






































Vil. GEOLOGY AND SOILS.

Wouid the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

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

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

i} Strong seismic ground shaking?

iy Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

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

Be located on expansive soil and create direct or
indirect risks to life or property?

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

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

Impact Discussion:
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a) According to the California Department of Conservation's California Geological Survey, the project site is not located
within an earthquake fault zone. However, similar to other areas located in seismically active Northern California, the
project area is susceptible to strong ground shaking during an earthquake, although the site would not be affected by
ground shaking more than any other area in the region.

The Project would be required to comply with the most recent version of the California Building Code (CBC), which
contains universal standards related to seismic load requirements and is codified within the San Joaquin County
Ordinance Code under Section 8-1000. In addition, a soils report is required pursuant to CBC § 1803 for foundations
and CBC appendix § J104 for grading. All recommendations of the Soils Report will be incorporated into the construction
drawings. As a result, impacts associated with seismic ground shaking or possible ground liquefaction are expected to

be less than significant.
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b)

d)

The project site is located in an area that is relatively flat and does not contain any slopes that could result in landslides.
Therefore, impacts associated with landslides are expected to be less than significant.

The project would not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil because the project will require a grading
permit in conjunction with a building permit. Therefore, the grading will be done under permit and inspection by the San
Joagquin County Community Development Department’s Building Division. As a result, impacts to scil erosion or loss of
topsoil will be less than significant.

The Soil Survey of San Joaguin County classifies the soil on the subject parcel as Jackfone clay, 0 to 2 percent slopes.
Jackione clay is found in basins and is a nearly level soil with slow permeability and moderate available water capacity.
The unit is suited to irrigated row, field, orchard, and vineyard crops. Jacktone clay has a storie index rating of 85 and
a land capability of iVs-8 if nonirrigated and llls-8 irrigated.

As part of the project design process, a soils report will be required for grading and foundations and all recommendations
from a soils report must be incorporated into the construction plans. As a result of these grading recommendations,
which are required by the California Building Code (CBC), the project would not be susceptible to the effects of any
potential lateral spreading, subsidence, or liquefaction. Compliance with the CBC and the engineering
recommendations in the site-specific soils report would ensure structural integrity in the event that seismic-related
issues are experienced at the project site. Therefore, impacts associated with unstable geologic units are expected to
be less than significant.

The Soil Survey of San Joaquin County describes the project site soil, Jackfone clay, as having a high soil expansive
potential. As a result, the shrink-swell potential is also high. Properly designing foundations and footings and diverting
runoff away from buildings help to prevent the structural damage caused by shrinking and swelling. Properly designing
buildings and roads can offset the limited ability of the soil to support a load. The applicants building and grading plans
will require proper designing to offset the effects of the expansive soil on the project buildings and therefore the effects
on project buildings is expected to be less than significant.

The project will be served by an onsite septic system for the disposal of wastewater. The Environmental Health
Department is requiring a soil suitability/nitrate loading study to determine the appropriate system and design prior to
issuance of building permit(s). The sewage disposal system shall comply with the onsite wastewater treatment systems
standards of San Joaquin County. A percolation test that meets absorption rates of the manual of septic tank practice
or E£.P.A. Design Manual for onsite wastewater treatment and disposal systems is required for each parcel. With these
standards in place, only soils capable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks will be approved for the septic
system. As a result, impacts to soils from wastewater are expected to be less than significant.

In the event that potential archaeological resources (sites, features, or artifacts) are exposed during construction
activities for the project, all construction work occurring within 100 feet of the find shall immediately stop until a qualified
archaeologist, meeting the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards, can evaluate the significance
of the find and determine whether Policy NCR-6-2 No Destruction of Resources: The County shall ensure that no
significant architectural, historical, archeological, or cultural resources are knowingly destroyed through County action
or not additional study is warranted. Depending on the significance of the find under the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) (14 CCR 15064.5[f]; California Public Resources Code Section 21082), the archaeologist may simply record
the find and allow work to continue. Avoidance shall be considered the preferred option for treatment of identified
archaeological resources. If the discovery proves significant under CEQA, additional work, such as preparation of an
archaeological treatment plan, testing, or data recovery, may be warranted. '
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Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than Analyzed
Significant Mitigation Significant No In The
Impact incorporated Impact Impact Prior EIR
VIll. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.
Would the project;

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or

th&;?;é%,e:‘?‘?t may have a significant impact on the
b) Conflict with an applicabie plan, policy or regulation .

adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

Impact Discussion:

a-b) Emissions of GHGs contributing fo global climate change are attributable in large part to human activities associated
with the industrial/manufacturing, utility, transportation, residential, and agricultural sectors, Therefore, the cumulative
global emissions of GHGs contributing to global climate change can be attributed fo every nation, region, and city, and
virtually every individual on earth. An individual project's GHG emissions are at a micro-scale level relative to global
emissions and effects fo global climate change; however, an individual project could result in a cumulatively
considerable incremental contribution to a significant cumulative macro-scale impact. As such, impacts related to
emissions of GHG are inherently considered cumulative impacts.

Implementation of the proposed project would cumulatively contribute to increases of GHG emissions. Estimated GHG
emissions attributable to future deveiopment would be primarily associated with increases of carbon dioxide (CCOz) and,
to a lesser extent, other GHG pollutants, such as methane (CH4) and nitrous oxide (N20) associated with area sources,
mobile sources or vehicles, utilities (electricity and natural gas), water usage, wastewater generation, and the generation
of solid waste. The primary source of GHG emissions for the project would be mobile source emissions. The common
unit of measurement for GHG is expressed in terms of annual metric tons of CO:z equivalents (MTCO:ze/yr).

As noted previously, the proposed project will be subject to the rules and regulations of the SIVAPCD. The SJVAPCD
has adopted the Guidance for Valley [ and- use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Projects under
CEQA and the District Policy — Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for Stationary Source Projects Under CEQA When
Serving as the Lead Agency.! The guidance and policy rely on the use of performance-based standards, otherwise
known as Best Performance Standards (BPS) to assess significance of project specific greenhouse gas emissions on
global climate change during the environmental review process, as required by CEQA. To be determined to have a
less-than-significant individual and cumulative impact with regard to GHG emissions, projects must inciude BPS
sufficient to reduce GHG emissions by 28 percent when compared to Business As Usual (BAU) GHG emissions. Per
the SIVAPCD, BAU is defined as projected emissions for the 2002-2004 baseline period. Projects which do not achieve
a 29 percent reduction from BAU levels with BPS alone are required to quantify additional project-specific reductions
demonstrating a combined reduction of 28 percent. Potential mitigation measures may include, but not limited to: on-
site renewable energy (e.g. solar photovoltaic systems), electric vehicle charging stations, the use of alternative-fueled
vehicles, exceeding Title 24 energy efficiency standards, the installation of energy-efficient lighting and control systems,
the installation of energy-efficient mechanical systems, the installation of drought-tolerant landscaping, efficient irrigation
systems, and the use of low-flow plumbing fixtures.

It should be noted that neither the SIVAPCD nor the County provide project-leve} thresholds for construction-related
GHG emissions. Construction GHG emissions are a one-time release and are, therefore, not typically expected fo
generate a significant contribution o global climate change. As such, the analysis herein is limited to discussion of long-
term operational GHG emissions.

* San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. Guidance for Valfley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission
Impacis for New Projects under CEQA. December 17, 2008.San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. District
Policy Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for Stationary Source Projects Under CEQA When Serving as the Lead
Agency. December 17, 2009.
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a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly, or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the environment,?

The annual emissions of GHG emissions is summarized in Table 4 below for the
construction and operaticnal phases. Detailed calculations are provided in the attached
report.

CO. CHa N»O Total COsle)
Phase
Construction 13.69 0.00054 0.00013 1374
Operational 917 0.02 0.12 841

Currently, there are no thresholds of significance established by San Joaquin County of
SJVAPCD for mobilé sources.

b} Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation, adopted for the
Purposa of reducing the emissions of greenholise gases?

Neither San Joaquin County nor SJVAPCD have estabiished any ihresholds of
significance for GHG emissions from mobile scurces. As noted previously, GHG
emissions from cars and trucks are regulated by the California Air Resources Board.
SJVAPCDE and the County have set some performance standards and best management
practices far stationary sources. The standards, however, do not apply to mobile sources.

The Applicant relies on caompliance with increasingly stringent state standardsto conform
with the California's climate goals.
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X, HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.

Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

g)

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

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

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

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

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

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

Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands
are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences
are intermixed with wildlands?

Impact Discussion:

Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than

Significant
Impact
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a-c) Pursuant to the Hazardous Materials Disclosure Survey submitted with the application, there will not be any storage of
hazardous materials on site. Regulations related to the storage of hazardous materials require the owner/operator to
report the use or storage of these hazardous materials to the California Environmental Reporting System {CERS) and
must comply with all applicable federal, state, and local regulations pertaining to the storage of hazardous materials. In
this way, impacts related to the use, transport, or disposal of hazardous materials are expected to be less than

d)

e)

significant.

The project site is not listed as a hazardous materials site on the California Department of Toxic Substances Contro}
EnviroStor database map, compiled pursuant to Government Code 65962.5 and, therefore, will not result in creating a

significant hazard to the public or the environment.

The project site is located within the Stockton Metropolitan Airport area of influence in the Traffic Pattern Zone (TPZ)
and is approximately 1.5 miles west of the airport runway. Pursuant to the San Joaquin County Airport Land Use
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g)

Compatibility Plan (Amended 2018), the current noise exposure contour and the future noise exposure confour are
approximately 1.25 miles away from the project site due to the orientation of the airport runway. Therefore, due to the
project site’s distance from the airport noise contours, the project’s risk of exposing people residing or working in the
project area to safety hazards or excessive noise is less than significant.

The County of San Joaguin Emergency Operations Plan is an all-hazards document describing the County's incident
management structure, compliance with relevant legal statutes, other relevant guidelines, whole community
engagement, continuity of government focus, and critical components of the incident management structure. According
to the Emergency Operations Plan, major transportation route 1-5, would be a possible evacuation route in the event of
an emergency. The Project would not affect this route, and mereover, the Project would not affect the County’s ability
to implement its Emergency Operations Plan in the event of an emergency. Notwithstanding, the Project would not
impede access to any public route that might be needed as an evacuation route. As a result, the Project’s impact on
emergency response or evacuation activities is expected to be less than significant.

The project location is not identified as a Community at Risk from Wildfire by Cal Fire’s “Fire Risk Assessment Program”.
Communities at Risk from Wildfire are those places within 1.5 miles of areas of High or Very High wildfire threat as
determined from CDF-FRAP fuels and hazard data. Therefore, the impact of wildfires on the project are expected to be
less than significant.
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fess Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than Analyzed
Significant Mitigation Significant No In The
Impact Incorporated impact Impact Prior EIR

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.
Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

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

[]
[
X
L]
(]

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

L]
]
X
L
L[]

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

L]
]
]
]

) resultin substantial erosion or siltation on- cor off-
site;

]
L]
X

iy substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on- or off-site;

[
L]
X]
(]
L]

i) create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional scurces of poliuted runoff; ]
or

X
L]
L]

iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

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

|
X] ]
L1 L]
[ [

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater v
management plan? L] ]

X
L]
[

Impact Discussion:

a)

The proposed project's impact on hydrology and water is expected to be less than significant. The project, the
establishment of a truck parking facility, will be served by an onsite well for water and an onsite septic system for sanitary
sewer. Construction of these systems will be under permit and inspection by the Environmental Health Department to
ensure that it complies with the onsite wastewater treatment systems standards of San Joaquin County.

For stormwater discharges associated with construction activity in the State of California, the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB) has adopted the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Consfruction
and Land Disturbance Activities {Construction General Permit) to avoid and minimize water quality impacts attributable
to such activities. The Construction General Permit applies to all projects in which construction activity disturbs 1 acre
or more of soil. Because land disturbance for this project would exceed one acre, the project applicant would be required
to obtain coverage under the Construction General Permit issued by the SWRCB prior to the start of construction. The
Construction General Permit requires the development and implementation of a Stormwater Poliution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP), which would include and specify water quality Best Management Practices (BMPs) designed to prevent
pollutants from contacting stormwater and keep all products of erosion from moving off site into receiving waters.
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b)

c)

d)

Routine inspection of all BMPs is required under the provisions of the Construction General Permit, and the SWPPP
must be prepared and implemented by qualified individuals as defined by the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB}).

During project operation, stormwater quality is regulated by the Stormwater Quality Control Criteria Plan (SWQCCP),
which sets standards that apply to all new development. As part of the project, a new engineered stormwater drainage
system would be designed and constructed to collect and treat all on-site stormwater in a method that meets the
requirements of the SWQCCP.

In summary, project construction would be completed in accordance with an NPDES-mandated SWPPP, which would
include standard BMPs to reduce potential off-site water quality impacts related fo erosion and incidental spills and
hazardous substances from equipment. Surface water runoff during project operations would be managed through an
engineered stormwater drainage system, as required by the SWQCCP. Therefore, impacts associated with water quality
standards, waste discharge requirements, and surface water or groundwater quality are expected to be less than
significant.

