reduce GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels.

The 2050 reduction goal represents what some scientists believe is necessary to reach levels that will
stabilize the climate. The 2020 goal was established to be a mid-term target. Because this is an executive
order, the goals are not legally enforceable for local governments or the private sector.

Executive Order S-01-07. Issued on January 18, 2007, Executive Order S 01-07 mandates that a statewide
goal shall be established to reduce the carbon intensity of California’s transportation fuels by at least 10
percent by 2020. The executive order established a Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS) and directed the
Secretary for Environmental Protection to coordinate the actions of the California Energy Commission,
CARB, the University of California, and other agencies to develop and propose protocols for measuring
the “life-cycle carbon intensity” of transportation fuels. CARB adopted the LCFS on April 23, 2009.
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Executive Order S-13-08. Issued on November 14, 2008, Executive Order S-13-08 facilitated the California
Natural Resources Agency development of the 2009 California Climate Adaptation Strategy. Objectives
include analyzing risks of climate change in California, identifying and exploring strategies to adapt to
climate change, and specifying a direction for future research.

Executive Order S-14-08. Issued on November 17, 2008, Executive Order S-14-08 expands the State’s
Renewable Energy Standard to 33 percent renewable power by 2020. Additionally, Executive Order S-21-
09 (signed on September 15, 2009) directs CARB to adopt regulations requiring 33 percent of electricity
sold in the State come from renewable energy by 2020. CARB adopted the Renewable Electricity Standard
on September 23, 2010, which requires 33 percent renewable energy by 2020 for most publicly owned
electricity retailers.

Executive Order S-21-09. Issued on July 17, 2009, Executive Order S-21-09 directs CARB to adopt
regulations to increase California's RPS to 33 percent by 2020. This builds upon SB 1078 (2002), which
established the California RPS program, requiring 20 percent renewable energy by 2017, and SB 107
(2006), which advanced the 20 percent deadline to 2010, a goal which was expanded to 33 percent by
2020 in the 2005 Energy Action Plan Il

Executive Order B-30-15. Issued on April 29, 2015, Executive Order B-30-15 established a California GHG
reduction target of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 and directs CARB to update the Climate Change
Scoping Plan to express the 2030 target in terms of MMTCO,e. The 2030 target acts as an interim goal on
the way to achieving reductions of 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050, a goal set by Executive Order S-
3-05. Executive Order B-30-15 also requires the State’s climate adaptation plan to be updated every three
years and for the State to continue its climate change research program, among other provisions. With
the enactment of SB 32 in 2016, the Legislature codified the goal of reducing GHG emissions to 40 percent
below 1990 levels by 2030.

Executive Order B-55-18. Issued on September 10, 2018, Executive Order B-55-18 establishes a goal to
achieve carbon neutrality as soon as possible, and no later than 2045, and achieve and maintain net
negative emissions thereafter. This goal is in addition to the existing statewide targets of reducing GHG
emissions. The executive order requires CARB to work with relevant state agencies to develop a
framework for implementing this goal. It also requires CARB to update the Scoping Plan to identify and
recommend measures to achieve carbon neutrality. The executive order also requires state agencies to
develop sequestration targets in the Natural and Working Lands Climate Change Implementation Plan.

Executive Order N-79-20. Signed in September 2020, Executive Order N-79-20 establishes as a goal that
where feasible, all new passenger cars and trucks, as well as all drayage/cargo trucks and off-road vehicles
and equipment, sold in California, will be zero-emission by 2035. The executive order sets a similar goal
requiring that all medium and heavy-duty vehicles will be zero-emission by 2045 where feasible. It also
directs CARB to develop and propose rulemaking for passenger vehicles and trucks, medium-and heavy-
duty fleets where feasible, drayage trucks, and off-road vehicles and equipment “requiring increasing
volumes” of new zero emission vehicles (ZEVs) “towards the target of 100 percent.” The executive order
directs the California Environmental Protection Agency, the California Geologic Energy Management
Division (CalGEM), and the California Natural Resources Agency to transition and repurpose oil production
facilities with a goal toward meeting carbon neutrality by 2045. Executive Order N-79-20 builds upon the
CARB Advanced Clean Trucks regulation, which was adopted by CARB in July 2020.
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California Regulations and Building Codes

California has a long history of adopting regulations to improve energy efficiency in new and remodeled
buildings. These regulations have kept California’s energy consumption relatively flat even with rapid
population growth.

