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TO: ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE AGENDA DATE: May 28, 2026 

FROM: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES AGENDA TIME 1 :30 PM/ No. 

Linn Parking & Storage 
PROJECT TYPE: CUP #25-0015 / MERG #00165 / IS #25-0033 SUPERVISOR DIST #5 

LOCATION: 

059-363-025-000 
059-363-020-000 

1624 Gateway Rd APN: 059-363-013-000 

-----------=C=a=le=xi"""c"""o'-'C=A--=--_ ____ ____ PARCEL SIZE: 7.1 Acres 

GENERAL PLAN (existing) Gateway of the Americas SPA GENERAL PLAN (proposed) N/A 

ZONE (existing) ______ -'G~a~te_w_a_,,y-'l ..... nd~u~s~tr_ia_l ___ _ ___ ZONE(proposed) N/A 

GENERAL PLAN FINDINGS ~ CONSISTENT 0 INCONSISTENT O MAY BE/FINDINGS 

PLANNING COMMISSION DECISION: HEARING DATE: _ ___ _ _ 

0 APPROVED 0 DENIED 0 OTHER 

PLANNING DIRECTORS DECISION: HEARING DATE: _ ____ _ 

0 APPROVED 0 DENIED 0 OTHER 

ENVIROMENTAL EVALUA TION COMMITTEE DECISION: HEARING DATE:_ -----'0:;...;;;5"-"/2=8=/2=0=-26"-­

INITIAL STU DY: - --"-#=25=--....c..0""'"03=-3"--_ 

0 NEGATIVE DECLARATION iZI MITIGATED NEG. DECLARATION O EIR 

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS/ APPROVALS: 

PUBLIC WORKS 
AG 

0 NONE r;g] ATTACHED 
0 NONE r;g] ATTACHED 

APCD 
E.H.S. 
FIRE/ OES 
SHERIFF 
OTHER 

0 NONE r;g] ATTACHED 
r;g] NONE O ATTACHED 
0 NONE r;g] ATTACHED 
r;g] NONE O ATTACHED 

Imperial Irrigation District (IID), Quechan Indian Tribe, Agua Caliente 
Indian Tribe 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

(See Attached) 

Planning & Development Services 
801 MAIN STREET, EL CENTRO, CA, 92243 442-265-1736 

( Jim Minnick, Director) 
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801 MAIN STREET, EL CENTRO, CA, 92243 442-265-1736 

(Jim Minnick, Director) 
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SECTION 1 
INTRODUCTION 

A. PURPOSE 

This document is a [] policy-level, [X] project level Initial Study for evaluation of potential environmental impacts 

resulting with the proposed Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 and Lot Merger #00165. For purposes of this 

document, the abovementioned project will be called the “proposed application’. (Refer to Exhibit “A” & “B”). 

B. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPERIAL COUNTY’S 

GUIDELINES FOR IMPLEMENTING CEQA 

As defined by Section 15063 of the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and Section 7 

of the County's “CEQA Regulations Guidelines for the Implementation of CEQA, as amended”, an Initial Study is 

prepared primarily to provide the Lead Agency with information to use as the basis for determining whether an 

Environmental Impact Report (EIR), Negative Declaration, or Mitigated Negative Declaration would be appropriate 

for providing the necessary environmental documentation and clearance for any proposed project. 

C1 According to Section 15065, an EIR is deemed appropriate for a particular proposal if the following conditions 

Occur: 

e The proposal has the potential to substantially degrade quality of the environment. 

e The proposal has the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term 

environmental goals. 

e The proposal has possible environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable. 

e The proposal could cause direct or indirect adverse effects on human beings. 

C1 According to Section 15070(a), a Negative Declaration is deemed appropriate if the proposal would not result 

jn any significant effect on the environment. 

According to Section 15070(b), a Mitigated Negative Declaration is deemed appropriate if it is determined 
at though a proposal could result in a significant effect, mitigation measures are available to reduce these 

significant effects to insignificant levels. 

This Initial Study has determined that the proposed applications will not result in any potentially significant 

environmental impacts and therefore, a Negative Declaration is deemed as the appropriate document to provide 

necessary environmental evaluations and clearance as identified hereinafter. 

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are prepared in conformance with the California Environmental Quality 

Act of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et. seq.); Section 15070 of the State & County 

of Imperial's Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended 

(California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15000, et. seq.); applicable requirements of the 

County of Imperial; and the regulations, requirements, and procedures of any other responsible public agency or 

an agency with jurisdiction by law. 

Pursuant to the County of Imperial Guidelines for Implementing CEQA, depending on the project scope, the County 

of Imperial Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission and/or Planning Director is designated the Lead Agency, 

SS EEE 
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significant effects to insignificant levels. 

This Initial Study has determined that the proposed applications will not result in any potentially significant 

environmental impacts and therefore, a Negative Declaration is deemed as the appropriate document to provide 
necessary environmental evaluations and clearance as identified hereinafter. 

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are prepared in conformance with the California Environmental Quality 

Act of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et. seq.); Section 15070 of the State & County 
of Imperial's Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended 
(California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15000, et. seq.); applicable requirements of the 
County of Imperial; and the regulations, requirements, and procedures of any other responsible public agency or 
an agency with jurisdiction by law. 

Pursuant to the County of Imperial Guidelines for Implementing CEQA, depending on the project scope, the County 

of Imperial Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission and/or Planning Director is designated the Lead Agency, 
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in accordance with Section 15050 of the CEQA Guidelines. The Lead Agency is the public agency which has the 
principal responsibility for approving the necessary environmental clearances and analyses for any project in the 
County. 

C. INTENDED USES OF INITIAL STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are informational documents which are intended to inform County of 
Imperial decision makers, other responsible or interested agencies, and the general public of potential 
environmental effects of the proposed applications. The environmental review process has been established to 
enable public agencies to evaluate environmental consequences and to examine and implement methods of 
eliminating or reducing any potentially adverse impacts. While CEQA requires that consideration be given to 
avoiding environmental damage, the Lead Agency and other responsible public agencies must balance adverse 
environmental effects against other public objectives, including economic and social goals. 

The Initial Study and Negative Declaration, prepared for the project will be circulated for a period of 20 days (30-
days if submitted to the State Clearinghouse for a project of area-wide significance) for public and agency review 
and comments. At the conclusion, if comments are received, the County Planning & Development Services 
Department will prepare a document entitled "Responses to Comments" which will be forwarded to any 
commenting entity and be made part of the record within 10-days of any project consideration. 

D. CONTENTS OF INITIAL STUDY & NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

This Initial Study is organized to facilitate a basic understanding of the existing setting and environmental 
implications of the proposed applications. 

SECTION 1 

I. INTRODUCTION presents an introduction to the entire report. This section discusses the environmental 
process, scope of environmental review, and incorporation by reference documents. 

SECTION 2 

II. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM contains the County's Environmental Checklist Form. The checklist 
form presents results of the environmental evaluation for the proposed applications and those issue areas that 
would have either a significant impact, potentially significant impact, or no impact. 

PROJECT SUMMARY, LOCATION AND EVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS describes the proposed project 
entitlements and required applications. A description of discretionary approvals and permits required for project 
implementation is also included. It also identifies the location of the project and a general description of the 
surrounding environmental settings. 

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS evaluates each response provided in the environmental checklist form. Each 
response checked in the checklist form is discussed and supported with sufficient data and analysis as necessary. 
As appropriate, each response discussion describes and identifies specific impacts anticipated with project 
implementation. 

SECTION 3 

Ill. MANDATORY FINDINGS presents Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of 
the CEQA Guidelines. 

IV. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED identifies those persons consulted and involved in 
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preparation of this Initial Study and Negative Declaration. 

V. REFERENCES lists bibliographical materials used in preparation of this document. 

VI. NEGATIVE DECLARATION- COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 

VII. FINDINGS 

SECTION4 

VIII. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS (IF ANY) 

IX. MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP) (IF ANY) 

E. SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

For evaluation of environmental impacts, each question from the Environmental Checklist Form is summarized 
and responses are provided according to the analysis undertaken as part of the Initial Study. Impacts and effects 
will be evaluated and quantified, when appropriate. To each question, there are four possible responses, including: 

1. No Impact: A "No Impact" response is adequately supported if the impact simply does not apply to the 
proposed applications. 

2. Less Than Significant Impact: The proposed applications will have the potential to impact the environment. 
These impacts, however, will be less than significant; no additional analysis is required. 

3. Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: This applies where incorporation of mitigation 
measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact". 

4. Potentially Significant Impact: The proposed applications could have impacts that are considered 
significant. Additional analyses and possibly an EIR could be required to identify mitigation measures that 
could reduce these impacts to less than significant levels. 

F. POLICY-LEVEL or PROJECT LEVEL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration will be conducted under a D policy-level, ~ project level analysis. 
Regarding mitigation measures, it is not the intent of this document to "overlap" or restate conditions of approval 
that are commonly established for future known projects or the proposed applications. Additionally, those other 
standard requirements and regulations that any development must comply with, that are outside the County's 
jurisdiction, are also not considered mitigation measures and therefore, will not be identified in this document. 

G. TIERED DOCUMENTS AND INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE 

Information, findings, and conclusions contained in this document are based on incorporation by reference of tiered 
documentation, which are discussed in the following section. 

1. Tiered Documents 

As permitted in Section 15152(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, information and discussions from other documents 
can be included into this document. Tiering is defined as follows: 

"Tiering refers to using the analysis of general matters contained in a broader EIR (such as the one prepared 
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for a general plan or policy statement) with later EIRs and negative declarations on narrower projects; 
incorporating by reference the general discussions from the broader EIR; and concentrating the later EIR or 
negative declaration solely on the issues specific to the later project." 

Tiering also allows this document to comply with Section 15152(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, which discourages 
redundant analyses, as follows: 

"Agencies are encouraged to tier the environmental analyses which they prepare for separate but related 
projects Including the general plans, zoning changes, and development projects. This approach can eliminate 
repetitive discussion of the same issues and focus the later EIR or negative declaration on the actual issues 
ripe for decision at each level of environmental review. Tiering is appropriate when the sequence of analysis 
is from an EIR prepared for a general plan, policy or program to an EIR or negative declaration for another 
plan, policy, or program of lesser scope, or to a site-specific EIR or negative declaration." 

Further, Section 15152(d) of the CEQA Guidelines states: 

"Where an EIR has been prepared and certified for a program, plan, policy, or ordinance consistent with the 
requirements of this section, any lead agency for a later project pursuant to or consistent with the program, 
plan, policy, or ordinance should limit the EIR or negative declaration on the later project to effects which: 

(1) Were not examined as significant effects on the environment in the prior EIR; or 

(2) Are susceptible to substantial reduction or avoidance by the choice of specific revisions in the project, by 
the imposition of conditions, or other means." 

2. Incorporation By Reference 

Incorporation by reference is a procedure for reducing the size of EIRs/MND and is most appropriate for 
including long, descriptive, or technical materials that provide general background information, but do not 
contribute directly to the specific analysis of the project Itself. This procedure is particularly useful when an 
EIR or Negative Declaration relies on a broadly-drafted EIR for its evaluation of cumulative impacts of related 
projects (Las Virgenes Homeowners Federation v. County of Los Angeles [1986, 177 Ca.3d 300]). If an EIR 
or Negative Declaration relies on information from a supporting study that is available to the public, the EIR 
or Negative Declaration cannot be deemed unsupported by evidence or analysis (San Francisco Ecology 
Center v. City and County of San Francisco [1975, 48 Ca.3d 584, 595]). This document incorporates by 
reference appropriate information from the "Final Environmental Impact Report and Environmental 
Assessment for the "County of Imperial General Plan EIR" prepared by Brian F. Mooney Associates in 1993 
and updates. 

When an EIR or Negative Declaration incorporates a document by reference, the incorporation must comply 
with Section 15150 of the CEQA Guidelines as follows: 

• The incorporated document must be available to the public or be a matter of public record (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15150[a]). The General Plan EIR and updates are available, along with this document, 
at the County of Imperial Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 
92243 Ph. (442) 265-1736. 

• This document must be available for inspection by the public at an office of the lead agency (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15150[b)). These documents are available at the County of Imperial Planning & 
Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243 Ph. (442) 265-1736. 

• These documents must summarize the portion of the document being incorporated by reference or briefly 
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describe information that cannot be summarized. Furthermore, these documents must describe the 

relationship between the incorporated information and the analysis in the tiered documents (CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15150[c]). As discussed above, the tiered EIRs address the entire project site and 

provide background and inventory information and data which apply to the project site. Incorporated 

information and/or data will be cited in the appropriate sections. 

e These documents must include the State identification number of the incorporated documents (CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15150[d]). The State Clearinghouse Number for the County of Imperial General Plan 

EIR is SCH #93011023. 

e The material to be incorporated in this document will include general background information (CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15150}f]). This has been previously discussed in this document. 

a SSS 
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e These documents must include the State identification number of the incorporated documents (CEQA 
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II. Environmental Checklist 
1. Project Title: Conditional Use Perrnit#25-0015 / Lot Merger#00165 / Initial Study #25-0033 

2. Lead Agency: Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department 

3. Contact person and phone number: Luis Bejarano, Planner II, (442) 265-1736, ext. 1745 

4. Address: 801 Main Street, El Centro CA, 92243 

5. E-mail: luisbejarano@co.imperial.ca.us 

6. Project location: The location of the proposed project is 1624 Gateway Road, Calexico, CA, properties identified 
under Assessor's Parcel Numbers (APN) 059-363-013-000, 059-363-020-000 and 059-363-025-000, legally 
described as POR LOT A LLA#283 ALSO BEING LOT 4 OF TRACT 942 GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB 
NO2 UNIT2 4.00AC, POR LOT A OF LLA#283 ALSO BEING POR REM. PAR A GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA 
SUB 2 UN 3 & LOT 4 GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB 2 UN 4 ALSO BEING POR LOT B LLA#283, in an 
unincorporated area of the County of Imperial. See Exhibit "A" Vicinity Map. 