The project, the establishment of a truck parking facility, proposes developing only 3.82 acres of the 28.65-acre parcel
with paved parking for 50 semi-trucks and 50 trailers. For storm runoff, the project proposes a storm water pond.
Stormwater is collected in a retention pond located on the east side of the site and allowed to percolate into the ground
The size of the pond will be calculated by the applicant’s engineer and reviewed by the Department of Public Works to
ensure adequate sizing of the pond. Therefore, although development of the site will create impervious areas equal to
the size of the parcel, with the stormwater system returning stormwater to the ground, the project’s interference with
groundwater recharging is expected to be less than significant.

The construction of the proposed project would result in grading and soil-disturbing activities and the instaltation of new
impervious surfaces. A grading permit will be required which requires plans and grading calculations, including a
statement of the estimated quantities of excavation and fili, prepared by a Registered Design Professional. The grading
plan must show the existing grade and finished grade in contour intervals of sufficient clarity to indicate the nature and
extent of the work and show in detail that it complies with the requirements of the California Building Code (CBC). The
plans must also show the existing grade on adjoining properties in sufficient detail to identify how grade changes will
conform to the requirements of the CDC. A drainage plan must be submitted for review and approval, prior to release
of a building permit. In this way, any impacts to the existing drainage pattern of the site will be less than significant.

The flood zone information contained on the $an Joaguin County Flood information viewer is provided using the Digital
Flood Insurance Rate Map data received from the US Depariment of Homeland Security, Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA). Pursuant to this information, the area containing the project site is partially outside of the
area with 0.2% annuai chance (500-year) flood and partially in the AE flood zone, an area subject to 1% annual chance
of a 100-year flood. All new construction in the area of special flood hazard for this project will be required to be elevated
or floodproofed in accordance with San Joaquin County Ordinance Code Section 9-703 compliance with Development
Title Section 9-1605 regarding flood hazards.

The project site is not located in a tsunami nor a seiche zone. With the requirements for building above the fiood depth,
the risk of release of pollutants due to inundation of the project site is expected to be less than significant.

The applicant will apply for permits from the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) to
protect surface and groundwater on site and to ensure that the project doesn’t conflict or obstruct a water quality control
plan or sustainable groundwater management plan.
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XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING,

Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

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

impact Discussion:

Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than Analyzed
Significant Mitigation Significant No In The
impact incorporated Impact Impact Prior EIR

a) The project is a proposal to establish a truck parking facility for 50 trucks and 50 trailers. The project does not include
construction of any feature that would impair mobility within an existing community, nor does it inciude removal of a
means of access between a community and outlying area, The project site is not used as a connection between
established communities. Instead, connectivity with the area surrounding the project is facilitated via local roadways.
Therefore, the project will not result in dividing an established community.

b) The project is a proposal to establish a truck parking facility for 50 trucks and 50 trailers. The General Plan designates
the site as Limited Agriculture (I/L}. The project site is zoned I-L {Limited Industrial) which is an implementing zone of
the I/L. General Plan designation. In the i-L zone, truck parking is a permitted use with an approved Administrative Use
Permit application, therefore the proposed use is consistent with land use policies and regulations of the County
Development Code and 2035 General Plan, therefore, the project’s impact on the environment due to land use conflict is

expected to be less than significant.
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Xil. MINERAL. RESOURCES.

Would the project:

a) Resutlt in the loss of availability of a known_mineral
resource that would be of vaiue to the region and the
residents of the state?

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

Impact Discussion:

a-b)

Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than Analyzed
Significant Mitigation Significant No In The
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact Prior EIR

Pursuant to the San Joaquin County General Plan Background Report, Chapter 10 - Natural Resources, the primary

extractive resource in San Joaquin County is sand and gravel, with the principal areas of sand and gravel extraction located
in the southwestern part of the county and along the Mokelumne, Calaveras, and Stanislaus rivers in the eastern portion of
the county. The project site is located in the center of the county in an area classified as Mineral Resource Zone 1, defined
as an area where adequate geologic information indicates that no significant mineral deposits are present, or where it is
judged that little likelihood exists for their presence. Therefore, the project's impact on the loss of important minerals is

expected to be less than significant.
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Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than Analyzed
Significant Mitigation Significant No In The
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact Prior EIR

Xill. NOISE.

Would the project resuit in:

a)

c)

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

Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip or

an airport land use plan, or where such a plan has

not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project expose

people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Impact Discussion:

a-b)

The project site is located on E. French Camp Road, approximately one-third of a mile east of Interstate 5, 400 feet
outside of the Interstate 5 noise contour and adjacent to the noise contour of the Unicn Pacific Railroad tracks on the
east side of the property. Additionally, the project area is developed with trucking uses to the west. The project will result
in a temporary increase in ambient noise level associated with project construction activities to include grading and use
of heavy machinery and equipment. The operation of the truck parking facility will contribute to the area ambient noise
level. However, persons on the project site will be there only for the time required to remove or park a truck, limiting
exposure to any elevated noise levels. Additionally, truck uses can contribute to ground-borne vibrations however, not
to an excessive level. Therefore, noise impacts from the proposed project and impacts on vibrations are expected to be
less than significant.

The project site is located within the Stockion Metropolitan Airport area of influence in the Traffic Pattern Zone (TPZ)
and is approximately 1.5 miles west of the airport runway. Pursuant to the San Joaquin County Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan (Amended 2018), the current noise exposure contour and the future noise exposure contour are
approximately 1.25 miles away from the project site due to the orientation of the airport runway. Therefore, due to the
project site's distance from the airport noise contours, the project’s risk of exposing people residing or working in the
project area to safety hazards or excessive noise is less than significant.
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Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than Analyzed
Significant Mitigation Significant No In The
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact Prior EIR

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING.

Would the project:

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in
an area, either directly (for example, by proposing

new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for .
example, through extension of roads or other .
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or

housing, necessitating the construction of . .
replacement housing elsewhere? '

Impact Discussion:

a-b) The project will not induce substantial population growth in the area either directly or indirectly because the project is
not anticipated to result in an increase in the number of jobs available. The proposed project would not displace
substantial numbers of people or existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere

because no residences will be removed. Therefore, the project is not expected to have an impact on population and
housing.
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES.

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

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

Impact Discussion:

Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than

Significant
Impact

Mitigation
Incorporated

Significant
Impact

No

Analyzed
In The

Impact Prior EIR

pa] i

a) The project site is located in unincorporated San Joaquin County in the community of French Camp. The site is located

in the French Camp McKinley Fire District, which provides fire and life safety services to approximately 2 square miles
of unincorporated San Joaquin County. In addition, the District assists with protecting approximately 90 square miles of
San Joaquin County’s “Unprotected Area.” French Camp Fire Station is staffed with 3 personnel on duty and the
Mountain House Fire Station is housed with 5 personnel on duty. The organization responds to approximately
2,100 calls for service annually between French Camp, Mountain House, and the Unprotected Area.

Police protection services are provided to the project area by the San Joaquin County Sheriff's Office. The Sheriff's
Office employs over 800 sworn and support personnel. The project site is located within the Manteca Unified School
District. With 30 schools and 2,550 employees, the school district spans 113 square miles and provides learning
opportunities to over 1,900 students. There are no public recreation facilities near the project site.

The public service agencies listed above were provided with the project proposal and invited to respond with any project
concerns or conditions. No agencies responded with conditions or concerns. Therefore, the project is not expected to
have a significant impact on the ability of these service providers to maintain current levels of service and the project’'s
impact on these services is expected to be less than significant.
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Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than Analyzed
Significant Mitigation Significant No In The
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact Prior EiR

XVI. RECREATION.

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical . .
deterioration of the facility would occur or be - -

accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of recreational

facilities which might have an adverse physical effect
on the environment?
Impact Discussion:

a-b) The project is not expected to result in a large number of employees nor is there any residential development as part of
the proiect. Therefore, the project is not expected to result in an increase in demand for neighborhood and regional parks

or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility. Therefore, the project will have
no impact on recreation facilities.
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Less Than
Potentiaily Significant with Less Than Analyzed
Significant Mitigation  Significant No  InThe
Impact Incorporated impact ImpactPrior EIR

XVIl, TRANSPORTATION.

Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

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

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

X X

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

Result in inadeguate emergency access?

X X

Impact Discussion:

a)

b)

The project site is located on E. French Camp Road, one-third of a mile east of Interstate 5. Regional access to the site
is provided by interstate 5, a major north-south transportation corridor, Aimort Way, ancther north-south corridor, and
French Camp Road and Arch Airport Reoad, both east-west corridors. Union Pacific has a railroad crossing on E. French
Camp Road, 860 feet east of S. El Dorado Street and approximately 330 feet west of the proposed project access
driveway.

All local roadways from the project location to Interstate 5 are designated as STAA routes. These routes are designated
for use by Surface Transportation Assistance Act (STAA) design vehicle {rucks which are vehicles that have relatively
large turning radii and require roadway design features that accommodate the large turning radii.

Pursuant to Development Title Section 9-608.050, a Traffic Study for a development project is required when traffic
caused by the development project is expected {o exceed 50 vehicles during any hour. A Traffic Technical Memorandum
may be required in lieu of a Traffic Study when the development project exceeds the 50 vehicles per hour threshold,
and the Director of Public Works deems that the existing roadway capacity and traffic operations are not expected to
be significantly impacted as a result of the additional traffic generated by the project.

This project was referred to the Depariment of Public Works on July 21, 2022. The Depariment responded with a
requirement for a Traffic Technical Memorandum, which was completed by Flecker Associates Transportation
Engineers and is dated November 20, 2024. The memorandum determined a total of 137 trips would be generated
daily, with 41% of them being fruck trips. The traffic study determined that traffic generated by this project, the
establishment of a truck parking facility for 50 trucks and 50 trailers, should not have an appreciable impact on the
operation or safety on the roads providing access to the site. In order to enhance safety near the rail crossing on E.
French Camp Road, the memorandum recommends installation of R8-8 (Do Not Stop On Tracks) at the following
locations to improve recognition of the rail crossing for motorists: 1) approximately 10 feet in front of the railroad stop
line along the eastbound and westbound approaches; and, 2) approximately 12 feet from the railroad stop line in the
departing direction. The Department of Public Works has added these requirements in their project conditions with an
increase in the distance from 12 feet to 25-30 feet for the (2) location, in the departing direction.

in the project vicinity, due to the rural nature of the area, most of the roadways lack sidewalks and crosswalks. Bicycle
facilities do not currently exist in the project vicinity. There is no transit service within the project vicinity.

To conclude, with the information from the fraffic memorandum, it can be concluded that impacts from the project on
the circulation system, including transit, roadways, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities is expected fo be less than
significant.

For this project, VMT was analyzed by Flecker Associates Transportation Engineers as a part of the traffic study.

The proposed French Camp truck parking project will accommodate a total of 50 truck parking spaces. The location of
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d)

the Project is strategic for a truck facility as it is located close to Interstate 5 on- and off-ramps located at French Camp
Road, and E. Mathews Road, and can be accessed from State Route 99. The location of the project site reduces the
need for trucks to travel along other roadways from other truck facilities that may be further away from regional freeways.
Therefore, the proposed project is expected to have a less than significant impact on the regional VMT.

c) The project proposes establishing a truck parking facility to accommodate a total of 50 semi-trucks and 50 trailers.
A traffic memorandum from Flecker Associates Transportation Engineers analyzed the impacts resulting from the
proposed project on a local intersection and found no significant impacts and required no mitigation measures.
Additionally, based on the proposed driveway layout, the available sight distance, the existing speed limit along
westbound French Camp Road departing French Camp, and the crash history along the segment between S. El Dorado
Street and Ash Street, the project would not appear to cause any safety issues at the proposed site driveway nor at the
adjacent French Camp Road and Ash Street intersection. Additionally, the proposed truck parking use is a permitted
use in the Limited Industrial (I-L.) zone with an approved Administrative Use Permit. The immediate vicinity is the site of
2 existing truck parking facilities with another one proposed. Therefore, the project is not expected to increase the risk
of hazards due to a geometric design feature or an incompatible use.

The project site would be accessed from E. French Camp Road. The project site's internal driveways are proposed to
be 75 feet wide o allow trucks to maneuver forward and backwards when arriving or departing the site, The internal
areas where trucks are driving and not parking are a minimum of 40 feet wide. A driveway and circulation route that
meets the San Joaquin County Fire Chiefs' Association guidelines for providing fire apparatus access as required by
the California Fire Code (CFC) is required. Therefore, with circulation designed to accommodate semi-trucks and
trailers, and with the requirement to meet the CFC, site access will provide adequate space for fire trucks and
emergency vehicles to enter and turn around, and the project's impact on emergency access is expected to be less
than significant.
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Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than Analyzed
Significant Mitigation Significant No In The
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact Prior EIR

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOLURCES.

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

)

ii)

Listed or eligible for listing in the California

Register of Historical Resources, or in a local :
register of historical resources as defined in

Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set
forth in subdivision {c) of Public Resources Code
Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth .
in subdivision {c) of Public Resource Code -
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider

the significance of the resource to a California
Native American tribe.

