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1.0 INTRODUCTON

This report presents an assessment of potential air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) impacts associated
with the proposed residential development to be constructed in Lancaster, California (subject property).
The subject property consists of one roughly rectangular-shaped parcel of vacant land identified as
Tentative Tract Map 83740. The following improvements are planned for the subject property:

e 47 single-family homes
e Associated improvements, including streets and landscaping

Air quality and GHG impacts will be attributed to emissions associated with construction and operational
emissions including traffic and energy use. This report presents an evaluation of existing conditions at
the subject property, thresholds of significance, and potential air quality and GHG impacts associated
with construction and operation of the project.

2.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS

2.1 Current Development
The subject property is currently undeveloped. Offsite and onsite improvements will be constructed to
allow for vehicle and pedestrian access to the site.

2.2 Regulatory Setting

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) defines air quality by ambient air
concentrations of specific pollutants that have been shown to be of concern with respect to health and
welfare of the general public. The EPA is responsible for enforcing the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA) of
1970 and its 1977 and 1990 Amendments. The CAA required the EPA to establish National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS), which identify concentrations of pollutants in the ambient air below which
no adverse effects on the public health and welfare are anticipated.

In response, the EPA established both primary and secondary standards for several pollutants (called
“criteria” pollutants). Primary standards are designed to protect human health with an adequate margin of
safety. Secondary standards are designed to protect property and the public welfare from air pollutants in
the atmosphere.

The Federal CAA allows states to adopt ambient air quality standards and other regulations provided they
are at least as stringent as federal standards. More stringent California Ambient Air Quality Standards
(CAAQS) have been adopted by the California Air Resources Board (ARB) for the six criteria pollutants
through the California Clean Air Act of 1988 (CCAA). The CCAA also established California Ambient
Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) for additional pollutants, including sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, vinyl
chloride and visibility-reducing particles (see Table 1 for NAAQS and CAAQS.)

Areas that do not meet the NAAQS or the CAAQS for a particular pollutant are considered to be
“Nonattainment Areas” for that pollutant. In September 1997, the EPA promulgated 8-hour O3 and 24-

hour and annual PM2 5 national standards. As a result, this action has initiated a new planning process to
monitor and evaluate emission control measures for these pollutants.

The California ARB is the state regulatory agency with authority to enforce regulations to both achieve
and maintain the NAAQS and CAAQS. The ARB is responsible for the development, adoption, and
enforcement of the state’s motor vehicle emissions program, as well as the adoption of the CAAQS. The
ARB also reviews operations and programs of the local air districts and requires each air district with
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jurisdiction over a nonattainment area to develop its own strategy for achieving the NAAQS and CAAQS.

The local air district has the primary responsibility for the development and implementation of rules and
regulations designed to attain the NAAQS and CAAQS, as well as the permitting of new or modified
sources, development of air quality management plans, and adoption and enforcement of air pollution
regulations. The Antelope Valley Air Quality Management District (AVAQMD) is the local agency
responsible for the administration and enforcement of air quality regulations.

Table 1 presents a summary of the ambient air quality standards adopted by the federal and California

Clean Air Acts.