7. Project sponsor's name and address: Oscar Linn 
1624 Gateway Rd, Calexico, CA 92231 

8. General Plan designation: Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan Area 

9. Zoning: GC (Gateway Commercial) 

10. Description of project: The Applicant has submitted requests for Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 and Lot 
Merger#00165 to continue and expand the operation of a parking and storage facility, including mini-storage units 
designed to receive packages and boxes on behalf of customers from delivery parcel companies. Said expansion 
would replace the currently permitted operation under Conditional Use Permit #13-0005. Upon merger, the project 
site will cover approximately 7.1 acres, comprising contiguous parcels identified by Assessor's Parcel Numbers 
059-363-013-000, 059-363-020-000, and 059-363-025-000. Access will remain via Gateway Road. This 
development is intended to accommodate the growing operational demands of Linn Parking & Storage by 
increasing parking capacity for commercial vehicles, including long-haul trucks and trailers. The facility is projected 
to handle around 30 passenger vehicles and 60 trucks entering and exiting daily, with capacity to park up to 60 
passenger vehicles and 140 trucks and trailers of various sizes. Operations will run continuously, 24/7, with a staff 
of approximately eight employees. This expansion is anticipated to improve traffic circulation, reduce congestion 
within the existing lot, and enhance overall site safety and functionality for both drivers and personnel. 

11. Surrounding land uses and setting: The project site is located within the Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan 
Area. Surrounded by parcels designated GI (Gateway Industrial) zoning towards north, south, east and west. 

12. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation 

agreement.): A) Planning Commission 

13. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area requested 
consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation 
that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, 
procedures regarding confidentially, etc.? 
The Quechan Indian Tribe, the Campo Band of Mission Indians, and the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians 
were contacted and invited to participate in the AB-52 Consultation and Request for Review and Comments as 
part of the Initial Study review process for a period of time between September 18, 2025, and October 20, 2025. 
The tribes had no comments on CUP #25-0015 / MERG #00165 I IS #25-0033. 

Note: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and 
project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse 
impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental 
review process. (See Public Resources Code, Section 21080.3.2). Information may also be available from 
the California Native American Heritage Commission's Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code, 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Depal1ment !Mal Shldy, Em,ronmental Checkisl Fonn for Linn Parking and Slorage, Condilional Use Penni I #25-0015 -Loi Merger#00165 - IS #25-0033 

Page Bof 35 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG 



Section 5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information System administered by the California 
Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note that Public Resources Code, Section 21082.3 (c) contains 
provisions specific to confidentiality. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact 
that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

D Aesthetics D Agriculture and Forestry Resources D Air Quality 

□ Biological Resources □ Cultural Resources □ Energy

□ Geology /Soils □ Greenhouse Gas Emissions □ Hazards & Hazardous Materials

□ Hydrology / Water Quality □ Land Use / Planning □ Mineral Resources

□ Noise □ Population / Housing □ Public Services

□ Recreation □ • Transportation □ Tribal Cultural Resources

□ Utilities/Service Systems □ Wildfire □ Mandatory Findings of Significance

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE (EEC) DETERMINATION 

After Review of the Initial Study, the Environmental Evaluation Committee has: 
D Found that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION will be prepared. 

�und that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a 
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. 
A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 
D Found that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT is required. 
D Found that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless 
mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document 
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier 
analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze 
only the effects that remain to be addressed. 
D Found that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially 
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to 
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing 
further is required. 

EEC VOTES 
PUBLIC WORKS 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SVCS 
OFFICE EMERGENCY SERVICES 
APCD 
AG 
SHERIFF DEPARTMENT 
IC�Dsn J 

�r�v� 
Jim Minnick, Director of Planning/EEC Chairman 

YES 

81 

I 

NO 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

ABSENT 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

p- 2f3-1.D-ZC:>
Date: 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact 
that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

CO ssAesthetics O Agriculture and Forestry Resources OO _sAjir Quality 

O Biological Resources O Cultural Resources Ol _ Energy 

OO Geology /Soils O Greenhouse Gas Emissions 0) Hazards & Hazardous Materials 

(1 Hydrology / Water Quality Oj Land Use / Planning (] Minera! Resources 

Ol Noise O Population / Housing OO sPublic Services 

OO _ Recreation 0 = ‘Transportation 1 __ Tribal Cultural Resources 

OO Utilities/Service Systems oO Wildfire (1 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE (EEC) DETERMINATION 

After Review of the Initial Study, the Environmental Evaluation Committee has: 

[_] Found that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION will be prepared. 

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

[_] Found that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT is required. 

[_] Found that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless 
mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document 

pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier 
analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze 
only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

[_] Found that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially 
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to 
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing 

further is required. 

EEC VOTES YES NO_ ABSENT 

PUBLIC WORKS 4 ml im 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SVCS RS C ia 
OFFICE EMERGENCY SERVICES CT] L] 

APCD im O 
AG C] C] 
SHERIFF DEPARTMENT | (at 

ICPDS | C] 

Sor AMA fA 5-20-2044 
Jim Minnick, Director of Planning/EEC Chairman Date: 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact 
that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

CO CsAesthetics O Agriculture and Forestry Resources OO _sAir Quality 

O __sBiological Resources O Cultural Resources Ol _ Energy 

OO Geology /Soils O Greenhouse Gas Emissions 0) Hazards & Hazardous Materials 

(1 ~~ Hydrology / Water Quality O Land Use / Planning (] Minera! Resources 

Ol Noise O Population / Housing OO _sPublic Services 

OO _ Recreation 0 = Transportation 1 _ Tribal Cultural Resources 

OO Utilities/Service Systems oO Wildfire (1 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE (EEC) DETERMINATION 

After Review of the Initial Study, the Environmental Evaluation Committee has: 

[_] Found that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE | 
DECLARATION will be prepared. 

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

[_] Found that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT is required. 

[_] Found that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless 
mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document 

pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier 
analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze 
only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

[_] Found that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially 
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to 
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing 

further is required. 

EEC VOTES | YES | NO ABSENT 

PUBLIC WORKS x | L] 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SVCS RS O O 
OFFICE EMERGENCY SERVICES L] LJ 

APCD im O 
AG C O 
SHERIFF DEPARTMENT Cc] Cc 

ICPDS Cc] Cc 

Sor ANA ph 5-20-2024 
Jim Minnick, Director of Planning/EEC Chairman Date: 
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PROJECT SUMMARY 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

E. 

Project Location: The location of the proposed project is 1624 Gateway Road, Calexico, 
CA, properties identified under Assessor's Parcel Numbers (APN) 059-363-013-000, 059-
363-020-000 and 059-363-025-000, legally described as POR LOT A LLA#283 ALSO 
BEING LOT 4 OF TRACT 942 GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB NO2 UNIT2 4.00AC, 
POR LOT A OF LLA#283 ALSO BEING POR REM. PAR A GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA 
SUB 2 UN 3 & LOT 4 GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB 2 UN 4 ALSO BEING POR LOT 
B LLA#283, in an unincorporated area of the County of Imperial. See Exhibit "A" Vicinity 
Map. 

Project Summary: The Applicant has submitted requests for Conditional Use Permit #25-
0015 and Lot Merger#00165 to continue and expand the operation of a parking and storage 
facility, including mini-storage units designed to receive packages and boxes on behalf of 
customers from delivery parcel companies. Said expansion would replace the currently 
permitted operation under Conditional Use Permit #13-0005. Upon merger, the project site 
will cover approximately 7.1 acres, comprising contiguous parcels identified by Assessor's 
Parcel Numbers 059-363-013-000, 059-363-020-000, and 059-363-025-000. Access will 
remain via Gateway Road. This development is intended to accommodate the growing 
operational demands of Linn Parking & Storage by increasing parking capacity for 
commercial vehicles, including long-haul trucks and trailers. The facility is projected to 
handle around 30 passenger vehicles and 60 trucks entering and exiting daily, with capacity 
to park up to 60 passenger vehicles and 140 trucks and trailers of various sizes. Operations 
will run continuously, 24/7, with a staff of approximately eight employees. This expansion is 
anticipated to improve traffic circulation, reduce congestion within the existing lot, and 
enhance overall site safety and functionality for both drivers and personnel. 

Environmental Setting: A portion of the project site (APN 059-363-013-000) is currently 
occupied by the proponent for a use that is substantially similar to the use proposed under 
this project. The project includes the expansion of this use onto two additional parcels (APN 
059-363-020-000 and 059-363-025-000), which are proposed to be consolidated through 
Lot Merger #00165. These parcels are contiguous to the existing operation and are currently 
undeveloped. 

Analysis: Under the Land Use Element of the Imperial County General Plan, the project 
site is designated as part of the Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan Area. It is classified 
as GI (Gateway Industrial) per Zone Map #18 of the Imperial County Land Use Ordinance 
(Title 9) and the Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan. Initial Study #25-0033 will analyze 
any impacts related to the proposed project. 

General Plan Consistency: Per the Imperial County General Plan, the land is designated 
as part of the Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan Area and zoned GI (Gateway 
Industrial) per zone map #18 of the Imperial County Land Use Ordinance (Title 9) and the 
Gateway Specific Plan. The proposed project is consistent with the Gateway of the 
Americas Specific Plan (C. Uses permitted with a Conditional Use Permit, Section 5-a 
"Wholesale, Storage and Distribution". 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form for Linn Parking and Storage, Conditional Use Perm~#25-0015-Lot Merger#00165 - IS #25-0033 
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Exhibit "A" 
Vicinity Map 

PROJECT LOCATION MAP 

LINN PARKING & STORAGE 
CUP #25-00015 

IS #25-0033 / MERG #00165 
APNs: 059-363-013, 059-363-020 

& 059-363-025 

t: :! Projecl Location N 
.--
1 Parcels 

-- Centerline A 
Imperial County Planning & Oevelopmenl Services Department 
Page 120135 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1)  Abrief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the 

information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact’ answer is 

adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to 

projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should 

be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not 

expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as 

well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers 

must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than 

significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be 

significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an 

EIR is required. 

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of 

mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact’ to a "Less Than Significant 

Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect 

to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be 

cross-referenced). 

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect 

has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a 

brief discussion should identify the following: 

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

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of 

and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether 

such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated," 

describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the 

extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential 

impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document 

should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals 

contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies 

should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects 

in whatever format is selected. 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance 

EE
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1)  Abrief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the 

information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact’ answer is 

adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to 

projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should 

be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not 

expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as 

well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers 

must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than 

significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be 

significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an 

EIR is required. 

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of 

mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact’ to a "Less Than Significant 

Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect 

to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be 

cross-referenced). 

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect 

has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a 

brief discussion should identify the following: 

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

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of 

and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether 

such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated," 

describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the 

extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential 

impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document 

should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals 

contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies 

should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects 

in whatever format is selected. 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1)  Abrief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the 

information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact’ answer is 

adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to 

projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should 

be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not 

expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as 

well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers 

must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than 

significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be 

significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an 

EIR is required. 

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of 

mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact’ to a "Less Than Significant 

Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect 

to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be 

cross-referenced). 

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect 

has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a 

brief discussion should identify the following: 

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

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of 

and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether 

such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated," 

describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the 

extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential 

impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document 

should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals 

contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies 

should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects 

in whatever format is selected. 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1)  Abrief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the 

information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact’ answer is 

adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to 

projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should 

be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not 

expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as 

well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers 

must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than 

significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be 

significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an 

EIR is required. 

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of 

mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact’ to a "Less Than Significant 

Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect 

to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be 

cross-referenced). 

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect 

has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a 

brief discussion should identify the following: 

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

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of 

and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether 

such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated," 

describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the 

extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential 

impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document 

should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals 

contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies 

should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects 

in whatever format is selected. 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance 
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II. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI} 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

(LTSMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No Impact 
(NI) 

I. AESTHETICS 

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista or scenic 
highway? □ □ □ 
a) The project site is not located near a scenic highway per the Imperial County Circulation and Scenic Highway Element1. 
The roads surrounding the parcel do not meet the scenic highway criteria found on the California Scenic Highway Program2; 
therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 
limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within D D O ~ 
a state scenic highway? 
b) The site of the proposed project is located within the Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan, with principal focus on 
Industrial and Commercial Development. There are no scenic resources surrounding the project site, and will not damage 
scenic resources such as trees, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings within a scenic highway; therefore, no impacts are 
expected. 