Title 20 Appliance Efficiency Regulations. The appliance efficiency regulations (California Code of
Regulations [CCR] Title 20, Sections 1601-1608) include standards for new appliances. Twenty-three
categories of appliances are included in the scope of these regulations. These standards include minimum
levels of operating efficiency, and other cost-effective measures, to promote the use of energy- and
water-efficient appliances.

Title 24 Building Energy Efficiency Standards. California’s Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and
Nonresidential Buildings (CCR Title 24, Part 6) was first adopted in 1978 in response to a legislative
mandate to reduce California’s energy consumption. The standards are updated periodically to allow
consideration and possible incorporation of new energy efficient technologies and methods. Energy
efficient buildings require less electricity; therefore, increased energy efficiency reduces fossil fuel
consumption and decreases GHG emissions. The 2016 Building Energy Efficiency Standards approved on
January 19, 2016 went into effect on January 1, 2017. The 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards were
adopted on May 9, 2018 and went into effect on January 1, 2020. Under the 2019 standards, homes will
use about 53 percent less energy and nonresidential buildings will use about 30 percent less energy than
buildings under the 2016 standards. The Project is subject to the 2019 Energy Code, assuming the permit
applications are applied for prior to January 1, 2023. Should the Project’s permit applications be applied
for on or after January 1, 2023, the Project would be subject to the 2022 Energy Code;? see the following
discussion.

On August 11, 2021, the CEC adopted the 2022 Energy Code. In December, it was approved by the
California Building Standards Commission for inclusion into the California Building Standards Code. Among
other updates like strengthened ventilation standards for gas cooking appliances, the 2022 Energy Code
includes updated standards such as new electric heat pump requirements for residential uses, schools,
offices, banks, libraries, retail, and grocery stores; the promotion of electric-ready requirements for new
homes including the addition of circuitry for electric appliances, battery storage panels, and dedicated
infrastructure to allow for the conversion from natural gas to electricity; and the expansion of solar
photovoltaic and battery storage standards to additional land uses including high-rise multifamily
residences, hotels and motels, tenant spaces, offices, (including medical offices and clinics), retail and
grocery stores, restaurants, schools, and civic uses (including theaters auditoriums, and convention
centers). Projects whose permit applications are applied for on or after January 1, 2023, must comply with
the 2022 Energy Code.

Title 24 California Green Building Standards Code. The California Green Building Standards Code (CCR Title
24, Part 11 code) commonly referred to as the CALGreen Code, is a statewide mandatory construction
code developed and adopted by the California Building Standards Commission and the Department of
Housing and Community Development. The CALGreen standards require new residential and commercial
buildings to comply with mandatory measures under the topics of planning and design, energy efficiency,

8 California Energy Commission. (2022). 2022 Building Energy Efficiency Standards. Retrieved from
https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-and-topics/programs/building-energy-efficiency-standards/2022-building-energy-
efficiency
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water efficiency/conservation, material conservation and resource efficiency, and environmental quality.
CALGreen also provides voluntary tiers and measures that local governments may adopt that encourage
or require additional measures in the five green building topics. The most recent update to the CALGreen
Code went into effect January 1, 2017. Updates to the 2016 CALGreen Code took take effect on January
1, 2020 (2019 CALGreen). The 2019 CALGreen standards will continue to improve upon the existing
standards for new construction of, and additions and alterations to, residential and nonresidential
buildings.

3.3 Regional
Southern California Association of Governments

On September 3, 2020, SCAG’s Regional Council adopted Connect SoCal (2020 - 2045 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy [2020 RTP/SCS]). The RTP/SCS charts a course for
closely integrating land use and transportation so that the region can grow smartly and sustainably. The
strategy was prepared through a collaborative, continuous, and comprehensive process with input from
local governments, county transportation commissions, tribal governments, non-profit organizations,
businesses and local stakeholders within the counties of Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San
Bernardino, and Ventura. SCAG’s RTP/SCS establishes GHG emissions goals for automobiles and light-duty
trucks for 2020 and 2035 as well as an overall GHG target for the Project region consistent with both the
target date of AB 32 and the post-2020 GHG reduction goals of Executive Orders 5-03-05 and B-30-15. The
RTP/SCS is a long-range vision plan that balances future mobility and housing needs with economic,
environmental, and public health goals.