TABLE 1
Ambient Air Quality Standards
CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA NATIONAL NATIONAL NATIONAL
AVERAGE
POLLUTANT STANDARDS STANDARDS STANDARDS | STANDARDS STANDARDS
TiME
CONCENTRATION METHODS PRIMARY SECONDARY METHOD
0.09 ppm
1 hour 3 . .
(180 pg/m®) Ultraviolet Ultraviolet
Ozone (O3)
ah 0.070 ppm Photometry 0.075 ppm 0.075 ppm Photometry
our
(137 ug/m3) (147 pg/m3) | (147 pgim3)
Carbon 1 Hour 3 35 ppm (40 — . :
. 20 ppm (23 mg/m . . Non-D
Monoxide (CO) ppm ( g/m) Non-Dispersive ug/m3) onlnfg?:éswe
Infrared Photometry
8 Hour 9.0 ppm (10 9 ppm (10 — Spectroscopy
3 (NDIR) 3 (NDIR)
mg/m®) pg/m®)
0.030 ppm 0.053 ppm
. L. Annual 3 3
Nitrogen Dioxide (56 pg/m*) Gas Phase (100 pg/m*) Gas Phase
(NO2) h 0.18 ppm Chemiluminescence| 0.100 ppm Chemiluminescence
our
(338 ug/md) (188 pg/md)
0.04 ppm
24 hours PP 3
(205 pg/m®)
Sulfur Dioxide Ultraviolet 0.5 ppm (1300 -
3 hours -- Pararosaniline
(SO2) Fluorescence ug/mS)
0.25 ppm 0.075 ppm
1 hour 3 3
(655 pg/m*) (196 pg/m*)
. 3 3 3
Respirable 24 hours 50 pg/m N 150 pg/m 150 pg/m Inertial Separation
; Gravimetric or Beta ! -
Particulate Annual Attenuation and Gravimetric
Matter (PM10) | Arithmetic 20 pg/m3 Analysis
Mean
Annual
Fine Arithmetic 12 pg/m3 o 120pg/im3 | 15pg/mS | Inertial Separation
Particulate Mean Gra\z\ggéﬂgt?gnBeta and Gravimetric
Matter (PM i
atter (PM2,5) 24 hours 35 g’ Analysis
3 lon .
Sulfates 24 hours 25 pg/m Chromatography No National Standards
30-day 3
Average 1.5 ug/m
Lead %LZ??ET Atomic Absorption | 1.5 pg/m® 1.5 ug/m® | Atomic Absorption
3-Month 3 3
Rolling 0.15 pg/m 0.15 pg/m
0.03 ppm i
Hydrqgen 1 hour PP 3 Ultraviolet No National Standards
Sulfide (42 pg/m®) Fluorescence
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CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA NATIONAL NATIONAL NATIONAL i
AVERAGE
PoLLUTANT STANDARDS STANDARDS STANDARDS STANDARDS STANDARDS
TIME
CONCENTRATION METHODS PRIMARY SECONDARY METHOD
. . 0.010 ppm Gas .
Vinyl Chloride 24 hours 3 No National Standards
(26 pg/m°) Chromatography

ppm= parts per million; ug/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter; mg/m3=
Resources Board, www.arb.ca.gov, 2014

milligrams per cubic meter Source: California Air

3.0 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The AVAQMD has identified numerical emission thresholds for significance for construction and
operation for a project. The project-level numerical thresholds are summarized in Table 2.

TABLE 2
AVAQMD Significance Thresholds
POLLUTANT CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION
Annual Threshold (tons) Daily Threshold (pounds)

NOx 25 137

ROG (VOC) 25 137

PM10 15 82

PM25 12 65

SOx 25 137

CO 100 548
TABLE 3

Construction Summary for Subject Property
AREA DISTURBED CONSTRUCTION SUMMARY PARKING SPACES APPROXIMATE DURATION
15.25 acres 47 single-family homes - 13 Months
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4.0 IMPACTS

The proposed residential development to be constructed include both construction and operational
impacts. Construction impacts include emissions associated with site grading/preparation, utilities
installation, construction of a building, and paving. Operational impacts include emissions associated with
the project, including traffic, at full build-out.

4.1 Construction

Emissions of pollutants such as fugitive dust that are generated during construction are generally highest
near the construction site. Emissions from the construction phase of the project were estimated through
the use of the CalEEMod Model (ENVIRON). It was assumed that the construction would vary in
timeline as stated in the above table and that heavy construction equipment would be operating at the site
for eight hours per day, five days per week during project construction.

Tables 4 and 5 provide summaries of the emission estimates for construction and operation of all
proposed site improvements. These projected emissions assume standard measures are implemented to
reduce emissions, as calculated with the CalEEMod Model, and are compared to the regional and
localized significance thresholds. The localized significance thresholds are applicable only to on-site
emissions and do not consider emissions occurring on roadways during travel to and from the site. Refer
to Appendix A for detailed model output files.

Table 5 includes projected emissions for all steps of construction, averaged over the project’s projected
construction duration. These steps include: Grading Site, Site Preparation, Building Construction,
Paving, and Architectural Coatings. Note that projected emissions for all pollutants during construction
are below both the AVAQMD’s Air Quality Significance Thresholds.

Construction of the project would be short-term and temporary. Thus, the emissions associated with
construction would not result in a significant impact on the ambient air quality. Because emissions are
less than the significance levels, they would not conflict or obstruct the implementation of the AQMP or
applicable portions of the SIP. Project construction would also not result in emission of any odor
compounds that would cause a nuisance or significant impact to nearby receptors. The impacts associated
with Project construction are therefore not considered significant.