In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of public views of the site and its 
surrounding? (Public views are those thal are experienced D 1:8:l D D 
from publicly accessible vantage point.) If the project Is in an 
urbanized area, would the project conmct \vith applicable 
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality? 
c) The proposed project site is located within the Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan and would not degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of the site and its surrounding area. The Gateway SPA PEIR concluded that the aesthetic impact 
resulting from agriculture land to industrial/commercial development, consequential to the implementation of the Gateway 
Specific Plan, would be significant but mitigable. This anticipated impact would be reduced below a lever of significance 
through adherence to architectural and landscape design guidelines. Therefore, a less than significant impact with 
mitigations incorporated is expected. 
Implementation of the following mitigation measures from the PEIR would reduce aesthetic impact to below a level of 
significance: 

• MM-AE1: Concurrent with approval of Plot Plans for each phase or unit of development shall be in substantial 
conformance with the design guidelines in Chapter IV of the Gateway Specific Plan to ensure compatibility with 
the planned design theme as adopted for the SPA. (Mlligation Measure 4.5-1) 

• MM-AE2: Prior to issuance of a grading permit for each phase or unit of development within the SPA, a detailed 
landscape plan shall be prepared in conformance with the design guidelines In Chapter IV of the Gateway Specific 
Plan. (Mitigation Measure 4.5-2) 

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would 
adversely affect day or nlgh~lme views in the area? □ □ □ 
d) The proposed project site is surrounded by vacant land and by existing buildings with lighting on site, including the 
original operation, located on the southern parcel {APN 059-363-013-DDO), which is being expanded as part of this project. 
However, should any additional lighting be placed, they will need to be shielded and contained within the property boundary. 
Additionally, any added lighting shall comply with the Gateway SPA Land Use Regulations and Design Guidelines in Chapter 
IV. Addherance to these regulations will result in a less than significant Impact. 

AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

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

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps □ □ □ [81 

1 Imperial County General Plan Circulation and Scenic Highways Element page 30 
2 tmperial County General Plan Circulation and Scenic H,hways Element, pages 80-108 
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Less than 
Potentially Significant with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSI) (LTSM)) (LTS) (NI) 

AESTHETICS 

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista or scenic 
highway? O O O a 

a) The project site is not located near a scenic highway per the Imperial County Circulation and Scenic Highway Element!. 

The roads surrounding the parcel do not meet the scenic highway criteria found on the California Scenic Highway Program2; 

therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 
limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within C] CT O & 
a state scenic highway? 
b) The site of the proposed project is located within the Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan, with principal focus on 
Industrial and Commercial Development. There are no scenic resources surrounding the project site, and will not damage 
scenic resources such as trees, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings within a scenic highway; therefore, no impacts are 
expected. 

c} In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of public views of the site and its 
surrounding? (Public views are those thal are experienced g XZ oO Oo 
from publicly accessible vantage point.) If the project is in an 
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable 

zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality? 
c) The proposed project site is located within the Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan and would not degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of the site and its surrounding area. The Gateway SPA PEIR concluded that the aesthetic impact 
resulting from agriculture land to industrial/commercial development, consequential to the implementation of the Gateway 
Specific Plan, would be significant but mitigable. This anticipated impact would be reduced below a level of significance 
through adherence to architectural and landscape design quidelines. Therefore, a less than significant impact with 
mitigations incorporated is expected. 
Implementation of the following mitigation measures from the PEIR would reduce aesthetic impact to below a level of 
significance: 

e  MM-AE1: Concurrent with approval of Plot Plans for each phase or unit of development shall be in substantial 
conformance with the design guidelines in Chapter IV of the Gateway Specific Plan to ensure compatibility with 

the planned design theme as adopted for the SPA. (Mitigation Measure 4.5-1) 
e MM-AE2: Prior to issuance of a grading permit for each phase or unit of development within the SPA, a detailed 

landscape plan shall be prepared in conformance with the design guidelines in Chapter IV of the Gateway Specific 

Plan. (Mitigation Measure 4.5-2) 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? O L xX O 
d) The proposed project site is surrounded by vacant land and by existing buildings with lighting on site, including the 
original operation, located on the southern parcel (APN 059-363-013-000), which is being expanded as part of this project. 

However, should any additional lighting be placed, they will need to be shielded and contained within the property boundary. 
Additionally, any added lighting shall comply with the Gateway SPA Land Use Regulations and Design Guidelines in Chapter 
IV. Addherance to these regulations will result in a less than significant impact. 

AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California 
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Mode! (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional mode! to 
use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant 

environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding 
the state's inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest 
carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board, --Would the project: 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps O O oO X 

1 imperial County General Plan Circulation and Scenic Highways Element, page 30 
2 imperial County General Plan Circulation and Soenic Highways Element, pages 80-108 
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Less than 

Potentially Significant with Less Than 

Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

(PSI) (LTSMI) (LTSI) (NI) 

prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 

Program of the California Resources Agency, to non- 

agricultural use? 

a) According to the California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program 
(2020), the project 

site is designated as “Urban and Built-Up Land”, there is no conversion of agricultural use to 
non-agricultural use being 

proposed. Additionally, the Specific Plan PEIR for the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan indi
cated that new agricultural 

land could not be created to off-set any loss of agricultural lands and further concluded that the future devel
opment within 

the proposed project location would not result in significant impacts to agriculture. No mitigation 
measures or environmental 

conditions for agriculture are applicable to this proposed project; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or @ 

Williamson Act Contract? U O U x 

b) The proposed location is zoned as Gl (Gateway Industrial), falling within the Gateway of the America
s Specific Plan Area. 

The proposed project location is not zoned for agricultural uses; therefore, there will be no impact 
regarding conflicts with a 

Williamson Act Contract, nor agricultural uses. No impacts are expected. 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest 

land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), 

timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section | C oO x 

4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined 

by Government Code Section 51104(g))? 

c) The project is not within any forestland; therefore, no impacts related to the conversion of timberlan
ds or forest land are 

expected. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

d) — Result in the loss of forestland or conversion of forestland to 
4 

non-forest use? O O O mS 

d) As previously stated, the project site is not within or close to any forest land; therefore, no impac
t is expected. 

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due 

to their location or nature, could result in conversion of 

Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forestland O O O x 

to non-forest use? 

e) The proposed project site is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan and will involve c
hanges in the 

existing environment; however, as explained in II (a) above, the Specific Plan PEIR indicated t
hat new agricultural land could 

not be created to off-set any loss of agricultural lands, and concluded the future development within 
the proposed project 

location would not result in significant impacts to agriculture. No mitigation measures of environmental conditions for 

agriculture are applicable to this proposed project. No impacts are expected to occur. 

w. AIR QUALITY 

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or air 
pollution control district may be 

relied upon to the following determinations. Would the Project: 

a) 

b) 

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air 

quality plan? O O XM O 

a) Mobile sources emissions make up a large portion of operational air emissions created by this type o
f development project 

and as such have the potential to conflict with an air quality plan. Based on the results provided wit
hin the Air Quality Analysis 

prepared by Birdseye, February 20264, the project would have a less than significant impact on 
conflicts with an applicable 

air quality Plan. Additionally the Air District modeling found operational emissions below the Tier 1 threshold of 
Table 4 in 

the District's CEQA Air Quality Handbook. Based on these results, the project would not conflict with the 2
017 State 

Implementation Plan for the 2008 8-hour Ozone Standard (2017 SIP). Therefore, a less than si
gnificant impact would be 

expected. 

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 O O XM O 

standard? 

3 California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping htps:/maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRPICIFF/
 

4 pir Quality/Greenhouse Gas Study, Birdseye, February 2026 
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Less than 

Potentially Significant with Less Than 

Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

(PSI) (LTSMI) (LTSI) (NI) 

prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 

Program of the California Resources Agency, to non- 

agricultural use? 

a) According to the California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program 
(2020), the project 

site is designated as “Urban and Built-Up Land”, there is no conversion of agricultural use to 
non-agricultural use being 

proposed. Additionally, the Specific Plan PEIR for the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan indi
cated that new agricultural 

land could not be created to off-set any loss of agricultural lands and further concluded that the future devel
opment within 

the proposed project location would not result in significant impacts to agriculture. No mitigation 
measures or environmental 

conditions for agriculture are applicable to this proposed project; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or @ 

Williamson Act Contract? U O U x 

b) The proposed location is zoned as Gl (Gateway Industrial), falling within the Gateway of the America
s Specific Plan Area. 

The proposed project location is not zoned for agricultural uses; therefore, there will be no impact 
regarding conflicts with a 

Williamson Act Contract, nor agricultural uses. No impacts are expected. 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest 

land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), 

timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section | C oO x 

4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined 

by Government Code Section 51104(g))? 

c) The project is not within any forestland; therefore, no impacts related to the conversion of timberlan
ds or forest land are 

expected. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

d) — Result in the loss of forestland or conversion of forestland to 
4 

non-forest use? O O O mS 

d) As previously stated, the project site is not within or close to any forest land; therefore, no impac
t is expected. 

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due 

to their location or nature, could result in conversion of 

Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forestland O O O x 

to non-forest use? 

e) The proposed project site is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan and will involve c
hanges in the 

existing environment; however, as explained in II (a) above, the Specific Plan PEIR indicated t
hat new agricultural land could 

not be created to off-set any loss of agricultural lands, and concluded the future development within 
the proposed project 

location would not result in significant impacts to agriculture. No mitigation measures of environmental conditions for 

agriculture are applicable to this proposed project. No impacts are expected to occur. 

w. AIR QUALITY 

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or air 
pollution control district may be 

relied upon to the following determinations. Would the Project: 

a) 

b) 

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air 

quality plan? O O XM O 

a) Mobile sources emissions make up a large portion of operational air emissions created by this type o
f development project 

and as such have the potential to conflict with an air quality plan. Based on the results provided wit
hin the Air Quality Analysis 

prepared by Birdseye, February 20264, the project would have a less than significant impact on 
conflicts with an applicable 

air quality Plan. Additionally the Air District modeling found operational emissions below the Tier 1 threshold of 
Table 4 in 

the District's CEQA Air Quality Handbook. Based on these results, the project would not conflict with the 2
017 State 

Implementation Plan for the 2008 8-hour Ozone Standard (2017 SIP). Therefore, a less than si
gnificant impact would be 

expected. 

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 O O XM O 

standard? 

3 California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping htps:/maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRPICIFF/
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Less than 

Potentially Significant with Less Than 

Significant Mitigation Significant 
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prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 

Program of the California Resources Agency, to non- 

agricultural use? 

a) According to the California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program 
(2020), the project 

site is designated as “Urban and Built-Up Land”, there is no conversion of agricultural use to 
non-agricultural use being 

proposed. Additionally, the Specific Plan PEIR for the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan indi
cated that new agricultural 

land could not be created to off-set any loss of agricultural lands and further concluded that the future devel
opment within 

the proposed project location would not result in significant impacts to agriculture. No mitigation 
measures or environmental 

conditions for agriculture are applicable to this proposed project; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or @ 

Williamson Act Contract? U O U x 

b) The proposed location is zoned as Gl (Gateway Industrial), falling within the Gateway of the America
s Specific Plan Area. 

The proposed project location is not zoned for agricultural uses; therefore, there will be no impact 
regarding conflicts with a 

Williamson Act Contract, nor agricultural uses. No impacts are expected. 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest 

land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), 

timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section | C oO x 

4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined 

by Government Code Section 51104(g))? 

c) The project is not within any forestland; therefore, no impacts related to the conversion of timberlan
ds or forest land are 

expected. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

d) — Result in the loss of forestland or conversion of forestland to 
4 

non-forest use? O O O mS 

d) As previously stated, the project site is not within or close to any forest land; therefore, no impac
t is expected. 

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due 

to their location or nature, could result in conversion of 

Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forestland O O O x 

to non-forest use? 

e) The proposed project site is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan and will involve c
hanges in the 

existing environment; however, as explained in II (a) above, the Specific Plan PEIR indicated t
hat new agricultural land could 

not be created to off-set any loss of agricultural lands, and concluded the future development within 
the proposed project 

location would not result in significant impacts to agriculture. No mitigation measures of environmental conditions for 

agriculture are applicable to this proposed project. No impacts are expected to occur. 

w. AIR QUALITY 

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or air 
pollution control district may be 

relied upon to the following determinations. Would the Project: 

a) 

b) 

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air 

quality plan? O O XM O 

a) Mobile sources emissions make up a large portion of operational air emissions created by this type o
f development project 

and as such have the potential to conflict with an air quality plan. Based on the results provided wit
hin the Air Quality Analysis 

prepared by Birdseye, February 20264, the project would have a less than significant impact on 
conflicts with an applicable 

air quality Plan. Additionally the Air District modeling found operational emissions below the Tier 1 threshold of 
Table 4 in 

the District's CEQA Air Quality Handbook. Based on these results, the project would not conflict with the 2
017 State 

Implementation Plan for the 2008 8-hour Ozone Standard (2017 SIP). Therefore, a less than si
gnificant impact would be 

expected. 

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 O O XM O 

standard? 

3 California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping htps:/maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRPICIFF/
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prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 

Program of the California Resources Agency, to non- 

agricultural use? 

a) According to the California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program 
(2020), the project 

site is designated as “Urban and Built-Up Land”, there is no conversion of agricultural use to 
non-agricultural use being 

proposed. Additionally, the Specific Plan PEIR for the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan indi
cated that new agricultural 

land could not be created to off-set any loss of agricultural lands and further concluded that the future devel
opment within 

the proposed project location would not result in significant impacts to agriculture. No mitigation 
measures or environmental 

conditions for agriculture are applicable to this proposed project; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or @ 

Williamson Act Contract? U O U x 

b) The proposed location is zoned as Gl (Gateway Industrial), falling within the Gateway of the America
s Specific Plan Area. 

The proposed project location is not zoned for agricultural uses; therefore, there will be no impact 
regarding conflicts with a 

Williamson Act Contract, nor agricultural uses. No impacts are expected. 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest 

land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), 

timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section | C oO x 

4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined 

by Government Code Section 51104(g))? 

c) The project is not within any forestland; therefore, no impacts related to the conversion of timberlan
ds or forest land are 

expected. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

d) — Result in the loss of forestland or conversion of forestland to 
4 

non-forest use? O O O mS 

d) As previously stated, the project site is not within or close to any forest land; therefore, no impac
t is expected. 