The RTP/SCS contains over 4,000 transportation projects, ranging from highway improvements, railroad
grade separations, bicycle lanes, new transit hubs and replacement bridges. These future investments
were included in county plans developed by the six county transportation commissions and seek to reduce
traffic bottlenecks, improve the efficiency of the region’s network, and expand mobility choices for
everyone. The RTP/SCS is an important planning document for the region, allowing project sponsors to
qualify for federal funding.

The plan accounts for operations and maintenance costs to ensure reliability, longevity, and cost
effectiveness. The RTP/SCS is also supported by a combination of transportation and land use strategies
that help the region achieve state GHG emissions reduction goals and Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA)
requirements, preserve open space areas, improve public health and roadway safety, support our vital
goods movement industry, and utilize resources more efficiently.

3.4 Local

Unincorporated Los Angeles County Community Climate Action Plan 2020

The County adopted the Unincorporated Los Angeles County Community Climate Action Plan 2020 (Los
Angeles County CAP) in October 2015, which serves as a long-term plan for achieving sustainability by

utilizing resources effectively and reducing GHG emissions in the County’s unincorporated areas.’ The Los
Angeles County CAP sets emissions reduction goals, and applies policies, programs, and initiatives to reach

9 County of Los Angeles. (2015). Final Unincorporated Los Angeles County Community Climate Action Plan 2022. Retrieved from
https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/ccap_final-august2015.pdf
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them. The CAP identifies several opportunities to reduce GHG emissions through upgrading existing
structures, incorporating efficiencies into new buildings, and utilizing alternative modes of transportation.
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4 SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA AND METHODOLOGY

4.1 Thresholds and Significance Criteria

Addressing GHG emissions generation impacts requires an agency to determine what constitutes a
significant impact. Amendments to the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines
specifically allow lead agencies to determine thresholds of significance that illustrate the extent of an
impact and are a basis from which to apply mitigation measures. This means that each agency is left to
determine whether a project’s GHG emissions will have a “significant” impact on the environment. The
guidelines direct that agencies are to use “careful judgment” and “make a good-faith effort, based to the
extent possible on scientific and factual data, to describe, calculate or estimate” the project’'s GHG
emissions?©,

Based upon the criteria derived from State CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, a project normally would have a
significant effect on the environment if it would:

e Generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment, based on any applicable threshold of significance; or

e Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of GHGs.

South Coast Air Quality Management District Thresholds

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) formed a GHG CEQA Significance
Threshold Working Group to provide guidance to local lead agencies on determining significance for GHG
emissions in their CEQA documents. As of the last Working Group meeting (Meeting #15) held in
September 2010, the SCAQMD is proposing to adopt a tiered approach for evaluating GHG emissions for
development projects where South Coast AQMD is not the lead agency.

With the tiered approach, a project is compared with each tier’s requirements sequentially and would not
result in a significant impact if it complies with any tier. Tier 1 excludes projects that are specifically
exempt from SB 97 from resulting in a significant impact. Tier 2 excludes projects that are consistent with
a GHG reduction plan that has a certified final CEQA document and complies with AB 32 GHG reduction
goals. Tier 3 excludes projects with annual emissions lower than a screening threshold.

The South Coast AQMD has adopted a threshold of 10,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
(MTCOze) per year for industrial projects. During Working Group Meeting #7, it was explained that the
industrial projects’ threshold was derived using a 90 percent capture rate of a large sampling of industrial
facilities. During Meeting #8, the Working Group defined industrial uses as production, manufacturing,
and fabrication activities or storage and distribution (e.g., warehouse, transfer facility, etc.). A threshold
of 3,000 MTCO.e per year for non-industrial projects was proposed but has not been adopted. The South
Coast AQMD concluded that projects with emissions less than the screening threshold would not result in
a significant cumulative impact. As previously noted, the Project site is within the Santa Monica Mountains
North Area Plan (Area Plan). The Project site is designated Rural Commercial and zoned M-1 (Light
Manufacturing). The M-1 zone allows for light industry, repair, wholesale, and packaging, including the

10 14 California Code of Regulations, Section 15064.4a
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manufacture, assembly, distribution, and storage of goods that have low nuisance impacts. Additionally,
the Project would involve more than 5,000 CY of earthwork, thus, requires a CUP, per 2018 County MC
Section 22.336.060(d).