Impact Discussion:

a)

i)

The State Office of Historic Preservation California Register nor the National Register of Historic Places lists
buildings or landmarks of historic significance on the project site. Therefore, the project will not result in a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined by CEQA.

The project proposes establishing a truck parking facility for a maximum of 50 trucks and 50 trailers. Project referrals
were sent July 21, 2022, to Native American tribes affiliated with the geographic area of the project. The Nototomne
Cultural Preservation of the Northern Valley Yokuts responded on August 12, 2022, communicating an interest in
the possibility of inadvertent discoveries of Tribal Cultural Resources (TCR) as the site is developed. The tribe has
officially requested that the applicant be required to have a compensated Tribal Monitor on site during all ground
disturbing activities. Because the site may contain tribal cultural resources, and because the site is adjacent to the
French Camp Slough, these measures will be added to conditions for the project.

Additionally, the 2035 General Plan policy for Inadvertent Discovery of Cultural Resources requires, at the time of
development, if human remains are encountered, all work shall halt in the vicinity and the County Coroner shall be
notified immediately. At the same time, a qualified archaeologist shall be contacted to evaluate the finds. If Human
burials are found to be of Native American origin, steps shall be taken pursuant to Section 15064.5(e) of Guidelines
for California Environmental Quality Act.

Therefore, compliance with General Plan policy as well as honoring the request from the tribe will ensure that
impacts to tribal cultural resources will be less than significant.
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XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.

Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

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

L]
L]
[]

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

Z
]
X
[]
[

Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project's projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

[
L]
L]
X
L]

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

[
[]
[]
[

Comply with federal, state, and local management
and reduction statutes and regulations related to .
solid waste? -

Impact Discussion:

a)

d-e)

The project, an expansion of an existing truck parking facility, will utilize onsite services such as wells, septic system
and storm water drainage. There will be no use of public water, sewer or storm water drainage, therefore no need to
move or increase capacity for same. Additionally, Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E), the area electricity and gas provider,
reviewed the project and responded that the project's proposed improvements do not appear to directly interfere with
existing PG&E facilities or impact PG&E's easement rights. Therefore, the project is not expected o cause
environmental harm by requiring the construction or relocation of any utilities.

The project site utilizes an onsite private well for water. Locally, wells draw from San Joaquin Valley basin groundwater.
In San Joaquin Valley, groundwater accounts for about 30% of the annual supply of both water used for agriculture and
water used for urban purposes. Low groundwater levels and groundwater storage depletion are critical water issues
faced by San Joaquin Valley when more groundwater is pumped out that is supplied through precipitation. However,
during the project and its foreseeable future, groundwater supplies are expected to be sufficient and the project’s impact
on water supply is expected to be less than significant.

The project will utilize an onsite sewage disposal system constructed under permit from the Environmental Health
Department and subject {0 the onsite wastewater treatment system regutations that comply with SJ County standards.
Therefore, the project is not expected fo impact a wastewater treatment provider.

The project site is currently within the boundaries of Republic Services, one of five solid waste collectors providing
service under franchise to San Joaquin County. The San Jeaquin County Code requires that solid waste be collected
from residential generators & minimum of once a week, and at least twice a week for commercial and industrial
generators (San Joaguin County 2016a). Solid waste is transported and disposed of primarily at three active sanitary
fandfills in San Joaquin County. The North County Landfill on East Harney Lane has available capacity to 2048, and
the Foothill Sanitary Landfill on North Waverly Road has available capacity to 2082 (CalRecycle 2021). The Forward
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Landfill on Austin Road near Stockton was to have reached its capacity in 2020; however, the County Board of
Supervisors recently approved an expansion of Forward Landfill that would extend its life to 2036 (Crunden 2020).
California Xjsfy) %n68=8%XC%68=8 Awj vz xicewnci iyt sxirs 9 fqktwarf vt wjh-hg stwl fstid] fxy] Brehg il wfuiwk
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htr ugfshi % jyntixResmncy £~Bm Snghykey huihy)i%citshtr ugfshi with federal, state, and local management
and reduction statutes and regulations related fo solid waste,
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XX. WILDFIRE.

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

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

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose

project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a
wildfire or the uncontrolied spread of a wildfire?

c) Require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel

breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or _

other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that
may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the

environment?

d) Expose people or sfructures to significant risks,
inciuding downslope or downstream flooding or
landslides, as a resuit of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?
Impact Discussion:
a-d) The project location is located south of the City of Stockton, in the community of French Camp. lt is not identified as a
Community at Risk from Wildfire by Cal Fire's “Fire Risk Assessment Program”. Communities at Risk from Wildfire are

those places within 1.5 miles of areas of High or Very High wildfire threat as determined from CDF-FRAP fuels and
hazard data. Therefore, the impact of wildfires on the project are expected to be less than significant.
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XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

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

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

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

Impact Discussion:

Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than Analyzed
Significant Mitigation Significant No In The
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact Prior EIR

a-c) Review of this project has not indicated any features which might significantly impact the environmental quality of the
site and/or surrounding area. Mitigation measures have been identified in areas where a potentially significant impact
has been identified and these measures, included as conditions of approval, will reduce these impacts to a less than

significant level.
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ATTACHMENT A: SITE PLAN; Golden State Truck Terminal
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ATTACHMENT B: TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

Flecker Associates

Transportation Engineers

November 20, 2624

Mr. Navjot Singh

Golden State Truck Terminal, LLC
1706 W. Woodward Avenue
Manteca, CA 95337

RE: TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM FOR PA-2200150 TRUCK PARKING FACILITY AT
147 E. FRENCH CAMP RD, SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY

Dear Mr. Singh:

Flecker Associates has completed this truck technical memo required by San Joaquin County as part of
your proposed Truck Parking Facility at 147 E. French Camp Road in San loaquin County near the
community of French Camp, The property is 26.10 acres while the project consists of 3.82 acres on the
south side of the site adjacent to French Camp Road (Figure 1}. The project will provide space for 50
tractor-trailer combinations an the site with two ‘standard’ automobile parking spaces. A full access
driveway, about 65 feet wide, is proposed along French Camp Road, with the centerline of the driveway
located about 330 feet east of the westbound stop line prior to the UPRR crossing, A driveway throat of
about 360 feet will provide access to the facility with a gated access located just prior to entering the
parking facility. Figure 2 displays the site plan for the project.

This letter summarizes our assessment of the project’s potential impacts under the County’s December
2012 guidelines,

Technical Approach. This project introduces additional trucks along E. French Camp Road between SR 99
and -5, The project is expected to accommodate parking for STAA trucks.

All local roadways from the project location to both interchanges are designated as STAA routes. The
County uses a Traffic Technical Memorandum when a project may generate more than 50 vehicle trips
during any hour, but are located in areas where previous traffic studies, low daily traffic volumes or
engineering judgment leads the Public Works Department to conclude that a traffic impact study wili likely
not discover any unacceptable degradation on the roadway network.

The memorandum addresses the key issues identified by San loaquin County, including:
1. tdentify the amount of vehicular traffic that Is associated with the planned project;
2. Compare site traffic with the current traffic volumes on the local roadway; and
3. Review the routes available between the site and I-5 and SR 99 via French Camp Road and Arch-

Airport Way and 5. Airport Way to assess existing roadway conditions,

in addition, the County has expressed concern of queuing along French Camp Road near the UPRR
crossing. This includes queuing along westbound French Camp Road at the Bl Dorado Road intersection

8020 SW Valley View Court » Portland, OR 97225 = (946) 501-7513
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Mr. Navjot Singh
November 20 2024
Poge 4

and eastbound French Camnp Road traffic turning left into the site. The County has asked that a queuing
analysis be included in this study to determine whether the project could impact the railroad crossing,

Background Information

Current Traffic Volumes / Conditions on Affected Roads. The following roads pravide primary regional
access to the site:

Interstate 5 (I-5). 1-5 is a major north-south transportation corridor across California which links
the project area with Stockton and the Sacramento area to the north and with the SF Bay area, Stanislaus
County and the balance of the Central Valley to the south. In the immediate area of the project I-5 is a six-
fane controlled access freeway. Ramps connect the freeway mainline with intersecting streets at French
Camp Road/Arch Airport Road about % mile north of the project site, at Mathews Road about %2 mile south
of the site and at El Dorado Street about 1 mile scuth of the project site. The posted speed limiton -5 is
65 mph. The current Average Annual Daily Troffic (AADT) volume on |5 at French Camp Road is 103,000
to 107,000 vehicles per day (2021) in this area, Trucks comprise about 25% of the annual traffic volume
on -5 in this area.

State Route 93 (SR 99). SR 99 is an important north-south facility about 3% miles east of the
project site which links San Joaquin County with the Sacramento area to the north and with Stanislaus
County and the balance of the Central Valley to the south. In the area of the project SR 99 is a six-lane
controlled access freeway. Ramps connect the freeway mainline with intersecting streets and frontage
roads on both sides of SR 99 provide access to existing businesses. The posted speed limit is 65 mph. The
current daily traffic volume on SR 99 is 74,000 ta 85,000 AADT {2021) in the area of the French Camp Road
intersection. Trucks comprise about 16% of the annual traffic volume on SR 99 in this area,

French Camp Road, French Camp Road is an east-west street that links |-5 on the west with State
Route 120 near Escalon, French Camp Road is designated a Minor Arterial roadway in the San Joaquin
County General Pfan Circulation Element. In the area of the project French Camyp Road is a two-lane facility
with paved shoulders. French Camp Road crosses the UPRR at a gated crossing located about 330 feet
west of the proposed project access. A prima facie rural 55 mph speed limit exists on French Camp Road
near the project with a posted 35 mph speed limit eastbound into French Camp just west of the proposed
driveway. The most recent County data available shows the daily traffic to be about 7,300 ADT.

Arch Airport Road. Arch Airpart Road begins at the I-5 / French Camp Road interchange and is an
east-west street that links -5 on the east with State Route 99 in Stackton, The roadway is both within San
Joaquin County and City of Stockton jurisdictions. The City designates it as an arterial roadway while San
Joaquin County designates it as a principal arterial roadway. In the project vicinity Arch Airport Road is a
four-lane roadway with curb and gutter and intermittent sidewalks. The closest access to the site from
this roadway is via French Camp Road. Arch Airport Road has a posted speed of 45 mph.

S. Airport Way. S. Airport Way is a north-south roadway with several name changes from north
of Stockton to south of Manteca. The City designates it as an arterial roadway while San Joaquin County
designates it as a principal arterial roadway. Between Arch Airport Road and French Camp Road the
roadway is a four-lane divided roadway with either paved shoulders or curb, gutter and sidewalk. S.
Airpart Way has a posted speed of 50 mph.

Truck Routes, The San Jfoaquin County STAA Terminal Access Routes map (June 2018) and the City of
Stockton STAA Truck Route Map (2021) identify STAA Terminal Access Routes in the southern side of

FA
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Mr. Navjot Singh
November 20, 2024
Page 5

Stockton within the County. These routes are designated for use by Surface Transportation Assistance
Act (STAA) design vehicle trucks and are vehicles that have relatively large tumning radii and require
roadway design features that accommodate the large turning radii. The following are designated truck
routes in the vicinity of the project site:

e French Camp Road from Interstate 5 to Airport Way and from Airport Way to SR 99.
+ Arch Airport Road from Interstate 5 to SR 99,

s 5. Airport Way from E. Charter Way to French Camp Road.

e S, Airport Way from French Camp Road to Roth Road

Figure 3 iffustrates the Existing traffic at the French Camp Road / EL Dorado Road intersection based on
traffic counts conducted at the French Camp Road / El Dorado Road intersection by TIKM as part of their
traffic study for the Pape Dealership (Traffic impact Study French Camp Dealership, January 19, 2024), and
counts conducted by Flecker Associates at the French Camp Road / Ash Street intersection in September
2023,

Background Conditions. County staff identified three approved and / or pending projects that will add
traffic along French Camp Road. These include:

= the Pape Dealership along French Camp Road
e the South Stockton Commerce Center
¢ the Tidewater Crossing Area C& D,

After discussion with County staffit was determined thata 6-10year projected buildout of the background
projects should be analyzed. The South Stockton Commerce Center was projected to have about 12.8%
of the project built out while the Tidewater Crossing and Pape Dealership were assumed built out. The
project traffic along French Camp Road for the South Stockton Commerce Center was based on the
background project trip assignment shown in the TIKM study. Tidewater Crossing traffic was developed
based on the trip generation and trip distribution figures shown in the August 16. 2022 Memorandum
{Tidewater Crossing Area C & D Site Access Review) prepared by Fehr & Peers. Figure 3 shows the
Background traffic basefine condition.

Background Levels of Service and Queuing. The quality of traffic operations on San Joaquin County roads
and intersections is identified in the Circulation Element and is based on operating Level of Service (LOS)
at key intersections. County staff identified two intersections for analysis, French Camp Road at £l Dorado
Road and French Camp Road at Ash Street, The French Camp Road at El Dorado Road is focated west of
the project site, west of the UPRR crossing. The intersection is operated with a traffic signal. The French
Camp Road / Ash Street intersection is located in the unincorporated community of French Camp, about
% mile east of the project site. This intersection is operated under all-way stop control. The County’s LOS
policy is LOS D at roadways designated Minor Arterials or higher.