TABLE 4
Estimated Construction Emissions
Ibs./day (unless otherwise shown

EMISSION SOURCE ROG NOXx co SOx PM10 PM2.5
Significance Criteria 137 137 548 137 82 65
Project Construction Emissions 1 11 15 <0.1 0.8 0.5
Significant? No No No No No No

4.2 Operational Impacts
The main operational impacts associated with the Project would be impacts associated with traffic. Minor
impacts would be associated with energy use and area sources.

The CalEEMod Model contains emission factors from the EMFAC model, which is the latest version of
the Caltrans emission factor model for on-road traffic. Project-related traffic was assumed to be
comprised of a mixture of vehicles in accordance with the CalEEMod Model default outputs for traffic.
This assumption includes light duty autos and light duty trucks (i.e., small trucks, SUVs, and vans) as
well as medium- and heavy-duty vehicles that may be traveling to the facility to make deliveries. For
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conservative purposes, emission factors representing the vehicle mix for 2023 were used to estimate
emissions as 2023 was assumed to be the first year of full operation; based on the results of the EMFAC
model for subsequent years, emissions would decrease on an annual basis from 2023 onward due to
phase-out of higher polluting vehicles and implementation of more stringent emission standards that are
taken into account in the EMFAC model. Emissions associated with area sources (energy use and
landscaping activities) were also estimated using the default assumptions in the CalEEMod Model.

Table 5 below presents the results of the CalEEMod emission calculations in Ibs./day for operations, as
an annual average considering the project’s design features. The calculation assumed that the project
would be constructed to current Title 24 buildings standards and would use low flow plumbing fixtures.

TABLE 5
Estimated Operational Emissions, Ibs./day (unless otherwise shown)

EMISSION SOURCE ROG NOx co SOx PM10 PM25
Significance Criteria 137 137 548 137 82 65
Project Operational Emissions 76 3 104 .02 14 13
Significant? No No No No No No

Based on the estimates of the emissions associated with project operations, the emissions are below the
significance criteria. In addition, because the emissions are less than the significance levels, they would
not conflict or obstruct the implementation of the AQMP or applicable portions of the SIP. It should be
noted that the emissions from vehicles are projected to decrease with time due to phase-out of older, more
polluting vehicles and increasingly stringent emissions standards.

Projects involving traffic impacts may result in the formation of locally high concentrations of CO,
known as CO “hot spots.” Based on the traffic recommendation to be implemented, it is not anticipated
that the project would have a significant impact on traffic in the area, and no intersections would degrade
to unacceptable levels. The intersections in the project area would therefore operate at an acceptable LOS
and would not experience CO “hot spots” because traffic congestion would not result.

In reviewing the project data, location and area, a cumulatively increase in the surrounding emissions
associated with the area would not result in a significant impact on the ambient air quality. In addition,
because emissions are less than the significance levels, they do not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations.

Based on the above project analyst of the operational phase, the project will not conflict or obstruct the
implementation of the AQMP or applicable portions of the SIP.

4.3 Odors

During construction, diesel equipment operating at the site may generate some nuisance odors. These are
not expected to have significant impacts on the adjacent residential community, however, as construction
equipment used would be typical for development projects and would be temporary in nature.

Land uses associated with odor complaints include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food
processing plants, chemical plants, composting activities, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass
molding operations. These land uses are not proposed for the residential development on the subject
property. As such, odor impacts would not be significant.
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4.4 Project’s Contribution to Criteria Pollutants

Pursuant to the Sierra Club v. Friant Ranch Supreme Court Ruling (Case No. S219783, December 24,
2018), which found on page 6 of the ruling that EIRs need to “makes a reasonable effort to substantively
connect a project’s air quality impacts to likely health consequences.” Also, on page 24 of the ruling it
states “The Court of Appeal identified several ways in which the EIR could have framed the analysis so
as to adequately inform the public and decision makers of possible adverse health effects. The County
could have, for example, identified the Project’s impact on the days of nonattainment per year.”