Although the Project is a light industrial use, this analysis conservatively utilizes the 3,000 MTCO,e per year
threshold to evaluate the Project’s potential GHG emissions impacts.

4.2 Methodology

The Project’s construction and operational emissions were calculated using the California Emissions
Estimator Model version 2020.4.0 (CalEEMod). Details of the modeling assumptions and emission factors
are provided in Appendix A: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Data. The Project would include direct and
indirect GHG emissions from Project construction and operations. Construction activities are considered
a direct source of GHG emissions since they would occur at the Project site. Direct operational GHG
emissions would generally occur from area and mobile sources, while indirect operational emissions
would occur from energy consumption, water demand, and solid waste.
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5 POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

5.1 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Threshold 5.1 Would the Project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that could have
a significant impact on the environment?

Short-Term Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Project construction activities would generate direct CO,, N;O, and CHs emissions from construction
equipment, transport of materials, and construction workers commuting to and from the Project site.
Construction GHG emissions are typically summed and amortized over a 30-year period.!! Total GHG
emissions generated during all construction phases were combined and are presented in Table 2:
Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The CalEEMod outputs are contained within Appendix A. As
shown in Table 2, Project construction-related GHG emissions would total 830.93 MTCO,e (approximately
27.70 MTCO,e/year when amortized over 30 years). Once construction is complete, construction-related
GHG emissions would cease.

Table 2: Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Category MTCO,e
2023 449.33
2024 381.60
Total GHG Emission (2023 and 2024) 830.93
30-Year Amortized Construction 27.70

Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Data for model outputs.

Long-Term Operational Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Operational long-term emissions would occur over the life of the Project. Direct operational GHG
emissions would occur from mobile sources (i.e., Project-generated vehicular traffic), and area sources
(e.g., on-site natural gas combustion and landscaping equipment operations). Indirect operational GHG
emissions would occur from energy sources, such as off-site generation of electrical power, the energy
required to convey water to, and wastewater from the Project, and emissions associated with Project-
generated solid waste and any fugitive refrigerants from air conditioning or refrigerators. The Project’s
operational GHG emissions are summarized in Table 3: Project Greenhouse Gas Emissions. As shown in
Table 3, Project operational GHG emissions would total 642.62 MTCO.e annually.

Table 3 also indicates the Project’s construction and operational GHG emissions combined would total
approximately 670.32 MTCO,e annually, which would remain below the 3,000 MTCO.e per year threshold.
Therefore, the Project’s construction and operational GHG emissions would be less than significant, and
no mitigation is required.

11 The standard 30-year period is based on the South Coast AQMD (South Coast Air Quality Management District, Minutes for
the GHG CEQA Significance Threshold Stakeholder Working Group #13, August 26, 2009).
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Table 3: Project Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Emissions Source CO0:e Emissions, metric tons/year

Operational Emissions

Area 0.31

Energy 151.23

Mobile 346.68

Waste 37.20

Water 107.20
Subtotal Operational Emissions 642.62
Amortized Construction Emissions 27.70
Total GHG Emissions 670.32
Threshold 3,000
Exceeds Threshold? No
Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Data for model outputs.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation required.
Level of Significance: Less than significant impact.
5.2 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan Compliance

Threshold 5.2 Would the Project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation of an agency
adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions?

SCAG RTP/SCS Consistency

SCAG’s RTP/SCS establishes GHG emissions goals for automobiles and light-duty trucks for 2020 and 2035
as well as an overall GHG target for the Project region consistent with both the target date of AB 32 and
the post-2020 GHG reduction goals of Executive Orders 5-03-05 and B-30-15.

GHG emissions resulting from development-related mobile sources are the most potent emissions source,
and therefore Project comparison to the RTP/SCS is an appropriate indicator of whether the Project would
inhibit post-2020 GHG reduction goals promulgated by the State. RTP/SCS goals are used to determine a
project’s consistency with the planning efforts discussed above. The Project’s consistency with the
RTP/SCS goals is analyzed in Table 4: Project Consistency with the Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy. As indicated in Table 4, the Project would comply with the
applicable RTP/SCS goals. Further, compliance with applicable State standards would ensure consistency
with State and regional GHG reduction planning efforts. Therefore, the Project would not interfere with
SCAG’s ability to achieve the region’s post-2020 mobile source GHG reduction targets. A less than
significant impact would occur in this regard, and no mitigation is required.
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Table 4: Project Consistency with the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy

SCAG Goals Compliance
GOAL 1: Encourage regional economic prosperity | Not This is not a project-specific goal. Notwithstanding,
and global competitiveness. Applicable:  the Project would develop a vacant site, which would
contribute to regional economic prosperity.