The Level of Service was calculated for the French Camp Road / Ash Street intersection using the
methodology contained in the Highway Capacity Manual, 7 Edition (HCM]. The overall Level of Service
was determined based on the average length of delays for all motorists at the all-way stop. Level of Service
was calculated using Synchro Version 12 software,

FA

PA-22001590 - Initial Study

40



QZ——N=2m
omacro<

CZCoARRO>W
wmTcro<

—OM—QI1
OMECr-O<

ele

OZCOAORO>» T
+

PMSCrO< ~0m-QOum

FRENCH CAMP ROAD / EL DORADO ROAD

FRENCH CAMP ROAL f ASH STREET

FRENCH CAMP ROAD / PROJECT DRIVEWAY

FLECKER ASSOCIATES

FIGURE 3

3775-01

TRAFFIC VOLUMES

PA-2200150 — Initial Study

41



Mr. Navjot Singh
November 20, 2024
Page 7

For the French Camp Road / Ef Dorado Road intersection and the project driveway, Synchro/SimTraffic
software was used. SimTraffic is a microsimulation program that is often used to analyze corridors and
closely spaced intersections. For this analysis the simulation methodology is used to better reflect the
expected queuing at the driveway and near the raflroad crossing as it simulates conditions rather than
calculating a result. SimTraffic was run 10 times with the eight median runs used to determine projected
levels of service and 95" percentile queues, The 95' percentile queue is not necessarily the longest
queue occurring during the peak period but represents a queue with a length that is exceeded
only 5% of the time. This is the generally accepted approach in determining queues.

Table 1 presents the Background LOS and 95" percentile queues at the existing intersections. Under
background conditions the French Camp Road / EL Dorado Road intersection will operate at LCS C
conditions during both a.m. and p.m. peak hours. The westbound queues are projected to be up to 499,
The distance from the stop bar at French Camp Road / EL Dorado Road intersection to the west side of
the UPRR crossing is about 800; thus, the queue does not extend to the rail crossing.

The French Camp Road / Ash Street intersection will operate at LOS F conditions during both peak haours.
The intersection will meet the peak hour traffic signal warrant, and the installation of a traffic signal at
this intersection would result in traffic along French Camp Road to proceed through the town without
stopping under a green light condition on french Camp Road. Based on previous feedback received by San
loaquin County from the community, maintaining the all-way stop slows traffic through the center of the
town and is the preferred operation for the residents. The longest queues along French Camp Road will
be about 770" in the westhound direction during the p.m. peak hour and about 388’ in the eastbound
direction during the a.m. peak hour.

TABLE %
BACKGROUND LOS AND QUEUES
AM PM
Avg Delay / 95™ Queue Avg Delay / 95™ Queue
Intersection Control LoS {ft) LOS {ft)

1. French Camp Rd / El Dorado Rd | Signal 20.2/C 304/¢

WB 202 499
2. French Camp Rd / Ash St AWS 76.2 [F 101.1/F

EB 388 290

WwB 510 770
Average delay in seconds
AWS — all way stop

Safaty along Rotrtes to the Project Site. The physical features along the routes that will provide access to
the site were reviewed, French Camp Road is generally straight and level with paved shoulders along
French Camp Road between El Dorado Street and S. Airport Way. The roadway consists of 3 single lane in
each direction with centerline double yellow striping and shoulder striping throughout the segment,
Various markings are present on the roadway, including railroad markings and signage for the adjacent
railroad crossing and school crassings beginning at Eim Street in French Camp. Additionally, speed
markings are present at speed reduction locations, with school markings and crosswalks presentin French
Camp.

FA
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Mr, Naviot Singh
November 20, 2024
Page 8

Collison History. Crash data was reviewed along French Camp Road available from the Statewide
Integrated Traffic Records System ([SWITRS), This system surmmarizes collision reports filed by the
California Highway Patrol (CHP), the San Joagquin County Sheriff's department and the City of Stockton
police department. SWITRS reports between 2018 and 2022 were reviewed, Over this five-year period, 66
crashes were reported along French Camp Road between Arch Airport Road and S. Airport Way, Two
appeared to involve trucks with both crashes occurring at or just west of the 5. El Dorado Street
intersection. Table 2 presents the crash history. The primary crashes, speed and improper turning were
the most prevalent, accounting for 39% and 23% of the crashes in this corridor.

Between Harlan Road and McKinley Road five crashes were reported over the five-year time frame. Three
oceurred at McKinley Road and two occurred near Harlan Road, The three crashes that occurred at
McKinley Road had the following characteristics:

- wehicle on southbound MeKinley Road crossing French Camp Road
o vehicle failed to stop and hit eastbound vehicle traveling on French Camp Road
- vehicle on eastbound French Camp Road making left turn onto McKinley Ave
o sideswipe of a through maoving vehicle traveling on eastbound French Camp Road
- vehicle completed right turn on westhound French Camp Rd to northbound McKinley Road
o hit bieyclist traveling north on McKinley Road during or after completing turn

The remaining two crashes occurred near Harlan Road and had the following characteristics:

- two vehicles on westbound French Camp Road stopped at or near the railroad tracks
o 3" vehicle trailing failed to stop with rear end crash into stopped vehicles
o itis unknown whether the crossing gates were in use at the time

- vehicle on westbound French Camp Road stopped at Harlan Road
o trailing vehicle failed to stop with rear end crash into stopped vehicle

The frequency of collisions can be determined in relation to the amount of traffic along a segment of
roadway, and that result can be compared to statewide average for similar facilities, Over the last five
years the segment crash rate between Arch Airport Road and S, Airport Way is 2.26 crashes per million
vehicle miles {Acc/MVM). The overall 1% mile segment includes 11 intersections which is typically where
most crashes occur. On rural segments speed often is also a primary factor in crashes. Both of these crash
types, i.e. intersection right-of-way and speed, were the prevalent crash type in the segment, This crash
rate is higher than the statewide average of 1.01 Acc/MVM for rural two-lane roadways, The rate declines
to between 1.43 and 1.72 when looking at the shorter segment between Harlan Road and McKinley Road;
the rate varies dependent on whether the crash involving the right turning vehicle is included on the
French Camp Road segment. In both cases the only crash that occurred in the “mid-block” portion of this
segment was the rear end crash at the rail crossing, When considering only those crashes within the mid-
block where the project access will be located and excluding the adjacent intersections, the crash rate is
0.36 Ace/ MVM.

Given the types of crashes along the overall 134 mile roadway segment, alternative improvements to

address the collision history on this segment could include additional speed enforcement, adding turn

lanes along the route or limiting access to minimize improper turning. The San Joaquin Council of

Governments Draft 2022 Regional Transportation Plan / Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS)
- improvement list does not identify any roadway improvements along this segment.
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TABLE 2
2013-2022 COLLISION HISTORY ON FRENCH CAMP ROAD
Arch Airport Road to §. Airport Way
CrashType = "7|"2018 | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 |  Total
Red Light Signai Violation - 1 i 2 3 7
Faifure to Yield - - - - 3 3
DUl 1 2 i - 2 5]
Speed 5 3 6 7 5 26
Unsafe Starting / Backing - - 1 1 1 3
Improper TUrn S 4 3 1 2 i5
Right-of-Way - - 1 - 1 2
Wrong Side of Road - - 1 - 1 2
Hit Object 1 - - - - 1
Fallen Debris - - 1 - - 1
Total Crashes 12 10 15 11 18 66
PROPOSED PROJECT

Proiect Travel Characteristics

Type of Operation. The operational characteristics of the project have been identified in terms of the
amount of truck and automebile activity and the time periods of that travel. The project includes 39
striped parking spaces for truck-trailer combinations and two automobiles spaces. The site is permitted
to park 50 trucks, so it is possible that an additional 11 trucks could be parked on the site,

Typically, trucking operations fall into two categories: “Long haul” or “Local Distribution or Agricultural
Harvesting / Processing Support”. For long haul trucks the typical routine sends drivers away from the site
for extended periods of time. On a typical weeklong haul, most trucks return to the site on Friday and
leave early Sunday or Monday, and most drivers try to operate outside of peak traffic hours. Alternatively,
local based trucking typically leaves the site each weekday and returns that afterncon / evening. In both
cases, a driver would travel by automobile to and from the site before beginning or ending his trips.

The project will serve mostly long-haul trucks, making up about 70% of the trucks parked on the site. The
remaining 30% are expected to be local trucks, departing and arriving on the same day. During the week
some trucks may come and go for inspections or maintenance or if the drivers come home during the
week. Sormne of the truck drivers will park their personal auto at the site and others will be dropped off. It
is expected that the long haul truckers will be dropped off and picked up while the daily and short haul
drivers will park onsite, using their truck spot for their personal vehicle.

Trip Generation. This project’s trip generation was estimated based on available resources and our
understanding of the characteristics of these uses. As noted above, the site will be used by long haul and
daily truckers.
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Long haul truck trip generation rates were developed from 24-hr truck traffic counts at a large (440 spaces}
truck parking area in Yuba City. That site generated 334 total truck trips (143 in and 191 out) on a Thursday,
or 0.76 daily truck trips per space. It was assumed that drivers would generate automobile trips at the
same time that trucks entered and exited the site. The applicant has indicated that the long haul truckers
will most likely be dropped off and picked up at the site. For the purposes of this analysis it was assumed
that 90% of these long haul trips will be pick up and drop off with 10% parking and leaving their vehicles.

Table 3 presents the projected daily and peak hour trip generation forecasts for the site, The project is
expected to generate up to 137 daily trips with 57 truck trips and 80 automobile trips. In the a.m. peak
hour the project could generate 22 truck trips, 1 inbound and 21 outhound and 30 automobile trips (23
inbound and 7 outbound) while in the p.m. peak hour the site could generate 22 truck trips, 20 inbound
and 2 outbound and 30 automobile trips {7 inbound and 23 outhound).

TABLE 3
PROIJECT TRIP GENERATION ESTIMATE
Uit Ut Q t e Teaeks s PO Automaobiles }'ntal
U Ll B m B uanlty Sy I::Out.“i Total | Ino’ E..':Out E srinTotal < | Viehicles '
AM Peak Hour
Short 15 1 0% 100% 1.00 100% 0% 1.00 20}
Haul* spaces {0) {15} {15} {15} {0) {15)
35 8% 92% 0.20 50% 50% 0.40
rongHa | spaces | * W @ | oo (1) @
100% 0% 1.00
Employees 1am 1 - - - 1
ploy P W | © W w
Total (1) ey | @) @ @ {30) {53)
PM Peak Hour
Short is 1 100% 0% 1.00 0% 100% 1.00 30)
Haul* spaces {15} {Q) {15) {0} {15} {15)
a5 75% 25% 0.20 50% 50% 0.40
Long Haut 1 21
; spaces 6 lo|lolonlw (14) -
0% 100% 1.00
Employees lem 1 - - - 1
ploy P © | @ W W
Total {20) {2) {22) {7) {23) {30} {52}
Daily
15 50% 50% 2.00 50% 50% 2.00
ShortHaul | s ! (15} sy | oy | sy | () (20) (60)
35 43% 57% | 0.764 { 50% 50% 1.38
75
longHaul | e 1 {12) 1 | en | ey | e (48) (75)
50% 50% 2.00
Empioyees | lemp 1 - - - (1) (1) 2} {2)
Total (27} 6oy | 57 | @wo | (o) 80) (237)

*assumes all short haul daily trips and traiter pick-up or drop-off begin and end during peak hours
{trips generated)
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SB 743. SB 743 requires that as of July 1, 2020 evaluation of transportation impacts under CEQA may no
longer be based on consideration of Level of Service and will move to evaluation based on Vehicle Miles
Traveled (VMT). Methods for estimating project VMT and for evaluating VMT impacts are cutlined in
Office of Planning & Research (OPR) directives and are implemented by individual jurisdictions,

Heavy trucks are generally excluded from a VMT analysis, however, the auto traffic generated by the site
should be evaluated. The projectis projected to generate up to 80 trips not made by heavy trucks, Certain
types of projects as identified in statute, the CEQA Guidelines, or in OPR’s Technical Advisory are
presumed to have a less than significant impact on VMT and therefore, a less than significant impact on
transportation. One such project type is small projects generating less than 110 daily trips. With up to 80
daily trips this project is presumed to have a less than significant impact on VIMT,

Levels of Service and Queuing. Project traffic was added to the Background traffic conditions to develop
near term Background plus Project conditions. Figure 3 presents the project traffic and Background plus
Project conditions at each of the intersections.

Table 4 presents the LOS and 95 percentile queues at the three study locations. Under Plus Project
conditions the French Camp Road / El Dorado Road intersection will continue to operate at LOS C during
bath a.m. and p.m. peak hours. The westbound queues will lengthen, with the p.m. peak hour westbound
queue about 699°. Under Plus Project conditions the 95™ percentile queue should not extend to the UPRR
crossing.