TABLE 6
Project’s Contribution to Criteria Pollutants in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin
MaAXiMUM DAILY EMISSIONS
EMISSIONS SOURCE ROG NOXx CcO SOx PM10 PM2.5
Project Emissions (Ibs./day)* 76 3 104 .02 14 13
ggtsa/' di)'}‘)'ss"’”s INAIFBasIN | 1 000,000 | 1,044000 | 4,246,000 36,000 132,000 132,000
project s Percent of Air insignificant | insignificant | insignificant | insignificant | insignificant | insignificant

Notes:
1 From the project’s total operational emissions.

5.0 GREENHOUSE GAS EVALUATION

According to the California Natural Resources Agency, “due to the global nature of GHG emissions and
their potential effects, GHG emissions will typically be addressed in a cumulative impacts analysis.”
According to Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, the following criteria may be considered to establish
the significance of GHG emissions:

Would the project:
» Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?
» Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

As discussed in Section 15064.4 of the CEQA Guidelines, the determination of the significance of
greenhouse gas emissions calls for a careful judgment by the lead agency, consistent with the provisions
in Section 15064. Section 15064.4 further provides that a lead agency should make a good-faith effort,
based to the extent possible on scientific and factual data, to describe, calculate or estimate the amount of
GHG emissions resulting from a project. A lead agency shall have discretion to determine, in the context
of a particular project, whether to:

e Use a model or methodology to quantify greenhouse gas emissions resulting from a project, and
which model or methodology to use. The lead agency has discretion to select the model or
methodology it considers most appropriate provided it supports its decision with substantial
evidence. The lead agency should explain the limitations of the particular model or methodology
selected for use; and/or

o Rely on a qualitative analysis or performance-based standards.

Section 15064.4 also advises a lead agency to consider the following factors, among others, when
assessing the significance of impacts from greenhouse gas emissions on the environment:
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1. The extent to which the project may increase or reduce greenhouse gas emissions as compared to
the existing environmental setting;
2. Whether the project emissions exceed a threshold of significance that the lead agency determines
applies to the project; and
3. The extent to which the project complies with regulations or requirements adopted to implement a

statewide, regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions.

Based on the results of the CalEEMod Model, the project would generate a total of 2,820 Ibs./day of
CO2e from construction and 5,366 Ibs./day CO2e emissions from operations.

6.0 CONCLUSIONS

The air quality and GHG analysis for the Proposed Commercial Development project in Lancaster, CA
evaluated emissions associated with both the construction and operation of the proposed project.
Emissions associated with construction and operation were compared with significance thresholds
developed by the AVAQMD, which provide a conservative means of evaluating whether project
emissions would cause a significant impact on the ambient air quality or whether further evaluation is
warranted. Emissions associated with construction and operation are below the significance thresholds for
all phases and pollutants. Thus, the emissions associated with construction and operation of the project
would not result in a significant impact.

6.1 Impact Determinations and Recommended Mitigation

In accordance with CEQA, when a proposed project is consistent with a General Plan for which an EIR
has been certified, the effects of that project are evaluated to determine if they will result in project-
specific significant adverse impacts on the environment. The criteria used to determine the significance of
an air quality or greenhouse gas impact are based on the following thresholds of significance, which come
from Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines and the General Plan EIR. Accordingly, air quality or
greenhouse gas impacts resulting from the Proposed Project are considered significant if the Proposed
Project would:

Air Quality

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

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project
region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

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

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact
on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

6.2 Air Quality
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan
The primary way of determining consistency with the air quality plan’s (AQP’s) assumptions is
determining consistency with the applicable General Plan to ensure that the Project’s population
density and land use are consistent with the growth assumptions used in the AQPs for the air basin.
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As required by California law, city and county General Plans contain a Land Use Element that details
the types and quantities of land uses that the city or county estimates will be needed for future growth,
and that designate locations for land uses to regulate growth. The regional Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) uses the growth projections and land use information in adopted general plans to
estimate future average daily trips and then VMT, which are then provided to AVAQMD to estimate
future emissions in the AQPs. Existing and future pollutant emissions computed in the AQP are
based on land uses from area general plans. AQPs detail the control measures and emission
reductions required for reaching attainment of the air standards.

The applicable General Plan for the project is the City of Lancaster General Plan. The Project is
consistent with the currently adopted General Plan for the City and is therefore consistent with the
population growth and VMT applied in the plan. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the growth
assumptions used in the applicable AQPs. As a result, the Project will not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of any air quality plans. Therefore, no mitigation is needed.