GOAL 2: Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability, | Not The Project is not a transportation improvement

and travel safety for people and goods. Applicable:  project.

GOAL 3: Enhance the preservation, security, and | Not The Project is not a transportation improvement

resilience of the regional transportation | Applicable:  project.
system.

GOAL 4: Increase person and goods movement and | Not The Project is not a transportation improvement

travel choices within the transportation | Applicable:  project.
system.

GOAL5: Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and | Consistent: The Project site is in an urban area near existing

improve air quality. freeways. The Project’s location within an urbanized
area would reduce trip lengths, which would reduce
GHG and air quality emissions.

GOAL 6: Support healthy and equitable communities | Consistent: = The Project does not exceed the South Coast
AQMD'’s regional or localized thresholds. Based on
the Friant Ranch decision, projects that do not
exceed the South Coast AQMD’s LSTs would not
violate any air quality standards or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation and result in no criteria pollutant health
impacts.

GOAL 7: Adapt to a changing climate and supportan | Not This is not a project-specific goal.

integrated regional development pattern | Applicable:
and transportation network.
GOAL 8: Leverage new transportation technologies | Not This is not a project-specific goal.
and data-driven solutions that result in | Applicable:
more efficient travel.
GOAL 9: Encourage development of diverse housing | Not The Project involves development of a self-storage
types in areas that are supported by | Applicable: facility and does not include housing.
multiple transportation options.
GOAL 10: Promote conservation of natural and | Not The Project is not on agricultural lands and does not
agricultural lands and restoration of | Applicable:  contain native habitat.
habitats.

Source: Southern California Association of Governments. (2020). Connect SoCal — The Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy.

Consistency with the CARB Scoping Plan

Pursuant to the requirements in AB 32, CARB adopted the Climate Change Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan) in
2008, which provides a range of GHG reduction actions. The 2017 Scoping Plan Update identifies
additional GHG reduction measures necessary to achieve the 2030 target. These measures build upon
those identified in the Scoping Plan’s first update in 2013.
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The Project’s consistency with the CARB Scoping Plan is analyzed in detail in Table 5: Project Consistency
with Applicable CARB Scoping Plan Measures. As indicated in Table 5, the Project would comply with the
applicable measures. As such, impacts related to consistency with the Scoping Plan would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is required.

Table 5: Project Consistency with Applicable CARB Scoping Plan Measures

Scoping Plan
Sector

Scoping Plan
Measure

Implementing
Regulations

Project Consistency

Transportation

California Cap-and-
Trade Program
Linked to Western
Climate Initiative

Regulation for the
California Cap on GHG
Emissions and Market-

Based Compliance

Mechanism October
20, 2015 (CCR 95800)

Consistent. The Cap-and-Trade Program applies to
large industrial sources such as power plants,
refineries, and cement manufacturers. However, the
regulation indirectly affects people who use the
products and services produced by these industrial
sources when increased cost of products or services
(such as electricity and fuel) are transferred to the
consumers. The Cap-and-Trade Program covers the
GHG emissions associated with electricity consumed in
California, generated in-state or imported.
Accordingly, GHG emissions associated with CEQA
projects’ electricity usage are covered by the Cap-and-
Trade Program. The Cap-and-Trade Program also
covers fuel suppliers (natural gas and propane fuel
providers and transportation fuel providers) to address
emissions from such fuels and combustion of other
fossil fuels not directly covered at large sources in the
Program’s first compliance period. The Project would
not conflict with implementation of the Cap-and-Trade
Program and would indirectly be consistent with
regard to the use of electricity and fuel.

California Light-Duty
Vehicle GHG
Standards

Pavley | 2005
Regulations to Control
GHG Emissions from
Motor Vehicles
Pavley | 2005
Regulations to Control
GHG Emissions from
Motor Vehicles

Consistent. This measure applies to all new vehicles
starting with model year 2012. The Project would not
conflict with its implementation as it would apply to all
new passenger vehicles purchased in California.