The French Camp Road / Ash Street intersection will continue to operate at LOS F conditions during both
peak hours. As was noted under Background conditions the intersection meets the peak hour signal
warrant; however, signalization could he adverse to the quality of life for the community of French Camp
due to higher speeds under a green light condition. The queues will lengthen along French Camp Road to
about 415’ in the eastbound direction during the a.m. peak hour and about 950' in the westbound
direction during the p.m. peak hour.

TABLE 4
BACKGROUND PLUS PROJECT LOS AND QUEUES
AM PM
AvgDelay/ | 95™ Queue | AvgDelay/ 95™ Queue
Intersection Control LOS {ft) LOS {Ft)
1. French Camp Rd / El DoradoRd | Signal 207/C 349/C
WB 331' 699
2.French Camp Rd / Ash 5t AWS 827 /F 1366/F
EB 415’ 375
WB 535’ 950’
3. French Camp Rd / Project D/W | EB Left S.1/A 6.2/A
SB Stop 67/A 9.1/A
EB 39 92
SB 79 49°
Average delay in seconds
AWS —all way stop
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Site Access. The project layout shows a new driveway encroachment proposed with the approximate
centerline of the driveway about 330 feet east of the railroad stop line (Figure 2). The site includes 50
truck parking spaces and two automobile spaces. The driveway will have about a 65-foot throat that will
be constructed to County commercial standards. A sliding gate will be provided for security with the gate
set about 360 feet from the right-of-way. The location of the gate will allow four STAA semitrailers to
queue off of French Camp Road, minimizing queues along French Camp Road. The longest cutbound
gueue is projected to be about 79’ during the a.m. peak hour.

The internal roadways are generally 75 feet wide to allow trucks to maneuver forward and backwards
when arriving or departing the site. The internal areas where trucks are driving and not parking are a
minimurn of 40 feet wide.

Driveway Layout. The driveway needs to allow for STAA trucks to enter and exit westbound French Camp
Road without crossing the roadway centerline. in addition, due to the truck paths required by STAA wheel
tracks, adequate pavement needs to be provided so that the vehicles can complete turns without leaving
the pavemnent, The driveway and approaches should be constructed to accommodate STAA trucks,

Sight Distance. The adequacy of site access is also related to available sight distance at the driveway and
to the ability of the project users to recognize and use the driveways to enter onto E. Frontage Road. The
applicable minimum corner sight distance standard (CSD) is contained in the Caltrans Highway Design
Manual Table 405.1A. As noted earlier, French Camp Road has a prima facie speed limit of 55 mph;
however, a 35-mph speed limit is posted about 275 feet east of the railroad crossing. This is within the
driveway vicinity, A 45-mph speed was used to determine the stopping sight distance requirements both
approaches as it is likely that eastbound vehicles will be slowing to 35 mph while westbound vehicles will
be increasing speed leaving the 35 mph zone.

Caltrans notes that the minimum corner sight distance {feet) should be determined by the equation:
1.47VnTg, where Vi is the design speed {mph) of the major road and T is the time gap (seconds) for the
minor road vehicle to enter the major road. The time gap values in Table 405.1A of the Highway Design
Manuai (HDM) should be used to determine T;based on the design vehicle and the type of maneuver. The
distance from the edge of traveled way to the rear wheels at the minor road stop location should be
assumed as: 20 feet for a passenger car, 30 feet for a single-unit truck, and 72 feet for a combination truck.

Based on Chapter 405.1, Sight Distance, of the HDM, the minimum CSD for a 45-mph roadway with trucks
making a right turn from the minor leg is 695 feet while the minimum CSD for a left turn is 760 fest,

This distance is shown in Figure 4A lcoking to the west from the driveway and in Figure 4B looking to the
east. Adequate sight distance appears available and should be confirmed during the preparation of the
construction documents.
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Conclusions and Recommendations

French Camp Road is an STAA Route between Arch Airport Road and SR 99. Additional STAA routes include
Arch Airport Road between |-5 and east of SR 99 and along 5. Airport Way between E. Charter Way and
French Camp Road.

The proposed truck parking facility proposes a full access driveway along French Camp Road. The driveway
will be located about 330 feet east of the UPRR crossing. Vehicles entering the driveway will travel about
360 feet back towards the west before reaching the site’s gated access. This will allow multiple STAA
trucks to queue along the driveway, and not along French Camp Road, while waiting to enter the site,

This analysis considered development over a 6-10 year period as three projects are identified in the
project vicinity that will add traffic along French Camp Road. These include the Pape Dealership along
French Camp Road, the Scuth Stockton Commerce Center and the Tidewater Crossing Area C & D. The
Pape Dealership and Tidewater Crossing projects were assumed to be builtin in this time period while the
Stockton Commerce Center was assumed to have about 12.8% buildout of the site.

Levets of Service and 95" percentile queuing information was calculated for two local intersections to
develop a baseline of projected traffic conditions by 2034. The analysis indicated that the French Camp
Road / El Dorado Road intersection to the west will operate at LOS C conditions in both a.m. and p.m.
peak hour periods. In addition, the westbound queue is projected to extend about 499 feet to the east.
This queue is less than the approximate 800 feet between the intersection and the UPRR rail crossing, The
intersection to the east, French Camp Road at Ash Street is projected to operate at LOS F in both a.m. and
p.m. peak hours. This intersection also meets the peak hour traffic signal warrant. While below the
County's LOS D threshold the existing all-way stop control is the preferred operation as this maintains
slower traffic valumes through the center of French Camp.

The project will include both long haul and short haul trucks, with the long haul trucks off site for multiple
days at a time; short haul trucks will make daily trips te and from the site. In a worst-case scenario it is
likely that the site would generate 22 peak hour truck trips with 30 automobile trips, Project traffic will be
added along both directions of French Camp Road with the majority of truck traffic using 5.

The LOS / Queuing analysis under project conditions shows that the French Camp Road / El Borado Road
intersection will continue to operate at LOS C in both peak periods while the French Camp Road / Ash
Street intersection will continue to operate at LOS F conditions. The westbound queue at El Dorado Road
will lengthen to about 699 feet and will continue to not reach the UPRR crossing. Additionally, the
eastbound queue at the project driveway is projected to be about 79 feet and will also not reach the
crossing. Queues along French Camp Road at Ash Street will lengthen to about 950 feet in the westbound
direction and about 415 feet in the eastbound direction.

Based on the proposed driveway location and existing speed limits the projected minimum corner sight
distance should be met for both directions. The existing crash data does not indicate a history of crashes
in the project vicinity, and only two truck crashes were identified in the five-year period 2018-2022 from
Arch Airport Road to S, Airpart Way,
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The project should not have an appreciable impact on the operation or safety on the roads providing
access to the site, However, to enhance safety near the rail crossing, the project should install R8-8 signs
(Do Not Stop On Tracks) as shown in the CA MUTCD at the following locations to improve recognition of
the rail crossing for motorists:

- while approaching the rail crossing, approximately 10 feet in front of the raiiroad stop line along
the eastbound and westbound approaches.

- while departing the rail crossing, approximately 12 feet from the railroad stop line in the departing
direction.

Thank you again for contacting our firm for this assignment. Please feel free to calf me if you have any
questions or need additional information.

Sincerely,

~" Jonathan Flecker, P.E.
Transportation Engineer

Attachments

Tech Truck Mema 147 Frerch Comp Rd
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Lanes and Geometrics Background plus Project PM
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ATTACHMENT C: ANALYSIS OF IMPACTS TO AIR QUALITY
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Environmental Permitting Specialists (EPS) has been retained by Golden State Truck Terminal,

LLC to evaluate impacts to air quality and from greenhouse gas emissions from a proposed truck
parking facility. This analysis has been prepared in support of an environmental review being
conducted by the Community Development Department (CDD) at San Joaquin County, California.

The project would develop a 50 truck and trailer parking facility on a 26.1 acre property. The
parking terminal would occupy 3.82 acres near the Southern portion of this property located
near the intersection of French Camp Road and South McKinley Avenue in French Camp (Figure
1-1). The proposed project would include a guard shack and two additional automobile parking
spaces {Figure 1-2).

The objective of the proposed analysis is to evaluate three categories of impacts associated with
the construction and operation of this project:

1. Alr Quality Impacts
2, Impacts to Public Health
3. Impacts from Greenhouse Gas {GHG) Emissions

The overall approach used in this analysis is to quantify the emission rates of regulated air
pollutants for the construction and operational phases and then compare the emission rates with
thresholds of significance established by the San Joaquin Valley Air Poliution Control District
{SIVAPCD). The project is considered to have potentially significant air quality impact if any of the
emission rates exceed the thresholds of significance established by SIVAPCD.

SIVAPCD serves as the commenting agency, while the San Joaquin County will be the lead agency
for this project. SIVAPCD sets the air quality and GHG standards for the eight-county region,
including San Joaquin County, within the Central Valley, CDD follows the air quality significance
thresholds established by SIVAPCD.

This report is divided into 6 sections. Immediately following this Introduction, the project is
described in Section 2. Next, the methodology for calculating air pollutant and GHG emissions is
discussed in Section 3. The project’s impacts are discussed in Section 4. The report concludes
with a discussion of the significance of the project’s impacts on air quality, public health and GHG
in (Section 5). References and calculations are provided in Section 6 and in the Appendices
respectively.
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Figure 1-1
Vicinity Map
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Figure 1-2
Site Map

Source: Wong Engineers, Inc.
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As noted in the Introduction, the proposed project would construct a 50-space truck parking area
with a guard shack to be located adjacent to the Union Pacific Railway tracks approximately 0.4
miles East of Interstate 5 (Figures 1-1 and 1-2). The site is already level and therefore minimal
grading would be required. There are no existing structures or trees at the site, therefore, no
demolition or extensive site work will be required. Minimal amount of soil would be imported or
exported. As a result, no heavy construction equipment will be required. The main construction
activity will be paving of the parking area.

Other project details are summarized in Table 2-1.

50 Truck/Trailer
Parking Spaces 1 Auto
1 ADA
Paved Area 128,971 sqft
Landscape Area 12,970sq ft
Building area 120sq ft

The site has access to local utilities (electricity and water); therefore, the only site work required
involves minimal trenching 10 connect to the utilities, No foundations will be required for
installing the pre-fabricated 120 square foot guard shack. Since the site has access to electrical
power, there would be minimal use of portable electric generators during the construction phase.

A traffic study has been completed for this project that determined a total of 137 trips would be
generated daily. These would consist of 57 truck and 80 automobile trips per day . Excerpts of
the Traffic Study are provided in Appendix A.

The vehicle trips are divided into “Short Haul” and “Long-haul” trips, Short haul trips would be
local, within the Sacramento and Northern Central Valley. Long haul trips would take 5 to 10 days
per round trip and would typically visit other states in the West, Mid-West and the East Coast.

A breakdown of trips and an estimate of vehicle miles travelled {YMT) is summarized in Table 2-
2. We note that for the purposes of determining project impacts, only vehicle trips and vehicle
emissions within the San Joaquin County and the Central Valley need to be evaluated. The
authority of CDD and SIVAPCD is limited to activities within the San Joaquin County and the
Central Valley.
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Trips Trips Trip Length VMT

Vehicle per Day VperWeek (nies} {dally) {(weekly) |(monthly i{annuvai}
Autos 560 25 : 2,000 14,000 | 80,667 728000

Trucks : v
ShortHau 17 | 11§ 26 1 425 2075 12882 | {54700
Leng-Haul C4n 40 125 i 6,000 5000 : 21667 | 260,000
: Subtotal Trucks 5425 7975 : 34558 | 414700
i EEY 718 TOTALL 7425 | 21975 | 95225 [1,142.700

For the purposes of this analysis, EPS has assumed construction would begin January 1, 2026 and
be completed by March 31, 2026 and begin operating by April 1, 2026, The impacts and
conclusions presented in this report would not be affected if this schedule is modified.
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The construction and operations at the proposed truck terminal/parking area would release a
varlety of air pollutants, including GHG emissions, Project impacts are directly related to short-
term and long-term emissions of these pollutants, This section identifies these poliutants and
describes how they will be gquantified. The significance of these emissions is discussed later in
this report in Section 5.

3.1 Emissions of Criteria Air Poltutants

Criteria alr pollutants refers to those pollutants for which the state and/or the federal
government has established ambient (outside} air quality standards. Impacis are considered
significant if project emissions violate any ambient air quality standards or exceed daily and/or
annual thresholds set by the lead and other agencies.

The following criteria air pollutants were quantified for both the construction and operational
phases:

e  Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx)

Reactive Organic Compounds (ROG)
Particulate Matter {PM10)

Fine Particufate Matter (PM2.5)
Carbon Monoxide (CO)

Sulfur Dioxide (502}

* & & @

The maximum daily and annual emission rates of each of these air pollutants were quantified
using Version 2022.1.1.29 of the CalEEMod emissions model. This model is recommended by the
CDD and the SIVAPCD for calculating emissions associated with the construction and operational
phases,

For the construction phase, emissions from grading, site preparation, building construction,
paving etc. are included. For the operational phase, emissions associated with traffic and
landscaping/maintenance were calculated, In addition, indirect emissions associated with
electricity and any water consumption are included in the analysis. This calculation methodology
is based on default emission factors for various sources and activities which have been
incorporated inthe CalEEMod modei. This includes default values for electricity consumption at
a parking iot.