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due 

to their location or nature, could result in conversion of 

Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forestland O O O x 

to non-forest use? 

e) The proposed project site is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan and will involve c
hanges in the 

existing environment; however, as explained in II (a) above, the Specific Plan PEIR indicated t
hat new agricultural land could 

not be created to off-set any loss of agricultural lands, and concluded the future development within 
the proposed project 

location would not result in significant impacts to agriculture. No mitigation measures of environmental conditions for 

agriculture are applicable to this proposed project. No impacts are expected to occur. 

w. AIR QUALITY 

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or air 
pollution control district may be 

relied upon to the following determinations. Would the Project: 

a) 

b) 

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air 

quality plan? O O XM O 

a) Mobile sources emissions make up a large portion of operational air emissions created by this type o
f development project 

and as such have the potential to conflict with an air quality plan. Based on the results provided wit
hin the Air Quality Analysis 

prepared by Birdseye, February 20264, the project would have a less than significant impact on 
conflicts with an applicable 

air quality Plan. Additionally the Air District modeling found operational emissions below the Tier 1 threshold of 
Table 4 in 

the District's CEQA Air Quality Handbook. Based on these results, the project would not conflict with the 2
017 State 

Implementation Plan for the 2008 8-hour Ozone Standard (2017 SIP). Therefore, a less than si
gnificant impact would be 

expected. 

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 O O XM O 

standard? 

3 California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping htps:/maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRPICIFF/
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c) 

d) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

(LTSMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSO 

No Impact 
(NI) 

b) According to the comment letter provided by the Air Pollution Control District, dated March 17, 20265, an increase in the 
number of vehicle trips during the operational lifetime of the project could potentially pose a cumulatively significant net 
increase of emissions. Therefore, the Air District requests that any future increase in vehicle traffic to project operations 
above that identified in this CUP application be submitted to the Air District for review and evaluation of air quality impacts. 
Adherence to the requirements set by the Air District will keep impacts to a level of less than significant. 

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutants 
concentrations? □ □ [8J □ 
c) Based on the comment letter submitted by the Air District on March 17, 20265, the Air Quality Analysis shows that the 
project would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. Therefore, a less than significant impact 
is expected. 

Result in other emissions ( such as those leading to odors 
adversely affecting a substantial number of people? □ □ □ 
d) Based on the comment letter submitted by the Air District on March 17, 20265, the Air Quality Analysis shows that the 
project would not result In other emissions (such as those leading to odors adversely affecting a substantial number of 
people. Therefore, a less than significant impact Is expected. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, 0 [8J D D 
policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
a) The proposed project site partially corresponds to an existing operation similar to the one proposed, currently operating 
under CUP #13-0005. Although the northern portion of the proposed project site, which is to be Incorporated to the existing 
operation through Lot Merger #00165, is not disturbed land, this is land identified to be part of the Gateway to the Americas 
Specific Plan, which could have a substantial adverse effect, either direcUy or through habitat modification, or any species 
Identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plan, policies, or regulation, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, per the "Burrowing Owl Species Distribution Model" according to the Imperial 
County General Plan's Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 26 and the Department of Fish and Wildlife Predicted 

Habitat Map 7, the project is located within a Burrowing Owl Species Distribution Model area. However, the site and its habitat 
and wildlife species have been reviewed previously within the Gateway of the Americas PEIR. The PEIR found that direct 
impacts on the burrowing owl due to direct habitat modification, were found to be significant and mitigable. The PEIR found 
uncontrolled project lighting from implementation of the Gateway Specific Plan would indirectly impact sensitive wildlife and 
biological resources near the Alamo River and sedimentation/siltation and urban runoff also would occur. 
Implementation of the following mitigation measures Identified in the PEIR would reduce impacts to the burrowing owl to a 
level of Less than Significant with Mitigations Incorporated. 

• MM-B101: Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the permit shall be condit.ioned to require a pre-construction 
survey in accordance with CDF&W Guidelines. The survey shall be conducted no more than 30 days prior to 
construction to ensure that no addiliona.l burrowing owls have established territories since the initial surveys and 
to quantify the number of burrows to be impacted. If ground-disturbing activities are delayed or suspended for 
more than 30 days after the pre-construction survey, the site shaU be resurveyed. Any burrowing owls found that 
were not identified during the initial surveys shall require the same offsite acquisition and permanent protection 
of offsile foraging and nesting habitat as outlined in Mitigation Measure 4.7-5 of the Gateway of the Americas 
Specific Plan (Mitigation Measure 4.7-6). 

• MM-B102: Any observed burrowing owls within 50 meters of construction shall be relocated pursuant to a 
management plan approved by the California Division of Fish and Wildlife (Mitigation Measure 4.7-7). 

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

5 Air Pollution Control District Comment Letter, March 17, 2026 
6 Imperial County General Pian "Consesvatlon and Open Space Elemenr 
7 California Department of Fish and Wildlife Bunowlng Owl Predicted Habitat 

□ □ □ 
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b) According to the comment letter provided by the Air Pollution Control District, dated March 17, 2026°, an increase in the 
number of vehicle trips during the operational lifetime of the project could potentially pose a cumulatively significant net 

increase of emissions. Therefore, the Air District requests that any future increase in vehicle traffic to project operations 
above that identified in this CUP application be submitted to the Air District for review and evaluation of air quality impacts. 

Adherence to the requirements set by the Air District will keep impacts to a level of less than significant. 

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutants 
concentrations? O O x O 

c) Based on the comment letter submitted by the Air District on March 17, 20265, the Air Quality Analysis shows that the 
project would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. Therefore, a less than significant impact 
is expected. 

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors 
adversely affecting a substantial number of people? U O x O 
d) Based on the comment letter submitted by the Air District on March 17, 20265, the Air Quality Analysis shows that the 
project would not result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors adversely affecting a substantial number of 
people. Therefore, a less than significant impact is expected. 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, 

sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, ial 4} T] C 
policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
a) The proposed project site partially corresponds to an existing operation similar to the one proposed, currently operating 
under CUP #13-0005. Although the northern portion of the proposed project site, which is to be incorporated to the existing 
operation through Lot Merger #00165, is not disturbed land, this is land identified to be part of the Gateway to the Americas 

Specific Plan, which could have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modification, or any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plan, policies, or regulation, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, per the “Burrowing Ow Species Distribution Model" according to the Imperial 

County General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 2 and the Department of Fish and Wildlife Predicted 

Habitat Map’, the project is located within a Burrowing Owl Species Distribution Model area. However, the site and its habitat 
and wildlife species have been reviewed previously within the Gateway of the Americas PEIR. The PEIR found that direct 
impacts on the burrowing owl due to direct habitat modification, were found to be significant and mitigable. The PEIR found 
uncontrolled project lighting from implementation of the Gateway Specific Plan would indirectly impact sensitive wildlife and 
biological resources near the Alamo River and sedimentation/siltation and urban runoff also would occur. 
Implementation of the following mitigation measures identified in the PEIR would reduce impacts to the burrowing owl to a 
level of Less than Significant with Mitigations Incorporated. 

e MM-BI01; Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the permit shall be conditioned to require a pre-construction 
survey in accordance with CDF&W Guidelines. The survey shall be conducted no more than 30 days prior to 
construction to ensure that no additional burrowing owls have established territories since the initial surveys and 
to quantify the number of burrows to be impacted. If ground-disturbing activities are delayed or suspended for 
more than 30 days after the pre-construction survey, the site shall be resurveyed. Any burrowing ow’s found that 
were not identified during the initial surveys shall require the same offsite acquisition and permanent protection 
of offsite foraging and nesting habitat as outlined in Mitigation Measure 4.7-5 of the Gateway of the Americas 

Specific Plan (Mitigation Measure 4.7-6). 
e MM-BIO2: Any observed burrowing owls within 50 meters of construction shall be relocated pursuant to a 

management plan approved by the California Division of Fish and Wildlife (Mitigation Measure 4.7-7). 

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

5 Air Pollution Control District Comment Letter, March 17, 2026 

6 Imperial County General Plan “Conservation and Open Space Element’ 

7 Califomia Department of Fish and Wildlife Burrowing Owl Predicted Habitat 
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Less than 
Potentially Significant with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

(PSI) (LTSMI) (LTSI) (NI) 

b) As mentioned above, the proposed project site is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan an
d could have 

a substantial effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community as identified in local or regional 
plan, policies, 

or regulations or by the California Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services. However, with the implementation of
 

the mitigation measures listed in (a) above, the impact would be below a level of significance. 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally 

protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal 

pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological O U L x 

interruption, or other means? 

c) The proposed project will not cause a substantial adverse effect on federal protected wetlands as defined by Section
 404 

of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc,) through direct removal, fi
lling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means. 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native oO Oo Ol x 

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 

native wildlife nursery sites? 

d) The proposed project does not appear to interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or migrat
ory fish or 

wildlife species or with established resident or migratory wildlife, corridors or impede the use of native wildlife nursery s
ites. 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinance protecting 

biological resource, such as a tree preservation policy or | LJ C] XX 

ordinance? 

e) The proposed project (designated as Specific Plan Area under the Imperial County General Plan, Land Use Map) does
 not 

conflict with any local policy or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance. 

f} Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or Oo Oo oO ™ 

other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation - 

plan? 

f) The proposed project is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan and does not lie within a S
ensitive Area 

as shown on Figures 2a, (Sensitive Plants); 2b (Sensitive Wildlife Areas); or 2c (Unusual Plant Ass
emblages); of the 

Conservation and Open Space Element of the Imperial County General Plan and does not appear to conflict w
ith any 

provision of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plant, Natural Community Conservation Plan or other approved 
local, regional 

or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a O Oo x Oo 

a) The project site is not within or near any “Known Areas of Native American Cultural Sensitivity” as per Imperial Coun
ty 

General Plan's Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 6°; therefore, less than significant impacts are 
expected. 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an O O & O 

b) As previously stated, it was found that the site location is not in or near any “Known Areas of Native Ameri
can Cultural 

Sensitivity”, nor within any Tribal Lands area according to the Tribal Lands in U. S. Environmental Protection Ag
ency 

a) 
historical resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

b) 
archaealogical resource pursuant to §15064.5?7 

Region 9 Map®: therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside 
of dedicated cemeteries? 9 L L x U 

c) As previously stated on items (V)(a) and (V)(b) above, the proposed project site is not located within or near a "Known 

Area of Native American Cultural Sensitivity”. Additionally, no response or concern was received from the consulted 
parties. 

Any unknown human remains that may be discovered during subsurface activities shall be reported to the County 
Coroner 

pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. Consequently, any impact would be less than significant. 

8 Tribal Lands in U. S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9 Map 
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b) As mentioned above, the proposed project site is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan an
d could have 

a substantial effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community as identified in local or regional 
plan, policies, 

or regulations or by the California Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services. However, with the implementation of
 

the mitigation measures listed in (a) above, the impact would be below a level of significance. 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally 

protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal 

pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological O U L x 

interruption, or other means? 

c) The proposed project will not cause a substantial adverse effect on federal protected wetlands as defined by Section
 404 

of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc,) through direct removal, fi
lling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means. 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native oO Oo Ol x 

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 

native wildlife nursery sites? 

d) The proposed project does not appear to interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or migrat
ory fish or 

wildlife species or with established resident or migratory wildlife, corridors or impede the use of native wildlife nursery s
ites. 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinance protecting 

biological resource, such as a tree preservation policy or | LJ C] XX 

ordinance? 

e) The proposed project (designated as Specific Plan Area under the Imperial County General Plan, Land Use Map) does
 not 

conflict with any local policy or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance. 

f} Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or Oo Oo oO ™ 

other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation - 

plan? 

f) The proposed project is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan and does not lie within a S
ensitive Area 

as shown on Figures 2a, (Sensitive Plants); 2b (Sensitive Wildlife Areas); or 2c (Unusual Plant Ass
emblages); of the 

Conservation and Open Space Element of the Imperial County General Plan and does not appear to conflict w
ith any 

provision of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plant, Natural Community Conservation Plan or other approved 
local, regional 

or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a O Oo x Oo 

a) The project site is not within or near any “Known Areas of Native American Cultural Sensitivity” as per Imperial Coun
ty 

General Plan's Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 6°; therefore, less than significant impacts are 
expected. 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an O O & O 

b) As previously stated, it was found that the site location is not in or near any “Known Areas of Native Ameri
can Cultural 

Sensitivity”, nor within any Tribal Lands area according to the Tribal Lands in U. S. Environmental Protection Ag
ency 

a) 
historical resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

b) 
archaealogical resource pursuant to §15064.5?7 

Region 9 Map®: therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside 
of dedicated cemeteries? 9 L L x U 

c) As previously stated on items (V)(a) and (V)(b) above, the proposed project site is not located within or near a "Known 

Area of Native American Cultural Sensitivity”. Additionally, no response or concern was received from the consulted 
parties. 

Any unknown human remains that may be discovered during subsurface activities shall be reported to the County 
Coroner 

pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. Consequently, any impact would be less than significant. 