2012 LEV Il California
GHG and Criteria
Pollutant Exhaust and
Evaporative Emission
Standards

Consistent. The LEV [l amendments provide
reductions from new vehicles sold in California
between 2017 and 2025. The Project would not
conflict with implementation of this measure, as it
would apply to all new passenger vehicles purchased
in California between 2017 and 2025.

Low Carbon Fuel

2009 readopted in

Consistent. This measure applies to transportation

Standard 2015. Regulations to fuels utilized by vehicles in California. The Project
Achieve GHG Emission | would not conflict with implementation of this
Reductions Subarticle measure. Motor vehicles associated with Project
7. Low Carbon Fuel construction and operations would utilize low carbon

Standard CCR 95480 transportation fuels, as required under this measure.
Regional SB 375. Cal. Public Consistent. The Project is a self-storage development,
Transportation- Resources Code §§ which would not induce unplanned population growth
Related GHG 21155, 21155.1, in the region. Therefore, the Project would not conflict

Targets. 21155.2,21159.28 with RTP/SCS growth projections.

Goods Movement

Goods Movement
Action Plan January
2007

Not Applicable. The Project would not conflict with
this measure, as the Project does not propose any
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Table 5: Project Consistency with Applicable CARB Scoping Plan Measures

Scoping Plan
Sector

Scoping Plan
Measure

Implementing
Regulations

Project Consistency

changes to maritime, rail, or intermodal facilities or
other transportation modes.

Medium/Heavy-Duty
Vehicle

2010 Amendments to
the Truck and Bus
Regulation, the
Drayage Truck
Regulation and the
Tractor-Trailer GHG
Regulation

Consistent. This measure applies to medium and
heavy-duty vehicles that operate in the State. The
Project would not conflict with this measure. Medium
and heavy-duty vehicles associated with Project
construction and operations would be required to
comply with this regulation.

High Speed Rail

Funded under SB 862

Not Applicable. This is a statewide measure that
cannot be implemented by a project applicant or Lead
Agency.

Electricity and

Energy Efficiency

Title 20 Appliance

Consistent. The Project would not conflict with this

California Green
Building Code
Standards

SBX 7-7—The Water
Conservation Act of
2009

Model Water Efficient
Landscape Ordinance

Natural Gas Efficiency Regulation measure, as the Project would be subject to
Title 24 Part 6 Energy | compliance with the latest energy efficiency standards.
Efficiency Standards for
Residential and Non-
Residential Building
Title 24 Part 11
California Green
Building Code
Standards
Renewable Portfolio 2010 Regulation to Consistent. The Project would obtain electricity from
Standard/Renewable Implement the the electric utility, Southern California Edison (SCE).
Electricity Standard. Renewable Electricity SCE obtained 35 percent of its power supply from
Standard (33% 2020) renewable sources in 2019. The utility would provide
Million Solar Roofs SB 350 Clean Energy power to the Project that would be comprised of a
Program and Pollution greater percentage of renewable sources. Therefore,
Reduction Act of 2015 | the Project would not conflict with this measure.
(50% 2030)
Million Solar Roofs Tax Incentive Program | Consistent. This measure involves increasing solar use
Program throughout California, which is being accomplished by
various electricity providers and existing solar
programs. The program provides incentives that are in
place at the time of construction. The Project would
obtain electricity from the electric utility, Southern
California Edison (SCE). SCE obtained 35 percent of its
power supply from renewable sources in 2019.
Further, the solar incentive programs would be
available to the Project. Therefore, the Project would
not conflict with this measure.
Water Water Title 24 Part 11 Consistent. The Project would comply with the

CalGreen standards, which require a 20 percent
reduction in indoor water use. The Project would also
comply with Los Angeles County Municipal Code
Chapter 20.09: Maintaining Existing Water-Efficient
Landscapes, which prohibits any person, firm or
corporation from wasting water through inefficient
and inappropriate landscape irrigation. Therefore, the
Project would not conflict with this measure.

Green Buildings

Green Building
Strategy

Title 24 Part 11
California Green
Building Code
Standards

Consistent. The State is required to increase use of
green building practices. The Project would implement
required green building strategies through existing
regulations that require the Project to comply with
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Table 5: Project Consistency with Applicable CARB Scoping Plan Measures

Reporting Regulation

Scoping Plan Scoping Plan Implementing . .
Sector Measure Regulations Project Consistency
various CalGreen standards. Therefore, the Project
would not conflict with this measure.
Industry Industrial Emissions 2010 CARB Mandatory | Consistent. The Project proposes a light industrial use

(i.e., self-storage facility), however, would not
generate industrial emissions. Therefore, the Project
would not conflict with this measure.