3.2 Emissions of Toxic Air Contaminants

Toxic air contaminants (TACs) refer to air pollutants known to be harmful to humans but for which
there are no ambient air quality standards. Examples include benzene, nickel, formaldehyde, etc.
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These elements and compounds are released from combustion of fuels such as gasoline and
diesel.

Impacts from TACs are evaluated in terms of public health risks from exposure to these
compounds, “Health Risks” refers to cancer and non-cancer risks and are reported in terms of a
probability or a risk score.

The current project is not considered a significanr source of toxic air contaminants. There would
be trace amounts of diesel particulate matter (DPM) released during the construction phase and
from truck travel. DPM is a complex mixture of various organics and trace metals,

L
For diesel particulate, CalEEMod provides exhaust emissions data reported as PM10e or PM2.5e.
For other TACS, emission factors recommended by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
are typically used,

Impacts from TAC emissions are considered significant if public health risks exceed thresholds
established by SIVAPCD and adopted by San Joaquin County.

3.3 Emissions of GHG Emissions

Greenhouse gases refer to a variety of gases such as carbon dioxide {COz), nitrous oxide {N2 Gz),
methane {CH4)}, hyrofluorocarbons, and others. GHG emissions are to be reported in terms of
annual metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents {MT CO; {e)].

The main source of GHG emissions for this project are mobile sources (trucks, cars), These
emissions are regulated by the State of California and not by San Joaquin County or the SIVAPCD,
Therefore, the County relies, in part, on the California Air Resources Board for future reductions
in GHG erissions from mobile sources to achieve its climate goals. Neither the County nor the
SIVAPCD has set thresholds of significance for GHG emissions for mobile sources. Therefore, the
significance of GHG impacts is evaluated in terms of consistency with various plans,
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This section discusses the air quality, GHG and public health impacts associated with the Project.
Electronic copies of the modeling files are listed in Appendix E and provided as a separate
attachment. The significance of the impacts is discussed in Section 5.

4.1 Impacts to Air Quality

Construction Phase

Impacts to air quality were determined by calculating the maximum daily and annual emission
rate of each of the criteria air pollutants, Emissions associated with various construction phases
{grading, site work, etc.) were quantified. These emission rates are summarized in Table 4-1.
Detailed emission calculations are provided in Appendix B, The list of construction equipment
and hours of usage appears on page 27 of the emissions report in Appendix B, The emissions
report provides a breakdown of emissions by phase and activity.

oy
o

SO2
<0.005

Operational Phase

As with the construction phase, impacts to air quality for the operational phase were determined
by calculating the maximum daily and annual emission rate of each the criteria air pollutant
identified earlier in Section 3.1,

Based on the use of the CalEEMod emissions model, the daily and annual emission rates are
summarized in Table 4-2. The detailed emissions report is provided in Appendix B,

5
<0.001
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4.2 Impacts from Toxic Air Pollutants

Toxic air pollutants refer to those air poliutants for which ambient air quality standards have not
been established. The proposed project is not considered a significant source of toxic air
contaminants. The main toxic air pollutant that would be released in DPM during the
construction and operational phases. These are discussed in this section.

Construction Phase

There would be frace amounts of diesel exhaust particulate matter released during the
construction phase from various equipment used in site preparation, grading, paving, etc. For
the construction phase, the CalEEMod emissions model provides the daily and annual emission
rate of diesel particulate matter {represented by exhaust PM10e). This annual emission rate of
DPM was used to calculate a screening level cancer risk score,

“Screening Level” refers 1o a rough estimate of potential risk based on the annual emissions of a
TAC and the distance to nearest home. Unlike a detailed health risk assessment that provides a
numerical probability of cancer risk, & screening level risk analysis yields a “Risk Score”. The
objective in preparing a screening level risk analysis is to avoid preparing a detailed health risk
assessment if the screening level risk scores are below the thresholds of significance. For this
project, the screening level risk calculation is summarized in Table 4-3, Detailed calculations are
provided in Appendix c.

STVET e
{tons/year):
0.00347

Operational Phase

There are no stationary sources, such as diesel fueled emergency generators, that would release
toxic air contaminants at the project site. The relatively small amount of DPM released from
truck travel would be released over a wide [off-site) area and therefore would not contribute to
health impacts near the project site. As a result, a screening level risk analysis would be negligible
{cancer risk score less than 0.01).

4.3 Impacts from Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Impacts from greenhouse gas emissions are reported in terms of metric tons of carbon dioxide
equivalents or [MT €Oz (e}]. impacts from GHG emissions occur over the long term (years and
decades not months). Therefore, this analysis focuses on the GHG emissions associated with the
occupancy phase,
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Consistent with SIVAPCD CEQA Guidance, project level GHG emissions have been quantified, A
summary of these emissions appears in Table 4-4,

0.02 0,12 954
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5.1 Impacts to Air Quality
The results of the current analysis far criteria air pollutants are compared with annual emission
thresholds established by SIVAPCD. The thresholds are summarized in Table 5-1.

Air Quality Thresholds of Significance-Criteria Pollutants

The San Jjoaguin Valley Air Pollution Confrol District's current adopted thresholds of
significance for criteria poliutant emissions and their application is presented in the

Ioliowing table.

NOx 10 10 10
ROG 10 10 10
50x 27 27 27
PMio 15 15 15
PM2.5 15 15 15

Air Quatity Thresholds of Significance-Toxic Air Contaminants

The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Condrol District's current thresholds of significance
forr toxic air contaminant (TAC) emisslons from the operalions of both permited and non-

permitled sources are cambined and presented in the foltowing table,

Maximally Exposed Individual risk equals or exceeds 20 in ong
million

Acute: Hazard index equals or exceeds 1 for the Maximally
Exposed individual

Chranic: Hazard Index equals of exceeds 1 {or the Maximally

Exposed individual

April 2, 2025
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A comparison of project ernissions for the construction and operational phases is summarized in
Tables 5-2 and 5-3. Detailed calculations are provided in Appendix B.

ROG 0.0082 10 No
PM10 0.039 15 No
PM2.5 0.020 15 No

NOx 0.98 10 Neo
ROG 0.038 10 No
PM10 0.45 15 No
PM2.5 0.13 15 Ne

These results demonstrate that impacts to air quality are much less than significant for criteria
air pollutants. For example, NOx emissions are less than one-tenth of the significance threshold.

5.2 Impacts from TAC Emissions
The project is not a significant source of toxic air emissions. For the operational phase, there are

no sighificant sources of TACs. For the construction phase, the main TAC that would be
temporarily released is DPM. EPS estimates the annual amount to be 6,94 pounds/yr or 0.0034
tons/yr, This amount is too small to pose a health risk to nearby homes. EPS estimate the cancer
risk score to equat 4.01 which is below the threshold of a risk score of 10. The risk score
calculation is provided in Appendix C. Given the small quantity and brief duration of TAC
emissions and negligible health impacts, a detailed health risk assessment is not warranted.
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5.3 Impacts from GHG Emissions

Neither San Joaguin County nor SIVAPCD have established any thresholds of significance for GHG
emissions from mobile sources. As noted previously, GHG emissions from cars and trucks are
regulated by the California Air Resources Board. SIVAPCD and the County have set some
performance standards and best management practices for stationary sources. The standards,
however, do not apply to mobile sources. The Applicant relies on compliance with increasingly
stringent state standards to conform with the California’s climate goals.

5.4 Evaluation of Impacts {CEQA Check List)
in addition to the significance criteria established by SIVAPCD, Appendix G of the CEQA

Guidelines require specific determination of impacts to air quality, public health and odors.
These are provided in Appendix D,
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CalEEMod (2022): California Emissions Estimator Model, Information available at:

hitp://www.caleemod.com/

CAPCOA (2008): CEQA and Climate Change; Evaluating and Addressing Greenhouse Gas
Emissions from Projects Subject to CEQA. January 2008,

CEQA (2024} California Environmental Quality Act. Available at:
htips://oag.ca.pov/environment/ceqa

SIVAPCD (2024) CEQA Guidelines Available at https://ww2 valleyair.org/permitting/cega
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APPENDIX B

CalEEMoD Emissions Reports

Detailed Report (PDF)

Summary Report (Excel)
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detalled Report, 4/4/2025
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detalled Report, 4/4/2025
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores
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OffRea 085 07z 507 679 00f 634 — 084 032 — 032 ' 004 001 - 1,087
o . :

Equipm

et :

Dust —_ - — - — 708 i— 342 342 - = — -
From : :

Materiai | !

Movamert i

iOnste 0G0 000 GO0 000 (000 000 000 000 000 0OC 000 000 000 000 000 000 000
truck : : ‘ i

- Average w« — — — — — — — _ o _ _ 5_ _ -
Daty |

‘OffRoa 002 602 016 019 <0005 001  i— o ool 0.o1 283 <0005 <0005 — 28.4
d H

Equipm |

ent

PA-2200150 — Initial Study
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Average “— —- -

Baily

Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

Oft-Roa <0005 <0005 003
4

“Equipm - i
cent

i— < 6,005

Pust el e —_
From
Material

: Onsits
-truck

‘Annual —
jOff-Roa =< D005 o

d ; H

Equipm
ent i

Bust e
‘From
-Material .
.Mavemest

Onsite
trugk

ioffsits

{Daily, : :

“Sumgner | : :
ey :
.Dally - =
“Winter : : i
Max} ; :

“Vendor

Haufing

000 000

<0005 <0005 e

G D00 I—

?.Average :
Daily

PA-2200150 — initial Study
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0.3

o2

010

Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

540

5538 5539

‘608
‘<0.005

o.04

<0.005 <0005 |

0.61
<0.005

0.00

‘0.00

o.02

<0.005
<0005 i<

[Energy = :
Water  — - - — <0.005 |
Waste — - — - 000 (000 000

0.76

1001

002

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Site Preparation (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Poliutants {Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs {Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual}

:Onsite e : :

‘Dally,  ‘— - — — — - — — - — e - - — — fm — —
-Summer ; i

(Max) :

Daly, i— — — — — - - — — — — — - — e e - —
“Winter H

j(Max) _ : f

‘OftRoa 042 1010 103 191 1<0005 003 — 003 603 — 003 i 201
d : :

:Equipm

.ent . fime § Ln s e e m = o yemesere wem probeim men mia e o s : :

‘Dust — - — - i~ ‘moo om0 i— 000 000 -
From :

Material

. Movemert

‘Onsite
-truck

200

0.0

"%

oo

0.00

‘000

‘000

‘000

G.00

PA-2200150 — initial Study
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13,760

0.02

018
0.00

257

Motile

‘Area 1= 0.005

13,788

;13,440

:Energy 0.00

Water

257

018

Maste 0.0
Total 058 i 13,466
(Average — : -
Dally :

‘Mobie  0.37

0.c8

5513 5513

0.09

‘078

5738

Area < 0.005 <0005 <0005 i 00t 1001 <0005 <0.005 |— oot
Enery 000 000 000 e 255 255 <0005 <0005 - 287
Water — - = = ‘016 <0005 <0005 — 018
Wasle — S 0 000 000 o0 -

PA-2200150 — Initial Study

0.00

131



Golden Gate Truck Terminat Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

“Annual

0.0

§2026 .0.01

‘0.0

oo?

LI

2.4. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

‘Dally, —

Criteria Poliutants {ib/day for dally,

tonfyr for annual) and GHGs (ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

‘Summer :
(M=) : . - -
‘Uomit 060 037 115 (113 01 020 585 605 048 152 172 000

: Da-il-).;, —
Winter ¢
(Max)

Unmit.

058

:Average —
Daily
Max) |

Unmit. 0.31

5530 5530

Annual —
AMax) !