8 Tribal Lands in U. S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9 Map 
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b) As mentioned above, the proposed project site is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan an
d could have 

a substantial effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community as identified in local or regional 
plan, policies, 

or regulations or by the California Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services. However, with the implementation of
 

the mitigation measures listed in (a) above, the impact would be below a level of significance. 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally 

protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal 

pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological O U L x 

interruption, or other means? 

c) The proposed project will not cause a substantial adverse effect on federal protected wetlands as defined by Section
 404 

of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc,) through direct removal, fi
lling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means. 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native oO Oo Ol x 

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 

native wildlife nursery sites? 

d) The proposed project does not appear to interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or migrat
ory fish or 

wildlife species or with established resident or migratory wildlife, corridors or impede the use of native wildlife nursery s
ites. 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinance protecting 

biological resource, such as a tree preservation policy or | LJ C] XX 

ordinance? 

e) The proposed project (designated as Specific Plan Area under the Imperial County General Plan, Land Use Map) does
 not 

conflict with any local policy or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance. 

f} Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or Oo Oo oO ™ 

other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation - 

plan? 

f) The proposed project is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan and does not lie within a S
ensitive Area 

as shown on Figures 2a, (Sensitive Plants); 2b (Sensitive Wildlife Areas); or 2c (Unusual Plant Ass
emblages); of the 

Conservation and Open Space Element of the Imperial County General Plan and does not appear to conflict w
ith any 

provision of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plant, Natural Community Conservation Plan or other approved 
local, regional 

or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a O Oo x Oo 

a) The project site is not within or near any “Known Areas of Native American Cultural Sensitivity” as per Imperial Coun
ty 

General Plan's Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 6°; therefore, less than significant impacts are 
expected. 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an O O & O 

b) As previously stated, it was found that the site location is not in or near any “Known Areas of Native Ameri
can Cultural 

Sensitivity”, nor within any Tribal Lands area according to the Tribal Lands in U. S. Environmental Protection Ag
ency 

a) 
historical resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

b) 
archaealogical resource pursuant to §15064.5?7 

Region 9 Map®: therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside 
of dedicated cemeteries? 9 L L x U 

c) As previously stated on items (V)(a) and (V)(b) above, the proposed project site is not located within or near a "Known 

Area of Native American Cultural Sensitivity”. Additionally, no response or concern was received from the consulted 
parties. 

Any unknown human remains that may be discovered during subsurface activities shall be reported to the County 
Coroner 

pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. Consequently, any impact would be less than significant. 

8 Tribal Lands in U. S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9 Map 
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b) As mentioned above, the proposed project site is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan an
d could have 

a substantial effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community as identified in local or regional 
plan, policies, 

or regulations or by the California Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services. However, with the implementation of
 

the mitigation measures listed in (a) above, the impact would be below a level of significance. 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally 

protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal 

pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological O U L x 

interruption, or other means? 

c) The proposed project will not cause a substantial adverse effect on federal protected wetlands as defined by Section
 404 

of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc,) through direct removal, fi
lling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means. 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native oO Oo Ol x 

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 

native wildlife nursery sites? 

d) The proposed project does not appear to interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or migrat
ory fish or 

wildlife species or with established resident or migratory wildlife, corridors or impede the use of native wildlife nursery s
ites. 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinance protecting 

biological resource, such as a tree preservation policy or | LJ C] XX 

ordinance? 

e) The proposed project (designated as Specific Plan Area under the Imperial County General Plan, Land Use Map) does
 not 

conflict with any local policy or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 
ordinance. 

f} Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or Oo Oo oO ™ 

other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation - 

plan? 

f) The proposed project is located within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan and does not lie within a S
ensitive Area 

as shown on Figures 2a, (Sensitive Plants); 2b (Sensitive Wildlife Areas); or 2c (Unusual Plant Ass
emblages); of the 

Conservation and Open Space Element of the Imperial County General Plan and does not appear to conflict w
ith any 

provision of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plant, Natural Community Conservation Plan or other approved 
local, regional 

or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a O Oo x Oo 

a) The project site is not within or near any “Known Areas of Native American Cultural Sensitivity” as per Imperial Coun
ty 

General Plan's Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 6°; therefore, less than significant impacts are 
expected. 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an O O & O 

b) As previously stated, it was found that the site location is not in or near any “Known Areas of Native Ameri
can Cultural 

Sensitivity”, nor within any Tribal Lands area according to the Tribal Lands in U. S. Environmental Protection Ag
ency 

a) 
historical resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

b) 
archaealogical resource pursuant to §15064.5?7 

Region 9 Map®: therefore, less than significant impacts are expected. 

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside 
of dedicated cemeteries? 9 L L x U 

c) As previously stated on items (V)(a) and (V)(b) above, the proposed project site is not located within or near a "Known 

Area of Native American Cultural Sensitivity”. Additionally, no response or concern was received from the consulted 
parties. 

Any unknown human remains that may be discovered during subsurface activities shall be reported to the County 
Coroner 

pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. Consequently, any impact would be less than significant. 

8 Tribal Lands in U. S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9 Map 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department 
Page 18 of 35 

Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form for Linn Parking and Storage, Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 — Lot Merger #00165 - IS
 #25-0033 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG



Vi. 

Vil. 

Less than 
Potentially Significant with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

(PSI) (LTSMI) (LTSI) (Ni) 

ENERGY Would the project: 

a) — Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to 

wasieful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy CJ 0 LJ X 

resources, during project construction or operation? 

a) No consumption of energy that would result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient,
 or 

unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project construction or operation is expected. There
fore, no impact 

is expected. 

b) — Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable 

energy or energy efficiency? U U U xX 

b) No conflict or obstruction with local or state plans regarding energy are anticipated; therefore, no impacts 
are expected 

to occur. 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project: 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse 

effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death involving: O U i U 

a) According to the Department of Conservation’s Regulatory Maps®, the project site is not in a fault z
one, located 

approximately one-half mile to the west of the Imperial fault, Additionally future development or newly constructed 

structure would require compliance with the latest edition of the California Building Code as well as going throug
h a 

ministerial building permit review. Compliance with said codes and County agencies’ approvals would
 bring potential 

impacts to less than significant levels at the time of future development. Consequently, the proposed project would 
not 

directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects regarding risk of loss, injury, or death;
 therefore, less 

than significant impact is expected. 

1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 

Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based | CL] i im 

on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42? 

1) As previously mentioned, the project is not located in a fault zone. Compliance with applicable County agencies’ 

requirements would bring any potential impact to less than significant levels. 

2) — Strang Seismic ground shaking? CT] Cc XX] im 

2) The proposed project will not expose people to seismic ground shaking to a greater degree than the on
e of the 

surrounding developed areas since the site is not within a fault zone. As previously mentioned, if any construct
ion was 

to be proposed in the future as part of the development, it would have to incorporate appropriate des
ign measures. Less 

than significant impacts are expected to occur. 

3) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction 

and seiche/tsunami? = U O va 

3) The project site is not near a body of water of the characteristics that could cause any seismic-related gro
und failure, 

including liquefaction and seicheltsunami. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

4) Landslides? Oo | LJ XX 
4) The site is not located within a landslide hazard zone; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 

b) _ Result in substantial soil erasion or the loss of topsoil? Cl C] MX im 

b) The project proposes an expansion of the parking area of an existing truck parking facility, automob
ile storage and mini 

storage, proposing no additional buildings at this point. The project does not appear to result in the substantial los
s of soil 

orloss of top soil. The project will be required to furnish a drainage and grading plan/study accepta
ble to the Imperial County 

Department of Public Works per their letter dated October 16, 202519. Therefore, less than significant
 impacts are expected. 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that 

would become unstable as a result of the project, and O O i U 

9 Department of Conservation Regutatory Maps httpu/maps.conservation.ca.gov/ogs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regula
torymaps 

10 imperial County Department of Public Works Comment Letter, dated October 16, 2025 
ee
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ENERGY Would the project: 

a) — Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to 

wasieful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy CJ 0 LJ X 

resources, during project construction or operation? 

a) No consumption of energy that would result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient,
 or 

unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project construction or operation is expected. There
fore, no impact 

is expected. 

b) — Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable 

energy or energy efficiency? U U U xX 

b) No conflict or obstruction with local or state plans regarding energy are anticipated; therefore, no impacts 
are expected 

to occur. 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project: 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse 

effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death involving: O U i U 

a) According to the Department of Conservation’s Regulatory Maps®, the project site is not in a fault z
one, located 

approximately one-half mile to the west of the Imperial fault, Additionally future development or newly constructed 

structure would require compliance with the latest edition of the California Building Code as well as going throug
h a 

ministerial building permit review. Compliance with said codes and County agencies’ approvals would
 bring potential 

impacts to less than significant levels at the time of future development. Consequently, the proposed project would 
not 

directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects regarding risk of loss, injury, or death;
 therefore, less 

than significant impact is expected. 

1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 

Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based | CL] i im 

on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42? 

1) As previously mentioned, the project is not located in a fault zone. Compliance with applicable County agencies’ 

requirements would bring any potential impact to less than significant levels. 

2) — Strang Seismic ground shaking? CT] Cc XX] im 

2) The proposed project will not expose people to seismic ground shaking to a greater degree than the on
e of the 

surrounding developed areas since the site is not within a fault zone. As previously mentioned, if any construct
ion was 

to be proposed in the future as part of the development, it would have to incorporate appropriate des
ign measures. Less 

than significant impacts are expected to occur. 

3) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction 

and seiche/tsunami? = U O va 

3) The project site is not near a body of water of the characteristics that could cause any seismic-related gro
und failure, 

including liquefaction and seicheltsunami. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

4) Landslides? Oo | LJ XX 
4) The site is not located within a landslide hazard zone; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 

b) _ Result in substantial soil erasion or the loss of topsoil? Cl C] MX im 

b) The project proposes an expansion of the parking area of an existing truck parking facility, automob
ile storage and mini 

storage, proposing no additional buildings at this point. The project does not appear to result in the substantial los
s of soil 

orloss of top soil. The project will be required to furnish a drainage and grading plan/study accepta
ble to the Imperial County 

Department of Public Works per their letter dated October 16, 202519. Therefore, less than significant
 impacts are expected. 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that 

would become unstable as a result of the project, and O O i U 

9 Department of Conservation Regutatory Maps httpu/maps.conservation.ca.gov/ogs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regula
torymaps 

10 imperial County Department of Public Works Comment Letter, dated October 16, 2025 
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Less than 
Potentially Significant with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 
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ENERGY Would the project: 

a) — Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to 

wasieful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy CJ 0 LJ X 

resources, during project construction or operation? 

a) No consumption of energy that would result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient,
 or 

unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project construction or operation is expected. There
fore, no impact 

is expected. 

b) — Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable 

energy or energy efficiency? U U U xX 

b) No conflict or obstruction with local or state plans regarding energy are anticipated; therefore, no impacts 
are expected 

to occur. 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project: 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse 

effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death involving: O U i U 

a) According to the Department of Conservation’s Regulatory Maps®, the project site is not in a fault z
one, located 

approximately one-half mile to the west of the Imperial fault, Additionally future development or newly constructed 

structure would require compliance with the latest edition of the California Building Code as well as going throug
h a 

ministerial building permit review. Compliance with said codes and County agencies’ approvals would
 bring potential 

impacts to less than significant levels at the time of future development. Consequently, the proposed project would 
not 

directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects regarding risk of loss, injury, or death;
 therefore, less 

than significant impact is expected. 

1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 

Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based | CL] i im 

on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42? 

1) As previously mentioned, the project is not located in a fault zone. Compliance with applicable County agencies’ 

requirements would bring any potential impact to less than significant levels. 

2) — Strang Seismic ground shaking? CT] Cc XX] im 

2) The proposed project will not expose people to seismic ground shaking to a greater degree than the on
e of the 

surrounding developed areas since the site is not within a fault zone. As previously mentioned, if any construct
ion was 

to be proposed in the future as part of the development, it would have to incorporate appropriate des
ign measures. Less 

than significant impacts are expected to occur. 

3) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction 

and seiche/tsunami? = U O va 

3) The project site is not near a body of water of the characteristics that could cause any seismic-related gro
und failure, 

including liquefaction and seicheltsunami. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

4) Landslides? Oo | LJ XX 
4) The site is not located within a landslide hazard zone; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 

b) _ Result in substantial soil erasion or the loss of topsoil? Cl C] MX im 

b) The project proposes an expansion of the parking area of an existing truck parking facility, automob
ile storage and mini 

storage, proposing no additional buildings at this point. The project does not appear to result in the substantial los
s of soil 

orloss of top soil. The project will be required to furnish a drainage and grading plan/study accepta
ble to the Imperial County 

Department of Public Works per their letter dated October 16, 202519. Therefore, less than significant
 impacts are expected. 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that 

would become unstable as a result of the project, and O O i U 

9 Department of Conservation Regutatory Maps httpu/maps.conservation.ca.gov/ogs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regula
torymaps 

10 imperial County Department of Public Works Comment Letter, dated October 16, 2025 
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Vil. 

Less than 
Potentially Significant with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

(PSI) (LTSMI) (LTSI) (Ni) 

ENERGY Would the project: 

a) — Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to 

wasieful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy CJ 0 LJ X 

resources, during project construction or operation? 

a) No consumption of energy that would result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient,
 or 

unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project construction or operation is expected. There
fore, no impact 

is expected. 

b) — Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable 

energy or energy efficiency? U U U xX 

b) No conflict or obstruction with local or state plans regarding energy are anticipated; therefore, no impacts 
are expected 

to occur. 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project: 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse 

effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death involving: O U i U 

a) According to the Department of Conservation’s Regulatory Maps®, the project site is not in a fault z
one, located 

approximately one-half mile to the west of the Imperial fault, Additionally future development or newly constructed 

structure would require compliance with the latest edition of the California Building Code as well as going throug
h a 

ministerial building permit review. Compliance with said codes and County agencies’ approvals would
 bring potential 

impacts to less than significant levels at the time of future development. Consequently, the proposed project would 
not 

directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects regarding risk of loss, injury, or death;
 therefore, less 

than significant impact is expected. 

1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 

Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based | CL] i im 

on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42? 