Recycling and

Recycling and Waste

Title 24 Part 11

Consistent. The Project is required to achieve the

Waste California Green recycling mandates via compliance with the CALGreen
Management Building Code code. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with
Standards these measures.
AB 341 Statewide 75
Percent Diversion Goal
Forests Sustainable Forests Cap and Trade Offset Not Applicable. The Project is not located in a forested
Projects area.

High Global High Global CARB Refrigerant Not Applicable. The regulations are applicable to
Warming Warming Potential Management Program | refrigerants used by large air conditioning systems and
Potential Gases CCR 95380 large commercial and industrial refrigerators and cold

storage system. The Project proposes a self-storage
facility that would not involve these types of
equipment.

Agriculture Agriculture Cap and Trade Offset Not Applicable. No grazing, feedlot, or other

Projects for Livestock | agricultural activities that generate manure occur
and Rice Cultivation currently on-site or are proposed by the Project.
Source: California Air Resources Board, California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan, November 2017 and CARB, Climate Change Scoping
Plan, December 2008.

Consistency with the Unincorporated Los Angeles County Community Climate Action Plan 2020

The Los Angeles County CAP sets emissions reduction goals, and applies policies, programs, and initiatives
to reach them. The CAP identifies several opportunities to reduce GHG emissions through upgrading
existing structures, incorporating efficiencies into new buildings, and utilizing alternative modes of
transportation. The Project would be consistent with the Los Angeles County CAP by incorporating
efficiencies into the proposed buildings through compliance with applicable energy efficiency standards.

The Project would be subject to compliance with all building codes in effect at the time of construction,
which include energy conservation measures mandated by Title 24 of the California Building Standards
Code — Energy Efficiency Standards and the California Green Building Standards. Because Title 24
standards require energy conservation features in new construction (e.g., high-efficiency lighting, high-
efficiency heating, ventilating, and air-conditioning (HVAC) systems, thermal insulation, double-glazed
windows, water-conserving plumbing fixtures), these standards indirectly regulate and reduce GHG
emissions. California's Building Energy Efficiency Standards are updated on an approximately three-year
cycle. The most recent 2019 standards went into effect January 1, 2020.

Further, the Project would be subject to compliance with State Building Code provisions and the County’s
Climate Action Plan policies, which are intended to reduce GHG emissions. The Project would also be
subject to compliance with all applicable South Coast AQMD rules and regulations during construction
and operations and would not impede achieving statewide 2030 and 2050 GHG emission reduction
targets. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with any applicable GHG reductions plans or policies,
and a less than significant impact would occur.
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Mitigation Measures: No mitigation required.

Level of Significance: Less than significant impact.

5.3 Cumulative Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation Measures
Cumulative Setting

Climate change is a global problem. GHGs are global pollutants, unlike criteria air pollutants and TACs,
which are pollutants of regional and local concern. Whereas pollutants with localized air quality effects
have relatively short atmospheric lifetimes (about 1 day), GHGs have much longer atmospheric lifetimes
of one year to several thousand years that allow them to be dispersed around the globe.

Cumulative Impacts

It is generally the case that an individual project of the proposed Project’s size and nature is of insufficient
magnitude by itself to influence climate change or result in a substantial contribution to the global GHG
inventory. GHG impacts are recognized as exclusively cumulative impacts; there are no non-cumulative
GHG emission impacts from a climate change perspective. The additive effect of Project-related GHG
emissions would not result in a reasonably foreseeable cumulatively considerable contribution to global
climate change. As discussed above, the Project-related GHG emissions would not exceed the 3,000
MTCO.e threshold and would not impede achievement of statewide 2030 and 2050 GHG emission
reduction targets. As such, the Project’'s GHG emissions would not be cumulatively considerable, and
impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation required.