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
The Antelope Valley area is nonattainment for Federal and State air quality standards for ozone, in
attainment of Federal standards and nonattainment for State standards for PM10, and nonattainment
for Federal and State standards for PM2.5. The AVAQMD has prepared the 2016 and 2013 Ozone
Plans, 2007 PM10 Maintenance Plan, and 2012 PM2.5 Plan to achieve Federal and State standards
for improved air quality in the air basin regarding ozone and PM. Inconsistency with any of the plans
would be considered a cumulatively adverse air quality impact. As discussed above, the Project is
consistent with the currently adopted General Plan for the City of Lancaster and is therefore
consistent with the population growth and VMT applied in the plan. Therefore, the Project is
consistent with the growth assumptions used in the 2016 and 2013 Ozone Plan, 2007 PM10
Maintenance Plan, and 2012 PM2.5 Plan.

Project specific emissions that exceed the thresholds of significance for criteria pollutants would be
expected to result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
County is in non-attainment under applicable federal or state ambient air quality standards. It should
be noted that a project is not characterized as cumulatively insignificant when project emissions fall
below thresholds of significance. As discussed in Section 3.1, the AVAQMD has established
thresholds of significance for determining environmental significance which are provided in Table 6.

As discussed above, results of the analysis show that emissions generated from construction and
operation of the Project will be less than the applicable AVAQMD emission thresholds for criteria
pollutants. Therefore, no mitigation is needed.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations

Sensitive receptors refer to those segments of the population most susceptible to poor air quality (i.e.,
children, the elderly, and those with pre-existing serious health problems affected by air quality).
Land uses that have the greatest potential to attract these types of sensitive receptors include schools,
parks, playgrounds, daycare centers, nursing homes, hospitals, and residential communities. A
residential community is located adjacent to the project site. It is not anticipated that significant
impacts would occur with respect to this sensitive receptor as the project does not propose a long-
term use known to be harmful to such receptors and because short-term construction would be
temporary.

Short-Term Impacts: The annual emissions from the construction phase of the Project will be less
than the applicable AVAQMD emission thresholds for criteria pollutants as shown above. Therefore,
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construction emissions associated with the Project are considered less than significant.

Long-Term Impacts: Long-Term emissions from the Project are generated primarily by mobile source
(vehicle) emissions from the Project site and area sources such as maintenance equipment. Emissions
from long-term operations generally represent a project’s most substantial air quality impact. Table 8
summarizes the Project’s operational impacts by pollutant. Results indicate that the annual
operational emissions from the Project will be less than the AVAQMD emission thresholds for
criteria pollutants. Therefore, operational emissions associated with the Project are considered less
than significant.

d) Result in other emissions such as those leading to odors adversely affecting a substantial
number of people
The AVAQMD requires that an analysis of potential odor impacts be conducted for the following two
situations:
Generators — projects that would potentially generate odorous emissions proposed to be
located near existing sensitive receptors or other land uses where people may congregate,
and

Receivers — residential or other sensitive receptor projects or other projects built for the
intent of attracting people located near existing odor sources.

The intensity of an odor source’s operations and its proximity to sensitive receptors influences the
potential significance of odor emissions. The AVAQMD has identified some common types of
facilities that have been known to produce odors in the Air Basin. The types of facilities that are
known to produce odors are shown above along with a reasonable distance from the source within
which, the degree of odors could possibly be significant. The Project will not generate odorous
emissions given the nature or characteristics of the Project. Therefore, no mitigation is needed.

6.3 Greenhouse Gas Emissions
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment
The AVAQMD acknowledges the current absence of numerical thresholds and recommends a tiered
approach to establish the significance of the GHG impacts on the environment:

i. If a project complies with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation
program which avoids or substantially reduces GHG emissions within the geographic area in
which the project is located, then the project would be determined to have a less than
significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG emissions;

ii. If a project does not comply with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or mitigation
program, then it would be required to implement Best Performance Standards (BPS); and

iii.  If a project is not implementing BPS, then it should demonstrate that its GHG emissions
would be reduced or mitigated by at least 29 percent compared to Business as Usual (BAU).

In the event that a local air district’s guidance for addressing GHG impacts does not use numerical
GHG emissions thresholds, at the lead agency’s discretion, a neighboring air district’s GHG threshold
may be used to determine impacts. According to the AVAQMD’s website, the GHG threshold is
100,000 tons per year.