1) As previously mentioned, the project is not located in a fault zone. Compliance with applicable County agencies’ 

requirements would bring any potential impact to less than significant levels. 

2) — Strang Seismic ground shaking? CT] Cc XX] im 

2) The proposed project will not expose people to seismic ground shaking to a greater degree than the on
e of the 

surrounding developed areas since the site is not within a fault zone. As previously mentioned, if any construct
ion was 

to be proposed in the future as part of the development, it would have to incorporate appropriate des
ign measures. Less 

than significant impacts are expected to occur. 

3) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction 

and seiche/tsunami? = U O va 

3) The project site is not near a body of water of the characteristics that could cause any seismic-related gro
und failure, 

including liquefaction and seicheltsunami. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

4) Landslides? Oo | LJ XX 
4) The site is not located within a landslide hazard zone; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 

b) _ Result in substantial soil erasion or the loss of topsoil? Cl C] MX im 

b) The project proposes an expansion of the parking area of an existing truck parking facility, automob
ile storage and mini 

storage, proposing no additional buildings at this point. The project does not appear to result in the substantial los
s of soil 

orloss of top soil. The project will be required to furnish a drainage and grading plan/study accepta
ble to the Imperial County 

Department of Public Works per their letter dated October 16, 202519. Therefore, less than significant
 impacts are expected. 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that 

would become unstable as a result of the project, and O O i U 

9 Department of Conservation Regutatory Maps httpu/maps.conservation.ca.gov/ogs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regula
torymaps 

10 imperial County Department of Public Works Comment Letter, dated October 16, 2025 
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Less than 
Potentially Significant with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 

{PSI) (LTSMl) (LTSI) (NI) 

potentially result in on- or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

c) The proposed project site is not located on a geological unit that would become unstable or collapse as a result of the 

proposed parking expansion. Any future construction as part of this development will be subject to compli
ance with the 

latest edition of the Califomia Building Code as well as to go through a ministerial building permit review. Adheren
ce and 

compliance to these standards and regulations would bring any impact to less than significant levels. 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in the latest Uniform 

Building Code, creating substantial direct or indirect risk to life LJ CT] xX im 

or property? 

d) The proposed project will not cause substantial physical changes in the environment. The applicant shall confirm with 

ICPDS Building Division Manager whether a Soils Report will be required prior to future development plans, if any. 

Compliance with County agencies’ requirements will bring project impacts to less than significant levels. 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems 

where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste O O L XI 

water? 

e) No new septic tanks or other alternative wastewater disposal systems are being proposed as part of the scope of work for 

this project and no new structures are being proposed that would create the need for a septic system; therefore, no impacts 

are expected. 

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource 

or site or unique geologic feature? O O ix U 

f) The proposed project does not propose any new construction that would create any significant disturbance on the land 

that could cause direct or indirect destruction of a unique paleontological resource or site of unique geo
logic feature. 

Therefore, less than significant impact is expected. 

Vil. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION Would the project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the im ia xX CL 

environment? 

a) In September 2010, the SCAQMD CEQA Significance Thresholds GHG Working Group released recommendations of 
a 

threshold of 10,000 MT COzE per year for industrial projects and 3,000 MT COcE per year for commercial projects. According 

to the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study prepared by Birdseye’, the Project would generate approximately 122 
metric 

tons of CO2E annually. The proposed project is evaluated based on the threshold of 40,000 MT CO2E annually. Table 
12 from 

the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study combines construction, operational, and mobile GHG emissions associated with 

the proposed project. As shown, GHG emissions would not exceed the 10,000 metric ton screening threshold. GHG emissions 

would be less than significant. 
Table 12 

Combined Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

a Annual Emissions 
Emission Source {CO2E) 

Construction 2 

Operational 
Energy 5 metric tons 

Water/Solld Waste 1 metric tons 
Area Sources O metric ton 
Refrigerants 0 metric tons 

Mobile 114 metric tons 

Combined Total 122 

b) — Conflict with an applicable plan or policy or regulation adopted 

for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse CT i X C] 

gases? 

b) As stated above, the project would not exceed the 10,000 metric ton annual GHG standard. There are numerous St
ate 

plans, policies, and regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. The principal overall State
 plan and 

policy is AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. The quantitative goal of AB 32 is to reduce G
HG 

emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, SB 32 would require further reductions of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. Statew
ide 

plans and regulations such as GHG emissions standards for vehicles (AB 1493), the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, a
nd 

regulations requiring an increasing fraction of electricity to be generated from renewable sources, are being implemented at 
EE
 enna 
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potentially result in on- or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

c) The proposed project site is not located on a geological unit that would become unstable or collapse as a result of the 

proposed parking expansion. Any future construction as part of this development will be subject to compli
ance with the 

latest edition of the Califomia Building Code as well as to go through a ministerial building permit review. Adheren
ce and 

compliance to these standards and regulations would bring any impact to less than significant levels. 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in the latest Uniform 

Building Code, creating substantial direct or indirect risk to life LJ CT] xX im 

or property? 

d) The proposed project will not cause substantial physical changes in the environment. The applicant shall confirm with 

ICPDS Building Division Manager whether a Soils Report will be required prior to future development plans, if any. 

Compliance with County agencies’ requirements will bring project impacts to less than significant levels. 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems 

where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste O O L XI 

water? 

e) No new septic tanks or other alternative wastewater disposal systems are being proposed as part of the scope of work for 

this project and no new structures are being proposed that would create the need for a septic system; therefore, no impacts 

are expected. 

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource 

or site or unique geologic feature? O O ix U 

f) The proposed project does not propose any new construction that would create any significant disturbance on the land 

that could cause direct or indirect destruction of a unique paleontological resource or site of unique geo
logic feature. 

Therefore, less than significant impact is expected. 

Vil. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION Would the project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the im ia xX CL 

environment? 

a) In September 2010, the SCAQMD CEQA Significance Thresholds GHG Working Group released recommendations of 
a 

threshold of 10,000 MT COzE per year for industrial projects and 3,000 MT COcE per year for commercial projects. According 

to the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study prepared by Birdseye’, the Project would generate approximately 122 
metric 

tons of CO2E annually. The proposed project is evaluated based on the threshold of 40,000 MT CO2E annually. Table 
12 from 

the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study combines construction, operational, and mobile GHG emissions associated with 

the proposed project. As shown, GHG emissions would not exceed the 10,000 metric ton screening threshold. GHG emissions 

would be less than significant. 
Table 12 

Combined Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

a Annual Emissions 
Emission Source {CO2E) 

Construction 2 

Operational 
Energy 5 metric tons 

Water/Solld Waste 1 metric tons 
Area Sources O metric ton 
Refrigerants 0 metric tons 

Mobile 114 metric tons 

Combined Total 122 

b) — Conflict with an applicable plan or policy or regulation adopted 

for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse CT i X C] 

gases? 

b) As stated above, the project would not exceed the 10,000 metric ton annual GHG standard. There are numerous St
ate 

plans, policies, and regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. The principal overall State
 plan and 

policy is AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. The quantitative goal of AB 32 is to reduce G
HG 

emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, SB 32 would require further reductions of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. Statew
ide 

plans and regulations such as GHG emissions standards for vehicles (AB 1493), the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, a
nd 

regulations requiring an increasing fraction of electricity to be generated from renewable sources, are being implemented at 
EE
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potentially result in on- or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

c) The proposed project site is not located on a geological unit that would become unstable or collapse as a result of the 

proposed parking expansion. Any future construction as part of this development will be subject to compli
ance with the 

latest edition of the Califomia Building Code as well as to go through a ministerial building permit review. Adheren
ce and 

compliance to these standards and regulations would bring any impact to less than significant levels. 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in the latest Uniform 

Building Code, creating substantial direct or indirect risk to life LJ CT] xX im 

or property? 

d) The proposed project will not cause substantial physical changes in the environment. The applicant shall confirm with 

ICPDS Building Division Manager whether a Soils Report will be required prior to future development plans, if any. 

Compliance with County agencies’ requirements will bring project impacts to less than significant levels. 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems 

where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste O O L XI 

water? 

e) No new septic tanks or other alternative wastewater disposal systems are being proposed as part of the scope of work for 

this project and no new structures are being proposed that would create the need for a septic system; therefore, no impacts 

are expected. 

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource 

or site or unique geologic feature? O O ix U 

f) The proposed project does not propose any new construction that would create any significant disturbance on the land 

that could cause direct or indirect destruction of a unique paleontological resource or site of unique geo
logic feature. 

Therefore, less than significant impact is expected. 

Vil. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION Would the project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the im ia xX CL 

environment? 

a) In September 2010, the SCAQMD CEQA Significance Thresholds GHG Working Group released recommendations of 
a 

threshold of 10,000 MT COzE per year for industrial projects and 3,000 MT COcE per year for commercial projects. According 

to the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study prepared by Birdseye’, the Project would generate approximately 122 
metric 

tons of CO2E annually. The proposed project is evaluated based on the threshold of 40,000 MT CO2E annually. Table 
12 from 

the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study combines construction, operational, and mobile GHG emissions associated with 

the proposed project. As shown, GHG emissions would not exceed the 10,000 metric ton screening threshold. GHG emissions 

would be less than significant. 
Table 12 

Combined Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

a Annual Emissions 
Emission Source {CO2E) 

Construction 2 

Operational 
Energy 5 metric tons 

Water/Solld Waste 1 metric tons 
Area Sources O metric ton 
Refrigerants 0 metric tons 

Mobile 114 metric tons 

Combined Total 122 

b) — Conflict with an applicable plan or policy or regulation adopted 

for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse CT i X C] 

gases? 

b) As stated above, the project would not exceed the 10,000 metric ton annual GHG standard. There are numerous St
ate 

plans, policies, and regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. The principal overall State
 plan and 

policy is AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. The quantitative goal of AB 32 is to reduce G
HG 

emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, SB 32 would require further reductions of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. Statew
ide 

plans and regulations such as GHG emissions standards for vehicles (AB 1493), the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, a
nd 

regulations requiring an increasing fraction of electricity to be generated from renewable sources, are being implemented at 
EE
 enna 
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potentially result in on- or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

c) The proposed project site is not located on a geological unit that would become unstable or collapse as a result of the 

proposed parking expansion. Any future construction as part of this development will be subject to compli
ance with the 

latest edition of the Califomia Building Code as well as to go through a ministerial building permit review. Adheren
ce and 

compliance to these standards and regulations would bring any impact to less than significant levels. 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in the latest Uniform 

Building Code, creating substantial direct or indirect risk to life LJ CT] xX im 

or property? 

d) The proposed project will not cause substantial physical changes in the environment. The applicant shall confirm with 

ICPDS Building Division Manager whether a Soils Report will be required prior to future development plans, if any. 

Compliance with County agencies’ requirements will bring project impacts to less than significant levels. 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems 

where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste O O L XI 

water? 

e) No new septic tanks or other alternative wastewater disposal systems are being proposed as part of the scope of work for 

this project and no new structures are being proposed that would create the need for a septic system; therefore, no impacts 

are expected. 

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource 

or site or unique geologic feature? O O ix U 

f) The proposed project does not propose any new construction that would create any significant disturbance on the land 

that could cause direct or indirect destruction of a unique paleontological resource or site of unique geo
logic feature. 

Therefore, less than significant impact is expected. 

Vil. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION Would the project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the im ia xX CL 

environment? 

a) In September 2010, the SCAQMD CEQA Significance Thresholds GHG Working Group released recommendations of 
a 

threshold of 10,000 MT COzE per year for industrial projects and 3,000 MT COcE per year for commercial projects. According 

to the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study prepared by Birdseye’, the Project would generate approximately 122 
metric 

tons of CO2E annually. The proposed project is evaluated based on the threshold of 40,000 MT CO2E annually. Table 
12 from 

the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study combines construction, operational, and mobile GHG emissions associated with 

the proposed project. As shown, GHG emissions would not exceed the 10,000 metric ton screening threshold. GHG emissions 

would be less than significant. 
Table 12 

Combined Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

a Annual Emissions 
Emission Source {CO2E) 

Construction 2 

Operational 
Energy 5 metric tons 

Water/Solld Waste 1 metric tons 
Area Sources O metric ton 
Refrigerants 0 metric tons 

Mobile 114 metric tons 

Combined Total 122 

b) — Conflict with an applicable plan or policy or regulation adopted 

for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse CT i X C] 

gases? 

b) As stated above, the project would not exceed the 10,000 metric ton annual GHG standard. There are numerous St
ate 

plans, policies, and regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. The principal overall State
 plan and 

policy is AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. The quantitative goal of AB 32 is to reduce G
HG 

emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, SB 32 would require further reductions of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. Statew
ide 

plans and regulations such as GHG emissions standards for vehicles (AB 1493), the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, a
nd 

regulations requiring an increasing fraction of electricity to be generated from renewable sources, are being implemented at 
EE
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the statewide level; as such, compliance at the Project level is not addressed. The proposed project 
would not conflict with 

statewide plans and regulations. Therefore, a less than significant impact is expected. 