Level of Significance: Less than significant impact.
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2020.4.0

Page 1 of 1

Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Date: 8/3/2022 1:44 PM

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

1.0 Project Characteristics

Trojan Calabasas
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Eoor Surface Area Population
General Ofﬁce Building 1.00 1000sqft 0.02 1,000.00 0
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 155.90 1000sqft 3.58 155,900.00 0
Parking Lot 27.00 Space 0.17 7,315.20 0
Apartments Low Rise 1.00 Dwelling Unit 0.06 1,000.00 3
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33
Climate Zone 8 Operational Year 2024
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 390.98 CH4 Intensity 0.033 N20O Intensity 0.004
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

Project Characteristics -
Land Use - Per site plan

Construction Phase - Per Construction Questionnaire

Grading - Per Construction Questionnaire

Vehicle Trips - Trip Rates per Table 3-2, Trojan Calabasas Self-Storage Project Trip Generation, of the Traffic Study from the previous ISMND
W oodstoves - No wood burning fireplaces per SCAQMD rules

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - SCAQMD rule compliance

Water Mitigation -
W aste Mitigation - per AB 939

?able Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tbIConstDustMitigation CIeanPavedm’ercentReduclion 0 6
tbIConstDustMitigation W aterUnpavedRoadMoistureContent 0 12
tbIConstDustMitigation WaterUnpavedRoadVehicleSpeed 0 15
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 18.00 82.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 230.00 290.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 8.00 80.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 18.00 14.00
tbIConstructionPhase NumDays 5.00 30.00

tbiFireplaces NumberGas 0.85 0.90

tbiFireplaces NumberW ood 0.05 0.00

tbiGrading AcresOfGrading 80.00 8.00

tbiGrading AcresOfGrading 45.00 7.50

tbiGrading MaterialExported 0.00 36,240.00

tblLandUse LandUseSquareFeet 10,800.00 7,315.20

tblLandUse LotAcreage 0.24 0.17

tbIVehicleTrips ST_TR 8.14 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips ST_TR 221 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips ST_TR 1.74 1.54
tbIVehicleTrips SU_TR 6.28 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips SU_TR 0.70 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips SU_TR 1.74 1.54
tbIVehicleTrips WD_TR 7.32 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips WD_TR 9.74 0.00
tbIVehicleTrips WD_TR 1.74 1.54




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2020.4.0 Page 1 of 1

Date: 8/3/2022 1:44 PM

Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

2.0 Emissions Summary

2.1 Overall Construction
Unmitigated Construction

- - — —
ROG NOXx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total [ Fugitive Exhaust |[PM2.5 Totalf Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Year tons/yr MT/yr
—— — — — — — — — — — — —————————————————— — —
2023 0.1935 2.1091 1.7820 4.8100e- 0.6105 0.0821 0.6926 0.3066 0.0762 0.3828 0.0000 439.8683 ! 439.8683 0.0822 0.0249 449.3312
003
2024 0.9224 1.6154 2.1088 4.2500e- 0.1039 0.0692 0.1731 0.0280 0.0652 0.0932 0.0000 377.3865 ; 377.3865 0.0637 8.8000e- : 381.6037
003 003
—
Maximum 0.9224 2.1091 2.1088 4.8100e- 0.6105 0.0821 0.6926 0.3066 0.0762 0.3828 0.0000 439.8683 | 439.8683 0.0822 0.0249 449.3312
003
Mitigated Construction
- - — —
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total [ Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Totalf Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Year tons/yr MT/yr
— — — — — — — — — — ————————————————— — —
2023 0.1935 2.1090 1.7820 4.8100e- 0.3073 0.0821 0.3894 0.1437 0.0762 0.2199 0.0000 439.8680 ; 439.8680 0.0822 0.0249 449.3309
003
2024 0.9224 1.6154 2.1088 4.2500e- 0.0987 0.0692 0.1679 0.0267 0.0652 0.0919 0.0000 377.3862 i 377.3862 0.0637 8.8000e- : 381.6033
003 003
— — —
Maximum 0.9224 2.1090 2.1088 4.8100e- 0.3073 0.0821 0.3894 0.1437 0.0762 0.2199 0.0000 439.8680 | 439.8680 0.0822 0.0249 449.3309
003




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2020.4.0

Page 1 of 1

Trojan Calabasas - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Date: 8/3/2022 1:44 PM

EMFAC Off-Model Adjustment Factors for Gasoline Light Duty Vehicle to Account for the SAFE Vehicle Rule Applied

—
ROG NOXx [ele) S02 Fugitive Exhaust | PM10 Total | Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Per