‘Unmit 008 o :

‘Exceeds —
“{Annual) :

;_Threshoi —
d :

PA-2200150 — Initial Study
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1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Threshoids

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

LDain, — — -— i— — —
‘Winter |
“(Max)

Unmit.  0.87 X

iAverage —_
Dally
(M

‘0.05

. Unmif
fAnnual —
‘(Max)
Unmit 001 D)

.Exceeds . —
“(Annual) :
:Threshoi — : :

d

Unmit. — No

Ne N i~  No = — = o

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

&8/38

PA-2200150 — Initial Study 133



Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Baslc Project Information

"F'rojeci Name
‘Gonstruction Start Date {1H/2026

: Golden Gate Truek Tetminal

;Operational Year

‘Lead Agency
Ang]ys;gLeve|fD;Defau|t~s | e s i .
\M"dspeed(ws) e e e e Aot e e

fPrecipmtinn {gays} H
JLocation 37.80047204841392, -124 2732847356836

ECounty fSan Joaguin

Gy Unincorporated

* Air District San Joaguin Vallsy APCD

?AirBasin I San Joaquin Valley
EDFZ e e e i 4 i e
“Eleciric Utllty Pacific Gas & Etectric Company

‘Gas Utifity Pacific Gas & Elactrie
EApp Version 20221.1.29

1.2. Land Use Types

‘User Defined i142,001 — Truck Tarminal

Commarcial

ser Defined Unk

1186
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‘Vendor 000 000 000 00D | 000 000 OO0 GO 000 ©DOD — 00D 000 000 000 000 000
Hauling 000 (000 0G0 000 500 000 000 000 000 000 — 000 000 000 003 000 000

3.5. Building Construction (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, tonfyr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for dail

 MTAr for annual)

:Onsite — — — = — -
‘Daly, — — — i — — - — - - -— — - — - - — —
Sumgner ; ]

M) s z

Daily, — — : — — — — — — — — R — — — —
Winter ;

(M) : s

OfRoa 025 021 <0005 04D - 010 0o — 008 i— 457 457 002 <0095 — 459
Equipm

ent :

‘Onste 000 00D 000 (000 000 000 00D 000 000 — UOO 000 GO0 (00O D00 000
truck : : ; : {

iAverage — —_ —_ — R — - —_ —_ —_ —_ —_ —_ — — -- e et
Daily : : ; : : :

‘OfiRoa 001 {001 (012 648 (<0005 001 i~ 001 00f — 001 — 263 1263 <0005 <0005 — 26.4
d . : ; i : :

‘Equipm |

‘ent : : i

‘Onsite 000 000 0.00 000 1000 000 006 i— GO0 00D 000 0.00
iAnnua! -— — H — — —_ — - —_ -— e Jo ——r : —
{OffRoa <0.005 ;<0005 (0.02 <0005 (<0.005 <0005 (<0005 i— <0005 — 436 (436 <0005 437
d : : : : i :

‘Equipm | ; 5

ent : . : ;

‘Onsitz 000 000 000 000 (000 000 000 060 0G0 000 000 GO0 (GO0 GOD 000 000 000
truck H : ;

15138

PA-2200150 - Initial Study
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‘600 ‘36,0 038

‘Paving ‘Rollers Diesel ;Avemge :

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

'Site Preparation

;Site Praparation Waorker "2.50 118 LDALDTELDTZ

‘Sits Preparation Vendor = ‘910 "HHDTMHDT
Site Preparation Haullng 000 200 THHDT
Site Preparatio “Gnsite trzck e — ‘HHOT

Grading R =N B AU
. LDALDT,LOT?
HHDT,MHDT

';Gmd'mg

;Grading
Grading

‘Grading

‘Building Construction

: Building Construction

. Bui

Construction

Building Construction éOnsite tuck 'm« =

. Paving * — R

Paving Worker 00 REE:
‘Paving ‘Verdor — 910
Paving Hauting oo 200

‘Paving  Onsite truck - —

5.4. Vehicles

28138
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*pvoided 7 - _ = - o
Subtotal — |- - - = - —
Sequest — - - = — - —
'ered :

Subtotal — | - -

Remove ‘— — - i
d :

fSubtotai e e — —

5. Activity Data

5.1. Consfruction Schedule

‘Site Preparation ;Site Preparation

" Grading ‘Grading

'Building Construction 7Bui§ding Construction

Paving - Paving

{215/2028

13/30/2026 ‘
131122026

(11412026 -

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Site Preparation ‘TractorsfoadersBack . Dlesel

-hoes

TGe'ading ‘Graders Diesel

. Average

iAverage

1.00

1.00

8.00

840

0.37

148

0.41

G ding ;RubberTired Dozers iDiesel

;Avemge

1.00

8.00

125

difts Diess!

Average

1300

8.0G

820

0.40
{020

;Building Canstruction

:Paving - Paving Equipment :Diesei

PA-2200150 — Initial Study

;Average

12,00

6.0¢

890

‘v3s
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P

Golden Gate Truck Terminat Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

Total  — = e —

4,10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Specles - Unmitigated

Criteria Poliutants (lb/day for daily, fon/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/da

i
‘Daily, — — —
Summer ;
{Max)

Avoided —  i— [

B

“Subtotal ‘— — —
ESequest — — -—
“ered

:Subtotal ‘— — —

y for daily,

MT#yr for annualy

:ﬂemove _ — —
d ;

“Subtotal :

Daly, — = = = - -

Winter : :

(Max)

‘Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — - !w... — -
Subiotal ‘— - — - - — - _ _ _ _ - - i - o
. Sequest -— — — — - Lo o — — — —_ — — _ — _
“ered :

Subtotal — — - — — - - — — - — — i L _ -
:Remove?— — — —_ v = — — — — — —_ _— — — e
o ;

Subtotal '— — — — — — — — — — - — — — —
Annual -»«- »»« ,._ — — — e - — — —_ — — — —

PA-2200150 — Initial Study
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‘Annual —

Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detfailed Report, 4/4/2025

::Total —

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Viegetation Type

4,10.1. Soll Carbon Accumuiation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Daily,
Summar !
:(Max)

Criteria Poliutants {ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annuai) and GHGs (tb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Total -

Daly, -
Winter
(Max)

Total | —

‘Annual e

Total  —

‘Summer !
;(Max)

Tatal  —
Daily, —
Winter
‘{Max)

Total  —

PA-2200150 - Initial Study
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

4.8, Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type

4.8.1. Unmitigated

Criterla Pollutants {ib/day for daily, tondyr for annual) and GHGs {Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
e S

4.9, User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type
4.9.1. Unmitigated

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

Daily,  — - i — - — - — - — - — —
-Sumimer ; : ! :
(Max) : " =
Total = e = - — — T = e
‘Daily,  — A — - - - - — - - = — -
Winter - i i
(Max) :
S = = S - S S T =
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Golden Gate Truck Terminat Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

4.6.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, tonfyr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for dalty, MT/yr for annual)
5 " o = h

Total

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type
4.7.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pallutants (lb/day for daily, tonfyr for annual) and GHGs (Ibiday for daily, MT/yr for annual}

:'Dai!y. — - b i - _ i - - e , i [l - —_ -
Summer : : :

“{Max) ; : : H

Total  — - - e — — e — — - i - = — -
ZDain, — — — e — — — — — . . — (- [ — =_ o —
Winter i !

“(Max) ‘ :

Total  — - - = - — — - — — - . _ -

jAnnuaI — —_ : — e — — — — — — _ —
Total  — — —_ — — — b - — — _ — - — — — —

23438
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‘User Lo e
‘Definad -
Commercial

Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

— {000 003 003 <0005 <0005 — 0.03

£

i

:Tutal — f—

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use
4.5.1, Unmitigated

Crit

— 000 003 003 <0005 ;<0005 0.03

Pollutants {ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MThyr forannual)

Daily, - o - - -

- Summer :
H(Max)

rUser :— — — — — —

Defined :
Commergial

‘— — — — om 000 080 000 om0 — 0.00

“Yotal — — -- — -- -

- - —  — 000 000 000 000 000 i 0.00

‘Daily, | — — — — — —

-Winter
(Max)

‘User  — — — —_— R e

Defined
‘Commereial

— C.00

Total - o - — . 0.00
Annual - — — — — —
User — — — —_ — : —_ 0.00
Defined §

Commergial : ‘ : : {

Total e e e e - = — — | — ‘— o0 000 060 GO0 00 - 0,00

4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use

PA-2200150 — Initial Study

22738

142



Golden Gate Truck Terniinal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

Consum i< Q.005 - _ _ - o o - - - _
er 3
Product

Architecti=<0.005 | <0005 |— — — — —_ — — - —
ural | : : :

Coating
d - 1 : H H
Landsca ;< 0.006 (<0005 <0005 <0005 <0.085 ;<0005 — ~<0.005
pe : : :

Equipm
ent

<0005 <0.005 <0005 <D.ODS i— ‘< 0.005

Total  <0.006 ;<0005 <0005 (<G.005 <0005 <0005 — <0005 :<0.005 — <0005 *— <0005 <0l

4.4, Water Emissions by Land Use
4.4.1. Unmifigated

Criteria Pllu'tnts {Ib/day for dadly, ton/yr for annual) andGHGs {Ibfday for daily, MT/yr for annual)

018

Anriual :
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4.3. Area Emissions by Source

4.3.1. Unmitigated

1101

Criteria Poliutants {tb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for dally, MT/yr for annual)

Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

ural
Coating :
s i

Total

Annual

PA-2200150 — Initial Study

Daly, — — — — :

Surnmer ;

(Max)

Consum -< 0005 (<0005 {— — —_ - — — -~
: Product
o i

Archifecti< 0.005 | <0005 i— — — — - e -
vl

Coating !

Landsca [<0005 <0605 (<0005 001 <0005 <0005 '<0.005 {<0.005 <0.005 002 662 (<0005 <0005 0.02
e : : : : H : ] :
Equipm ; ;

ent :

Total <0005 |<0005 <0005 001 <0.00% <0005 <0005 <0005 — <0005 ‘oz ‘ooz i<0005 <0008 002
Daily, i — — ' — - — — - _ ’ — — _ '_ —
Winter :
(Mhax}

Consum (<0005 (<0H06 [— — —_— —_— — - . — — — — _
er | :

Product ;

s !

Architec&% —

20738
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Usor | - = - = - = = <0005 <000 57
:Defined | H 3
Cuammenrial ;

Tolal - = = o - - = = [<0.005 <0006 257
Anaual | — — — - — — — — — :— —
Usar — - — — — — — - <0.005 (<0.005 428
Definad | i

Commercial ;

Total N - — — 0.005 ;< 0.005 428

4.2.3. Naturat Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria PIE it

ts (

lb/day for dail

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

User 0.00
:Defined |
| Commercial

0.00

0.00

Total

16.00

[000 ;

Daily, i—
Winter  :
(Max) |

0.00

0.00

0.0¢

Dally, — — — —_ — — — — P - o — — — —

Surmmer ; :

(Max) : ; i
‘000 000 000 — ‘oo — 000 000 000 GO0

0,00

0,09

ooo

Usar fG.OO
Defined :
Commercial

User
Defined ;
Commetcial

0.00

0.00

‘0.00

0.00

0.00

06.00

0.00

000 0.

PA-2200150 — Initial Study

‘0.0

‘000

0.00

‘.00

©.00

0.00

000

‘0,00

0.00

0.00

‘000

19/38

0.00

0.0G

i0.00

0.00

‘oo

‘000 0.

0.00

“0.00

000
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000 <0005 <0008 (000 5 <0005 210
0.00-

0.00-

Worker | :

000 0

000 .
0,80

Vandor .

Hauling :0. .0.00 ;

Annual |

Worker <0005 035

000 <0005 <0005
‘000 ‘oo 000

GO0 000 000

000 0D

Vendor' G
000 0060

Haulng ‘000 _ [0
4. Operations Emissions Details

4.1, Mobile Emissions by Land Use

4.1.1. Unmitigated

Mobife source emissions resuits are presented in Sections 2.6, No further detailed breakdown of emissions Is available,

4.2 Energy

4,2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Daily; ;
Summer e
‘(M)

?User

Tatat

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

18438
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d :
| Equipm

|Of-Roa 0.43

‘g8

001 0.2

Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

iP’aving ‘0.00

‘008

‘Onsite 0.00
Jruek;:

%Averagé —

Daily

D.0%

fOff-R_Ga Nelel] 20.711 -<e_u(15
o :
.Equipm

Ea t
Paving
Onsita- Q.
truck
Annual :
Off-Roa
d
Egulpm
ent

Paving. 0.00
Onste 008

Worker .0.04

Vendor

Daily ) i

Average ;-

: ‘
: ; !

PA-2200150 — Initial Study
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0005 <0005 <0.0D5 <C.005 <0005 <G

‘Do0 060 000 0.00

‘<0005

Vendor .

] §<G.OO5 ;<0005

: Bauling ;0.

B
'<0.005 |<0.005 <0005 [<0.005 |<0.005 (<0005

‘Hauling 000 000 0G0 000 (00D G.00

3.7. Paving (2026) - Unmitigated

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

i

16138

PA-2200150 — Initial Study
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-appiicable. No control sirategies aclivated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

;Sita Preparation

‘Grading : : _ o o
Paiig 0.0 :0.00 000 ) 000

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Man-agpplicable. Mo contral strategies activated by user.
5.7. Construction Paving

User Defined Commercal R . SO

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emisslons Factors

KWh per Year and Emission Faclor (lb.fMWh}

‘2026

5,8. Operational Mobile Sources

29738
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CognltveyDisabled 00
Physically Disabled o4

Heart Miack ER Admissions. :84.8
Menta Health Not Good :

Chronic Kidney Disease

Obesity :
Physical Heah NotGood o ooese z
TR

Health Risk Behaviors

: Binge-Drinking
+Current Smokey
No Leisure Time for Physical Activity

Clirata Change-Expoesures

-SLRInundaltiéﬁ Area
CHR_d{en. -
éldérly o

: English Speaking ' .
-ﬁo.rejg.;bd,—ﬁ" e [T .. . ‘. |

butdm"f;w(;rké;s. R T
§Ciimala Change AdapHVaVCapacély

Traffic Access

Ot INGioes e
ardship

ther Dedision Support —
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Auto Accass

:34.2871808

Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

Active commuting

Sotial B

2-parent households

Votihg

- 4D.0BIETTH2

37.1487231

90,7503720

Neighbarhood

Alcohal availability
Patk acress

Retail density

[75.08020018 :

.77E811177
124 52106843

Supermarket access

24 75208345

Tree cahopy

Housing

Homeownershig

14035141794

$18.72192994

Housing habitability

27.68585307

Low-Ing homeowner severe housing gost burden

Low-ine renter severe housing cost burder

11.76897038

Unerowded housing )
‘Heaith Quicames

ArE121381

zinsured adults

A,

“Asitima ER Admissions |

ATD

‘High Blood Pressure

ECancer {excluding skin}

Asthma

Coronary Heart Disease

Diagnesed Diahates

Chronic Cbstructive Pulmonary Diseass .