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous | CJ xX LJ 

materials? 

a) The proposed project does not include any handling of hazardous materials and wo
uld therefore have a less than 

significant impact. 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditions 

involving the release of hazardous materials into the O = x U 

environment? 

b) As previously mentioned, the project does not anticipate the use or release of any hazardou
s materials. As stated on the 

comment letter submitted by the Imperial County Fire Department on October 3, 2025'1, any m
aterial that may be stored on 

site, shall require a Hazardous Material Management Plan (HMMP), which shall be submitted to the Certified Unifie
d Program 

Agency (CUPA) for their review and approval. Any spills shall be documented and repor
ted to Imperial County Fire 

Department and CUPA as required by the Hazardous Waste Material Plan; therefore, a less th
an significant impact is 

expected. 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 

hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter | LC] [] Xx 

mile of an existing or proposed school? 

c) No hazardous materials are being proposed in the project, and the project site is not within
 a quarter mile of an existing 

school; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous 

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 

Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant O O O A 

hazard to the public or the environment? 

d) Government Code Section 65962.5 requires the Department of Toxic Substances Control 
(DTSC) the DTSC EnviroStor 

Database!2 to compile and update a list of hazardous waste and substances sites. After review, it was found that the project 

was not located under a listed hazardous and substances site nor is it within a mile of such a site; therefore, no impacts are 

expected. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 

airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safely LI oO L] x 

hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the 

project area? 

e) The project site is not located near a public airport or a known private airport; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 

f) — Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 

adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation C] - | xX] 

plan? 

f) The proposed project will not impair the implementation or physically interfere with an adopt
ed emergency response plan 

or emergency evacuation plan; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a g oO gO XM 

significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires? 

g) According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection “Fire and Resource Asse
ssment Program Map 

for Imperial County, the project site is not considered a fire hazard zone; therefore, no impacts are expec
ted. 
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the statewide level; as such, compliance at the Project level is not addressed. The proposed project 
would not conflict with 

statewide plans and regulations. Therefore, a less than significant impact is expected. 

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous | CJ xX LJ 

materials? 

a) The proposed project does not include any handling of hazardous materials and wo
uld therefore have a less than 

significant impact. 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditions 

involving the release of hazardous materials into the O = x U 

environment? 

b) As previously mentioned, the project does not anticipate the use or release of any hazardou
s materials. As stated on the 

comment letter submitted by the Imperial County Fire Department on October 3, 2025'1, any m
aterial that may be stored on 

site, shall require a Hazardous Material Management Plan (HMMP), which shall be submitted to the Certified Unifie
d Program 

Agency (CUPA) for their review and approval. Any spills shall be documented and repor
ted to Imperial County Fire 

Department and CUPA as required by the Hazardous Waste Material Plan; therefore, a less th
an significant impact is 

expected. 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 

hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter | LC] [] Xx 

mile of an existing or proposed school? 

c) No hazardous materials are being proposed in the project, and the project site is not within
 a quarter mile of an existing 

school; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous 

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 

Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant O O O A 

hazard to the public or the environment? 

d) Government Code Section 65962.5 requires the Department of Toxic Substances Control 
(DTSC) the DTSC EnviroStor 

Database!2 to compile and update a list of hazardous waste and substances sites. After review, it was found that the project 

was not located under a listed hazardous and substances site nor is it within a mile of such a site; therefore, no impacts are 

expected. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 

airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safely LI oO L] x 

hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the 

project area? 

e) The project site is not located near a public airport or a known private airport; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 

f) — Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 

adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation C] - | xX] 

plan? 

f) The proposed project will not impair the implementation or physically interfere with an adopt
ed emergency response plan 

or emergency evacuation plan; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a g oO gO XM 

significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires? 

g) According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection “Fire and Resource Asse
ssment Program Map 

for Imperial County, the project site is not considered a fire hazard zone; therefore, no impacts are expec
ted. 
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the statewide level; as such, compliance at the Project level is not addressed. The proposed project 
would not conflict with 

statewide plans and regulations. Therefore, a less than significant impact is expected. 

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous | CJ xX LJ 

materials? 

a) The proposed project does not include any handling of hazardous materials and wo
uld therefore have a less than 

significant impact. 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditions 

involving the release of hazardous materials into the O = x U 

environment? 

b) As previously mentioned, the project does not anticipate the use or release of any hazardou
s materials. As stated on the 

comment letter submitted by the Imperial County Fire Department on October 3, 2025'1, any m
aterial that may be stored on 

site, shall require a Hazardous Material Management Plan (HMMP), which shall be submitted to the Certified Unifie
d Program 

Agency (CUPA) for their review and approval. Any spills shall be documented and repor
ted to Imperial County Fire 

Department and CUPA as required by the Hazardous Waste Material Plan; therefore, a less th
an significant impact is 

expected. 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 

hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter | LC] [] Xx 

mile of an existing or proposed school? 

c) No hazardous materials are being proposed in the project, and the project site is not within
 a quarter mile of an existing 

school; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous 

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 

Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant O O O A 

hazard to the public or the environment? 

d) Government Code Section 65962.5 requires the Department of Toxic Substances Control 
(DTSC) the DTSC EnviroStor 

Database!2 to compile and update a list of hazardous waste and substances sites. After review, it was found that the project 

was not located under a listed hazardous and substances site nor is it within a mile of such a site; therefore, no impacts are 

expected. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 

airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safely LI oO L] x 

hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the 

project area? 

e) The project site is not located near a public airport or a known private airport; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 

f) — Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 

adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation C] - | xX] 

plan? 

f) The proposed project will not impair the implementation or physically interfere with an adopt
ed emergency response plan 

or emergency evacuation plan; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a g oO gO XM 

significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires? 

g) According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection “Fire and Resource Asse
ssment Program Map 

for Imperial County, the project site is not considered a fire hazard zone; therefore, no impacts are expec
ted. 
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the statewide level; as such, compliance at the Project level is not addressed. The proposed project 
would not conflict with 

statewide plans and regulations. Therefore, a less than significant impact is expected. 

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous | CJ xX LJ 

materials? 

a) The proposed project does not include any handling of hazardous materials and wo
uld therefore have a less than 

significant impact. 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditions 

involving the release of hazardous materials into the O = x U 

environment? 

b) As previously mentioned, the project does not anticipate the use or release of any hazardou
s materials. As stated on the 

comment letter submitted by the Imperial County Fire Department on October 3, 2025'1, any m
aterial that may be stored on 

site, shall require a Hazardous Material Management Plan (HMMP), which shall be submitted to the Certified Unifie
d Program 

Agency (CUPA) for their review and approval. Any spills shall be documented and repor
ted to Imperial County Fire 

Department and CUPA as required by the Hazardous Waste Material Plan; therefore, a less th
an significant impact is 

expected. 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 

hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter | LC] [] Xx 

mile of an existing or proposed school? 

c) No hazardous materials are being proposed in the project, and the project site is not within
 a quarter mile of an existing 

school; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous 

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code 

Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant O O O A 

hazard to the public or the environment? 

d) Government Code Section 65962.5 requires the Department of Toxic Substances Control 
(DTSC) the DTSC EnviroStor 

Database!2 to compile and update a list of hazardous waste and substances sites. After review, it was found that the project 

was not located under a listed hazardous and substances site nor is it within a mile of such a site; therefore, no impacts are 

expected. 

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 

airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safely LI oO L] x 

hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the 

project area? 

e) The project site is not located near a public airport or a known private airport; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. 

f) — Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 

adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation C] - | xX] 

plan? 

f) The proposed project will not impair the implementation or physically interfere with an adopt
ed emergency response plan 

or emergency evacuation plan; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a g oO gO XM 

significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires? 

g) According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection “Fire and Resource Asse
ssment Program Map 

for Imperial County, the project site is not considered a fire hazard zone; therefore, no impacts are expec
ted. 
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or CL] oO XX im 

ground water quality? 

a) The proposed project is an expansion to an existing truck parking facility and automobile storage within the Gateway to 

the Americas Specific Plan. This project does not anticipate violating any water quality standard or waste discharge 

requirement or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality. A less than significant impact is expected, 

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 

substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project Oo oO x o 

may impede sustainable groundwater management of the 

basin? 

b) No groundwater will be impacted by the proposed project, no substantial changes to the existing operation are expected 

that would result in an impact that would decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 

such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin. The project shall maintain compliance 

with IID and County water requirements. Less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattem of the site or 

area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream Oo oO mM oO 

or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a a 

manner which would: 

c) The proposed project does not propose to sufficiently alter the existing drainage pattems of the site or area, including the 

alteration of stream or river, which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site. According to Figure 9 

(Erosion Activity) of the Conservation and Open Space of the Imperial County General Plan®, the area is in a designation 

of a lowactivity. Additionally, the Imperial County Public Works Department will require a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study 

for subject project per their letter dated October 16, 2025'°. Any expected impact would be less than significant. 

(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; Oo Oo ns o 

{i) As mentioned above, the proposed project does not propose a significant alteration to the existing drainage pattem of 

the site or area that could result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site. No erosion is expected to occur. 

Additionally, as explained above, the Imperial County Department of Public Works will require a Drainage and Grading 

Plan/Study for the subject project. Therefore, any impact would be less than significant. 

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 

runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or oO Ol K CO 

offsite; 

(ii) As mentioned above, the proposed project does not propose a significant alteration to the existing project site that 

could result in the alteration of a stream or river that could result in the substantial increase of the rate or amount of 

surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on-or offsite. Therefore, any impact would be less than 

significant.. 
(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed 

the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage 

systems or provide substantial additional sources of im | X CI 

polluted runoff; or; 

(iii) The proposed project includes the addition of a retention basin that will support the retention of water 

within the newly incorporated project area, as mentioned before a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study will 

be submitted to the Imperial County Department of Public Works for approval prior to construction of the 

project. Following this requirement prior to the execution of the project would result in the project having 

an expected impact of less than significant. 

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? | | x] | 

(iv) As mentioned in the items above, the project will require a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study that will 

prevent any significant impact to the flood flows. Additionally, the proposed on-site retention basin will 

prevent any potential impact. Any impact would be less than significant. 

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of D 

pollutants due to project inundation? O O CO) Xs 

Fe,
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or CL] oO XX im 

ground water quality? 

a) The proposed project is an expansion to an existing truck parking facility and automobile storage within the Gateway to 

the Americas Specific Plan. This project does not anticipate violating any water quality standard or waste discharge 

requirement or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality. A less than significant impact is expected, 

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 

substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project Oo oO x o 

may impede sustainable groundwater management of the 

basin? 

b) No groundwater will be impacted by the proposed project, no substantial changes to the existing operation are expected 

that would result in an impact that would decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 

such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin. The project shall maintain compliance 

with IID and County water requirements. Less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattem of the site or 

area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream Oo oO mM oO 

or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a a 

manner which would: 

c) The proposed project does not propose to sufficiently alter the existing drainage pattems of the site or area, including the 

alteration of stream or river, which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site. According to Figure 9 

(Erosion Activity) of the Conservation and Open Space of the Imperial County General Plan®, the area is in a designation 

of a lowactivity. Additionally, the Imperial County Public Works Department will require a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study 

for subject project per their letter dated October 16, 2025'°. Any expected impact would be less than significant. 

(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; Oo Oo ns o 

{i) As mentioned above, the proposed project does not propose a significant alteration to the existing drainage pattem of 

the site or area that could result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site. No erosion is expected to occur. 

Additionally, as explained above, the Imperial County Department of Public Works will require a Drainage and Grading 

Plan/Study for the subject project. Therefore, any impact would be less than significant. 

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 

runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or oO Ol K CO 

offsite; 

(ii) As mentioned above, the proposed project does not propose a significant alteration to the existing project site that 

could result in the alteration of a stream or river that could result in the substantial increase of the rate or amount of 

surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on-or offsite. Therefore, any impact would be less than 

significant.. 
(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed 

the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage 

systems or provide substantial additional sources of im | X CI 

polluted runoff; or; 

(iii) The proposed project includes the addition of a retention basin that will support the retention of water 

within the newly incorporated project area, as mentioned before a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study will 

be submitted to the Imperial County Department of Public Works for approval prior to construction of the 

project. Following this requirement prior to the execution of the project would result in the project having 

an expected impact of less than significant. 

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? | | x] | 

(iv) As mentioned in the items above, the project will require a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study that will 

prevent any significant impact to the flood flows. Additionally, the proposed on-site retention basin will 

prevent any potential impact. Any impact would be less than significant. 

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of D 

pollutants due to project inundation? O O CO) Xs 
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or CL] oO XX im 

ground water quality? 

a) The proposed project is an expansion to an existing truck parking facility and automobile storage within the Gateway to 

the Americas Specific Plan. This project does not anticipate violating any water quality standard or waste discharge 

requirement or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality. A less than significant impact is expected, 

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 

substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project Oo oO x o 

may impede sustainable groundwater management of the 

basin? 

b) No groundwater will be impacted by the proposed project, no substantial changes to the existing operation are expected 

that would result in an impact that would decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 

such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin. The project shall maintain compliance 

with IID and County water requirements. Less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattem of the site or 

area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream Oo oO mM oO 

or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a a 

manner which would: 

c) The proposed project does not propose to sufficiently alter the existing drainage pattems of the site or area, including the 

alteration of stream or river, which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site. According to Figure 9 

(Erosion Activity) of the Conservation and Open Space of the Imperial County General Plan®, the area is in a designation 

of a lowactivity. Additionally, the Imperial County Public Works Department will require a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study 

for subject project per their letter dated October 16, 2025'°. Any expected impact would be less than significant. 

(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; Oo Oo ns o 

{i) As mentioned above, the proposed project does not propose a significant alteration to the existing drainage pattem of 

the site or area that could result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site. No erosion is expected to occur. 

Additionally, as explained above, the Imperial County Department of Public Works will require a Drainage and Grading 

Plan/Study for the subject project. Therefore, any impact would be less than significant. 