The resulting permanent greenhouse gas increases related to Project operations would be within the
greenhouse gas increases analyzed in the City of Lancaster General Plan EIR since the Project meets
the applicable zoning requirements. There would be no increase in severity to the greenhouse gas
impacts, and implementation of the Project will not result in Project-specific or site-specific
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significant adverse impacts from greenhouse gas emissions within the Project study area. Therefore,
no mitigation measures are needed.

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

California passed the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. AB 32 requires that
statewide GHG emissions be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020. Under AB 32, CARB must adopt
regulations by January 1, 2011, to achieve reductions in GHGs to meet the 1990 emission cap by
2020. On December 11, 2008, CARB adopted its initial Scoping Plan, which functions as a roadmap
of CARB’s plans to achieve GHG reductions in California required by AB 32 through subsequently
enacted regulations. CARB’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan builds on the efforts and plans
encompassed in the initial Scoping Plan.

SB 375 requires MPOs to adopt an SCS or APS that will prescribe land use allocation in that MPO's
regional transportation plan. CARB, in consultation with MPOs, has provided each affected region
with reduction targets for GHGs emitted by passenger cars and light trucks in the region for the years
2020 and 2035. For the Antelope Valley region, CARB set targets at five (5) percent per capita
decrease in 2020 and a ten (10) percent per capita decrease in 2035 from a base year of 2005.

Executive Order B-30-15 establishes a California greenhouse gas reduction target of 40 percent below
1990 levels by 2030 to ensure California meets its target of reducing greenhouse gas emissions to 80
percent below 1990 levels by 2050. Executive Order B-30-15 requires MPO’s to implement
measures that will achieve reductions of greenhouse gas emissions to meet the 2030 and 2050
greenhouse gas emissions reductions targets.

As required by California law, city and county General Plans contain a Land Use Element that details
the types and quantities of land uses that the city or county estimates will be needed for future growth,
and that designate locations for land uses to regulate growth. SJCOG uses the growth projections and
land use information in adopted general plans to estimate future average daily trips and then VMT,
which are then provided to AVAQMD to estimate future emissions in the AQPs. The applicable
General Plan for the project is the City of Lancaster General Plan.

The Project is consistent with the currently adopted General Plan for the City and the adopted
RTP/SCS and is therefore consistent with the population growth and VMT applied in those plan
documents. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the growth assumptions used in the applicable
AQP. It should also be noted that yearly GHG emissions generated by the Project are less than the
threshold identified by the AVAQMD (see the discussion for Impact 4.2.1 above).

CARB’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan builds on the efforts and plans encompassed in the
initial Scoping Plan. The current plan has identified new policies and actions to accomplish the
State’s 2030 GHG limit. Below is a list of applicable strategies in the Scoping Plan and the Project’s
consistency with those strategies.

California Light-Duty Vehicle GHG Standards — Implement adopted standards and planned
second phase of the program. Align zero-emission vehicle, alternative and renewable fuel and
vehicle technology programs for long-term climate change goals.

= The Project is consistent with this reduction measure. This measure cannot be implemented by a
particular project or lead agency since it is a statewide measure. When this measure is
implemented, standards would be applicable to light-duty vehicles that would access the Project.
The Project would not conflict or obstruct this reduction measure.
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Energy Efficiency — Pursuit of comparable investment in energy efficiency from all retail
providers of electricity in California. Maximize energy efficiency building and appliance standards.

= The Project is consistent with this reduction measure. Though this measure applies to the State to
increase its energy standards, the Project would comply with this measure through existing
regulation. The Project would not conflict or obstruct this reduction measure.

Low Carbon Fuel — Development and adoption of the low carbon fuel standard.

= The Project is consistent with this reduction measure. This measure cannot be implemented by a
particular project or lead agency since it is a statewide measure. When this measure is
implemented, standards would be applicable to the fuel used by vehicles that would access the
Project. The Project would not conflict or obstruct this reduction measure.

Based on the assessment above, the Project will not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. Therefore, any impacts would be
less than significant.
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We appreciate the opportunity to assist you with this project. If you have any questions, or if we may be
of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact our office at (213) 248-7266.

Respectfully submitted,

Wolf Environmental, Inc.

9@/&@ Thomaason

John Thomason, QSP/D/QISP, LEED AP

Principal

jthomason@wolfenvironmentalinc.com
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APPENDIX “B”