Life Expectancy at Birth

PA-2200150 - Initial Study
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?C.ieanUp Sites .

Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detalled Report, 4/4/2025

?Gruundw_atér

i Haz Waste Facilities/Generators

‘Impaited Water Botfes-
Solid Waste

gSansltive Population
: Asthma
Cardiovasduar

i Low Birth Weights

ESocioeconomic Factor indicaters

‘Education
Housing

;Linguistic

EPoverty'

7.2. Heaithy Places Index Scores

The maximum Heaith Places Index score-ls 160. A high score (i

:Eoenornic

‘jAbo&‘e Poverty’

;, greater than 50) reflects heaithier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state,

1478248711

Employed

Q.661777236

Median HI

183406011

Education

‘EBachelor‘s of highar

112.08210702

::High sthool enroflment

1301167715

fPreschoo,l anroliment

;Transpurtailon

PA-2200150 — Initial Study

5.72821763
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detalled Reporf, 4/4/2025

T e
Bea Level Rise NeA IR

R R "

Foies : T . e [ e
Droiight 1 f i 2

: Snownack Reduction NIA [N NA A

i Catatty Degradation 1 Y - e B

The senstivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be advarsely affected by exposure to & climate hazard. Exposure Is rated on & scale of 1 fo 5, with a score of & representing the -

greatest exposure, )
The adaplive capacity of a projest refers fo its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilifies from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scals of 1 1o 5, with a score of 5

representing the greatest abiity 1o adapt.
The overall vuinerabilty scores are caleulated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hezard. Scores iriclude implementation of climate risk reduction

MEASUres.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

T;‘c‘x;:n:sura Indicators
?AQ»Gzoﬁe o

AQPM
aoe
;Dﬁnk‘mgWalef

Lead Risk Housing
Pesticides

“Toxls Releasas.

éTrafﬂc
Effect Indicators
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

meters of inundation depth

‘annual hectares burned

Tempesature and Extrerne Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the $8th histerical percentite. of daily maximurvminimum temperatures from:
observed historical data {32 climate maogel ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 20402059 average under RCP 8.5), Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles {mi) by 3.7 mi.

Extrarne Precipitation data are for the grid cell In which your projact ere locatéd. The threshald of 20 mm is equivalent to about % an inch of rain, which would be light o moderate rainfall it
received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 8 kilometers (ke by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (i) by 3.7 mi.

Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. {2017), as reporied in Cal-Adapt {Radke st al., 2017, CEC-50C-2017-008), and
consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Deka and Califernia coast resufting different increments of sea level rise cotipled with
extrema storm events, Users may select from four scenarjos to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid celi. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters
Wildfire data are for the grid cefl in which your project are jocated. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040-2059 average under RCP 8,5}, and censider historical data
of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 40} fia) fire history, Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabifities for the grid cell. The
four simuations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and femperature are: Warmnerkdrier (HAdGEM2-ES), Coolerivetter (CNRM-CMS), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of
different rainfalf and temperature posshilities MIROCS). Each grid cell is 6 Kiiometers. (k) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles {mi) by 3.7 mi,

6.2. Initiat Climate Risk Scores

A NI iR NIA

ir Quality Degradation [} kil

‘0 NIA

The sensitivity seore reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard, Exposure is tated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest exposure,

The adaptive capacity of a projact refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards, Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 305, with a score of 5
representing the greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scdres are caléulated based 6n the poténtial impacts ani adaptive capécity assessments for each hazard, Scores do not indlude implementation of climate risik reduction
Measures,

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

{ Temperature and Bxtrems Heat >§ %] 9 2

3339
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detalled Report, 4/4/2025

8.17. User Defined

5.18. Vegetation

5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

-5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

B. Climate Risk Detailed Report

B.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt mideentury 2040-2059.average projections for four hazards are reposted below for your project locatidn, These 4ire¢ under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which
! issions will cantinue fo rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau o 21040

i Temperature and Extreme Heat 200 “annual days of extrerne heat
‘ Extreme Precigitation 12,60 ‘anaual days with precipitation above 20 mm

32738
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detalied Report, 4/4/2025

5,12.1. Unmitigated.

User Defined Commeriat .00 182,048

5.13. Operational Waste Generation

5.13.1. Unmitigated

TUser Defined Commerciat 0.00 —

5.14. Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment

5.14.1. Unmitigated

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment

5.15.1. Unmiligated

5,16. Stationary Sources

5.18.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps

5.46.2. Process Boilers

31738
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Golden Gate Truck Terminal Detailed Report, 4/4/2025

5.9.1. Unmitigated

{Total all Land Use:

1137 137 a7 : 7425 7425 11,142,700

5.10. Opetational Area Sources
5.10.1. Hearths
5.10.1.1. Unmitigated

5.160.2, Architectural Coatings

tdayfyr : 0.00

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption

5.11.1. Unmitigated

Eteciricity (kWhiyr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (KBTUAT)

‘User Defined Commendial 45,552 i204 10,0330 |6.0040 0.00

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption

30138
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Golden Gate Truck Termtinal Defailed Report, 4/4/2025

12016 Voting 20.2

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

CalEnvn'ocheen 4 0 Score for Prnjﬂct Locat:on [a)

Heaithy Places Index Score for Prc]ect Lm:ahon )]

F'rcjed Locatsd ina Des@ﬂatad Dlsadvantaged Community (Sena1e Bﬂl ‘535) gYes

7?[0]3& Located ina Low‘lnoome Communl‘iy (Assembly B|II 1550) ;Yas

Project Lovated ina Communlty Air Protection Pragram Communrty (Assembly Blll 617) gNo

a: The maximum CalEnvireScreen score is 100, A high score (le., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution Surden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b The maximum Health Plases Index score is 100, A high-score {i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community condititns compared to other census tracts in the stafe.

7.4, Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.
7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Eqliity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Meastires

No Health & Exquity Custorn Measures created,

8. User Changes to Default Data

ELand Usa ; Per project site plan

§Const:ucuon Conetrucnon Phases EPer pmject scope

fConstmcﬁon Qg Road Eqmpment :Pef project scope and dsslgn

iOperatlons Fleat Mix ;Per Project Specifications

E;Operatim-ls: Energy Use ?Based on Ca!EEMod Defauﬂ value for parking lots. AValiabIe at Appandlx G Table G-28
38138
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Name Prioritization Calculafc
N Use to pravide a Priontization score based on the emission pot
Applicability in yellow areas, output in gray aree
ﬁluthoror updater Last Updale = Mapha
Facilfty: ; - —
Project #: _ -French Camp, GA:
Unit and Process# Anhual DPM Emissions =
Operating Hours hriyr TR 760,00,
. . Cancer Chronic Acute
Receptor Proximity and Proximity Factors e
ceptor Proximity ty Fa Score Score Score Max Score

0< R<100 1.000

100<R<250  0.250

250<R<h00 0.040

500<R<«1000 0.011

1000<R<1500 0.003

1500<R<2000 0.002

2000<R 0.001

Substance

“Annual DPM Emissions ='6.94 1bsiyr{0.00347 tonslyr): arhounts.
Mw Annual Maximum
Correction | Emissions | Hourly

_(bsly)

_Diesel engine exhaust, particulate matter (Diesel PM)

4E+00 ] ©
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APPENDIX C

Screening Level Risk Evaluation
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NBCO, [ary) CHy N,O R COze
13237.134:15232.134 0.2103158. 1.7041529:35.504981, 13785.7346804 23871
12849.275.12949,275 0.2110270. 1.7124903!0.9209622.13465. 7942993 2604
5538,9714.5538,9714 0.0986691 0.7270152:6.464 1 797: 5764, 731685944206

91 /039493 91 703983 00163358 0120468501 1.0 /0218 £,.954.41 /11 40328 /2

File: Apr 4 Golden Gate Truck Terminal
Sheat: 7.4
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2. Ernissions Summary o

2.4 Operations Emissions Compared Agatnst Threstolds:

Un/Mit. TOG ROG NOx co 50, PMI0E.  PMIOD  PMIOT  PM2SE. PM25D  PMLST  BLO;
Daily, Surrrier {Max}

Unmit:  0.6019162 0.3741417.11.530885.11.295173.0.1250840:0.201 2466 5.8489528:6.0501995.0.1920739 1,5233198:1.7153938:0
Daily, Winter (Max}

Unmit.  0.575272010.3495349 12.362634i8.4050662 0.1222371:0.2013259 5.8489528:6.0502787:0.1921516:1.5233198:1.7154715.0
Average Daily {Max]

Unmit.  0.3138379,0:2115952:5.401793614,1372410:0,052149310.0850758 2,4218396: 2.5069155 L.0811943:0.6312144.0.7124088.0
Annual {Max)

Unmit.  0.0572754:0,0386161-0,.9858273:0.7550464:0.0095172.0.0155263:0.4419857.0.4575120:0.01481 79 0.1151966.0,.1300146
Exceeds {Annual)

Threshold 10 10 99 15 15

Unit, No No No No No

File; Apr 4 Golden Gate Truck Terminal
Sheet: 2.4
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NBCD, 0T CH, N, O R COze
1159.8165.1192.8165 0.0475378 0.0126618.0.0081250,1204,78634835026
82.701634182.7016340,0632895. 0.00G8036:0.0061294 83.02548%32300608

13.692159.13.692199 0.0005445 0.0001330.0.0010147!13, 746479485306364

Fite: Apr 4 Golden Gate Truck Terminal
Sheet: 2.1
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2. Ermisions Sumimaty

2.1 Construction Ersions Cornpard Aganit reshaids

Un/Mit,  TOG ROG NOx o 50, PMILOE A PMIIOD  BMI0OT PM2LSE.  PM2.5D  PM2.5T  BCO.
Daily, Winter (Max)

Urnimit: 0.87372370.7355074.5,9882 207 7,854197110.0103178'0.3442766' 7.1245900' 7. 4688667:0.31167345.3.4345821'3. 7513167,
Average Daily {Max}

Unmit. 0.053582%0,0451540:0.3856226.0,.5423246.0.0007282.0.0190198:0.1977916-:0.2168115-0.0174983.0,0947061.0.1122044'
Annuat {Max) )

Uninit.  0,0097788:0.0082406/0,0703761.0,0989742.0.0001329/0,0034711 0,0360969 0.0395681 0.0031934.0.017283% 0.0204773
Exceeds (Annuat}

Threshold 1 10 100 15 15

Unmit. Na No No No No

File: Apr 4 Golden Gate Truck Terminal
Sheet: 2.1
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Population Description
Truck Terminal

File: Apr 4 Golden Gate Truck Terminal
Sheet: 1.2
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1. Basi¢ Project Information

1.2 Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Sive Unit Lot Acreag Building Ar Landscape Special Lan
User Defined Commercial 142091  User Defin 3.82 120 12970

File: Apr 4 Golden Gate Truck Terminal
Sheet: 1.2
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CalEEMoD Summary Report
Excel Version

1. Basic Project Information
1.1 Basic Project Infoimation

Data Field Value

Project Name Golden Gate Truck Terminal
Construction Start Date 1/1/2026

Op erational Year 2026

lLead Agency

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defau County

Windspeed {m/s) 34

Precipitation {days) 312

Location 37.89047284841392, -121.27328473588366
County San Joaquin

City Unincorporated

Air District San Joaquin Valley APCD

Air Basin San loaguin Valley

TAZ 2005

EDFZ 4

Electric Utility Pacific Gas & Electric Compary
Gas Utility Pacific Gas & Electric

App Versian 2022.1.1.29

File: Apr 4 Golden Gate Truck Terminal
Sheet: 1.1
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i
ency method. Entnes required
385,

Use the substance dropdown list ir

Receptor proximity is in meters. Priortization ; - S
Finder to locate CAS# of subst

scores are cajcutated by multiplying the total
scorés summed bélow by the proximity
factors. Record the Max score for your

receptor distance. If the substance list for the

unitis longer than the number of rows here or

if there are multiple processes use additional

worksheets and sum the fotals of the Max
Scores.

Substance

Diesel engine exhaust, particulate
matter (Diese! PM)

Prioritzation score for each substance
generated befow. Totals on last row,

"Corrected Corrected

Annual | Maximum | Average
Emissions | Hourly
{Ibsfyr) (Ibs/hr)
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