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 

runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or oO Ol K CO 

offsite; 

(ii) As mentioned above, the proposed project does not propose a significant alteration to the existing project site that 

could result in the alteration of a stream or river that could result in the substantial increase of the rate or amount of 

surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on-or offsite. Therefore, any impact would be less than 

significant.. 
(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed 

the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage 

systems or provide substantial additional sources of im | X CI 

polluted runoff; or; 

(iii) The proposed project includes the addition of a retention basin that will support the retention of water 

within the newly incorporated project area, as mentioned before a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study will 

be submitted to the Imperial County Department of Public Works for approval prior to construction of the 

project. Following this requirement prior to the execution of the project would result in the project having 

an expected impact of less than significant. 

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? | | x] | 

(iv) As mentioned in the items above, the project will require a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study that will 

prevent any significant impact to the flood flows. Additionally, the proposed on-site retention basin will 

prevent any potential impact. Any impact would be less than significant. 

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of D 

pollutants due to project inundation? O O CO) Xs 

Fe,
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or CL] oO XX im 

ground water quality? 

a) The proposed project is an expansion to an existing truck parking facility and automobile storage within the Gateway to 

the Americas Specific Plan. This project does not anticipate violating any water quality standard or waste discharge 

requirement or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality. A less than significant impact is expected, 

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 

substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project Oo oO x o 

may impede sustainable groundwater management of the 

basin? 

b) No groundwater will be impacted by the proposed project, no substantial changes to the existing operation are expected 

that would result in an impact that would decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 

such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin. The project shall maintain compliance 

with IID and County water requirements. Less than significant impacts are anticipated. 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattem of the site or 

area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream Oo oO mM oO 

or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a a 

manner which would: 

c) The proposed project does not propose to sufficiently alter the existing drainage pattems of the site or area, including the 

alteration of stream or river, which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site. According to Figure 9 

(Erosion Activity) of the Conservation and Open Space of the Imperial County General Plan®, the area is in a designation 

of a lowactivity. Additionally, the Imperial County Public Works Department will require a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study 

for subject project per their letter dated October 16, 2025'°. Any expected impact would be less than significant. 

(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; Oo Oo ns o 

{i) As mentioned above, the proposed project does not propose a significant alteration to the existing drainage pattem of 

the site or area that could result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site. No erosion is expected to occur. 

Additionally, as explained above, the Imperial County Department of Public Works will require a Drainage and Grading 

Plan/Study for the subject project. Therefore, any impact would be less than significant. 

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 

runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or oO Ol K CO 

offsite; 

(ii) As mentioned above, the proposed project does not propose a significant alteration to the existing project site that 

could result in the alteration of a stream or river that could result in the substantial increase of the rate or amount of 

surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on-or offsite. Therefore, any impact would be less than 

significant.. 
(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed 

the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage 

systems or provide substantial additional sources of im | X CI 

polluted runoff; or; 

(iii) The proposed project includes the addition of a retention basin that will support the retention of water 

within the newly incorporated project area, as mentioned before a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study will 

be submitted to the Imperial County Department of Public Works for approval prior to construction of the 

project. Following this requirement prior to the execution of the project would result in the project having 

an expected impact of less than significant. 

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? | | x] | 

(iv) As mentioned in the items above, the project will require a Drainage and Grading Plan/Study that will 

prevent any significant impact to the flood flows. Additionally, the proposed on-site retention basin will 

prevent any potential impact. Any impact would be less than significant. 

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of D 

pollutants due to project inundation? O O CO) Xs 

Fe,
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XI. 

Xll. 

XI. 

Less than 
Potentially Significant with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 
Impact incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSI) (LTSMI) (LTS (NI) 

d) According to the Califomia Emergency Management Agency and the Department of Conservation"4, the project site is not 

within a Tsunami Hazard Area for Emergency Planning and is not within a body of water; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation cf a water quality Oo oO Oo x 

control plan ar sustainable groundwater management plan? 
e) The proposed project will create no changes to the groundwater management plan. Continual compliance with the IID and 

County water regulations will result in no expected impacts. 

LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? CL] im C] XI 

a) The project site is not within any established community; therefore, no impacts can be expected. 

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with 

any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the C] L] C] xX 

purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

b) The proposed project site is consistent with the intent of the County General Plan, the Gateway to the Americas Specific 

Plan and the Land Use Ordinance, provided that the project pay their pro-rata fees as determined by the Gateway CSA and 

landowners. As no significant impacts were identified in the FEIR, no mitigation measures or environmental conditions of 

approval are required. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 

that would be of value to the region and the residents of the [J C CL x] 

state? 
a) The proposed project lies within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan Area and does not anticipate the removal of 

mineral resources, and it is not located within the boundaries of an active mine per Imperial Conty General Plan’s 

Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 8 - “Existing Mineral Resources Map”15, Additionally, no significant impacts 

were identified in the SPA FEIR, no mitigation or environmental conditions of approval are required. Therefore, no impact is 

expected. 

b) — Result in the loss of availability of a lacally-important mineral 

resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, C ‘a Q Xx 

specific plan or other land use plan? 

b) The proposed project will not result in the loss of availability of a local important mineral resource recovery site delineated 

in the local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

NOISE Would the project result in: 

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase 
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess oO oO x oO 

of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

a) The proposed development would be subject to the Imperial County General Plan Noise Element"® which states that 

construction equipment operations shall be limited to the hours of 7a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday through Friday, and from 9 a.m. 

to 5 p.m. on Saturday. Additionally, construction noise from a single piece of equipment or combination shall not exceed 75 

dBA when averaged over an eight (8) hour period. During operation, the noise level remains acceptable up to 65 dBA and 

becomes conditionally acceptable up to the 75 dBA. The proposed truck parking and automobile storage does not expect to 

generate a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of the 

previously mentioned standards established in the Imperial County General Plan Noise Element. Compliance with Imperial 

14 Department of Conservation Tsunami Inundation Maps htip:/maps.conservation.ca.gov/egs/informationwarehouse/index. himl?map=tsunami 

15 (mperlal County General Plan “Conservation and Open Space Element’, Figure 8 

8 imperial County General Plan ‘Noise Element’ 
ee 
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d) According to the Califomia Emergency Management Agency and the Department of Conservation"4, the project site is not 

within a Tsunami Hazard Area for Emergency Planning and is not within a body of water; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation cf a water quality Oo oO Oo x 

control plan ar sustainable groundwater management plan? 
e) The proposed project will create no changes to the groundwater management plan. Continual compliance with the IID and 

County water regulations will result in no expected impacts. 

LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? CL] im C] XI 

a) The project site is not within any established community; therefore, no impacts can be expected. 

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with 

any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the C] L] C] xX 

purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

b) The proposed project site is consistent with the intent of the County General Plan, the Gateway to the Americas Specific 

Plan and the Land Use Ordinance, provided that the project pay their pro-rata fees as determined by the Gateway CSA and 

landowners. As no significant impacts were identified in the FEIR, no mitigation measures or environmental conditions of 

approval are required. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 

that would be of value to the region and the residents of the [J C CL x] 

state? 
a) The proposed project lies within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan Area and does not anticipate the removal of 

mineral resources, and it is not located within the boundaries of an active mine per Imperial Conty General Plan’s 

Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 8 - “Existing Mineral Resources Map”15, Additionally, no significant impacts 

were identified in the SPA FEIR, no mitigation or environmental conditions of approval are required. Therefore, no impact is 

expected. 

b) — Result in the loss of availability of a lacally-important mineral 

resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, C ‘a Q Xx 

specific plan or other land use plan? 

b) The proposed project will not result in the loss of availability of a local important mineral resource recovery site delineated 

in the local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

NOISE Would the project result in: 

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase 
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess oO oO x oO 

of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

a) The proposed development would be subject to the Imperial County General Plan Noise Element"® which states that 

construction equipment operations shall be limited to the hours of 7a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday through Friday, and from 9 a.m. 

to 5 p.m. on Saturday. Additionally, construction noise from a single piece of equipment or combination shall not exceed 75 

dBA when averaged over an eight (8) hour period. During operation, the noise level remains acceptable up to 65 dBA and 

becomes conditionally acceptable up to the 75 dBA. The proposed truck parking and automobile storage does not expect to 

generate a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of the 

previously mentioned standards established in the Imperial County General Plan Noise Element. Compliance with Imperial 

14 Department of Conservation Tsunami Inundation Maps htip:/maps.conservation.ca.gov/egs/informationwarehouse/index. himl?map=tsunami 

15 (mperlal County General Plan “Conservation and Open Space Element’, Figure 8 

8 imperial County General Plan ‘Noise Element’ 
ee 
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Potentially Significant with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant 
Impact incorporated Impact No Impact 
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d) According to the Califomia Emergency Management Agency and the Department of Conservation"4, the project site is not 

within a Tsunami Hazard Area for Emergency Planning and is not within a body of water; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation cf a water quality Oo oO Oo x 

control plan ar sustainable groundwater management plan? 
e) The proposed project will create no changes to the groundwater management plan. Continual compliance with the IID and 

County water regulations will result in no expected impacts. 

LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? CL] im C] XI 

a) The project site is not within any established community; therefore, no impacts can be expected. 

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with 

any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the C] L] C] xX 

purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

b) The proposed project site is consistent with the intent of the County General Plan, the Gateway to the Americas Specific 

Plan and the Land Use Ordinance, provided that the project pay their pro-rata fees as determined by the Gateway CSA and 

landowners. As no significant impacts were identified in the FEIR, no mitigation measures or environmental conditions of 

approval are required. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 

that would be of value to the region and the residents of the [J C CL x] 

state? 
a) The proposed project lies within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan Area and does not anticipate the removal of 

mineral resources, and it is not located within the boundaries of an active mine per Imperial Conty General Plan’s 

Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 8 - “Existing Mineral Resources Map”15, Additionally, no significant impacts 

were identified in the SPA FEIR, no mitigation or environmental conditions of approval are required. Therefore, no impact is 

expected. 

b) — Result in the loss of availability of a lacally-important mineral 

resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, C ‘a Q Xx 

specific plan or other land use plan? 

b) The proposed project will not result in the loss of availability of a local important mineral resource recovery site delineated 

in the local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

NOISE Would the project result in: 

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase 
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess oO oO x oO 

of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

a) The proposed development would be subject to the Imperial County General Plan Noise Element"® which states that 

construction equipment operations shall be limited to the hours of 7a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday through Friday, and from 9 a.m. 

to 5 p.m. on Saturday. Additionally, construction noise from a single piece of equipment or combination shall not exceed 75 

dBA when averaged over an eight (8) hour period. During operation, the noise level remains acceptable up to 65 dBA and 

becomes conditionally acceptable up to the 75 dBA. The proposed truck parking and automobile storage does not expect to 

generate a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of the 

previously mentioned standards established in the Imperial County General Plan Noise Element. Compliance with Imperial 

14 Department of Conservation Tsunami Inundation Maps htip:/maps.conservation.ca.gov/egs/informationwarehouse/index. himl?map=tsunami 

15 (mperlal County General Plan “Conservation and Open Space Element’, Figure 8 

8 imperial County General Plan ‘Noise Element’ 
ee 
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d) According to the Califomia Emergency Management Agency and the Department of Conservation"4, the project site is not 

within a Tsunami Hazard Area for Emergency Planning and is not within a body of water; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation cf a water quality Oo oO Oo x 

control plan ar sustainable groundwater management plan? 
e) The proposed project will create no changes to the groundwater management plan. Continual compliance with the IID and 

County water regulations will result in no expected impacts. 

LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? CL] im C] XI 

a) The project site is not within any established community; therefore, no impacts can be expected. 

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with 

any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the C] L] C] xX 

purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

b) The proposed project site is consistent with the intent of the County General Plan, the Gateway to the Americas Specific 

Plan and the Land Use Ordinance, provided that the project pay their pro-rata fees as determined by the Gateway CSA and 

landowners. As no significant impacts were identified in the FEIR, no mitigation measures or environmental conditions of 

approval are required. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 

that would be of value to the region and the residents of the [J C CL x] 

state? 
a) The proposed project lies within the Gateway to the Americas Specific Plan Area and does not anticipate the removal of 

mineral resources, and it is not located within the boundaries of an active mine per Imperial Conty General Plan’s 

Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 8 - “Existing Mineral Resources Map”15, Additionally, no significant impacts 

were identified in the SPA FEIR, no mitigation or environmental conditions of approval are required. Therefore, no impact is 

expected. 

b) — Result in the loss of availability of a lacally-important mineral 

resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, C ‘a Q Xx 

specific plan or other land use plan? 

b) The proposed project will not result in the loss of availability of a local important mineral resource recovery site delineated 

in the local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan. Therefore, no impacts are expected. 

NOISE Would the project result in: 

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase 
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess oO oO x oO 

of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

a) The proposed development would be subject to the Imperial County General Plan Noise Element"® which states that 

construction equipment operations shall be limited to the hours of 7a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday through Friday, and from 9 a.m. 

to 5 p.m. on Saturday. Additionally, construction noise from a single piece of equipment or combination shall not exceed 75 

dBA when averaged over an eight (8) hour period. During operation, the noise level remains acceptable up to 65 dBA and 

becomes conditionally acceptable up to the 75 dBA. The proposed truck parking and automobile storage does not expect to 

generate a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of the 

previously mentioned standards established in the Imperial County General Plan Noise Element. Compliance with Imperial 

14 Department of Conservation Tsunami Inundation Maps htip:/maps.conservation.ca.gov/egs/informationwarehouse/index. himl?map=tsunami 

15 (mperlal County General Plan “Conservation and Open Space Element’, Figure 8 

8 imperial County General Plan ‘Noise Element’ 
ee 
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b) 

c) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Less than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

(LTSMI) 

County General Plan's Noise Element would bring any impact to less than significant. 

Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? □ □ 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

~ 

No Impact 
(NI) 

□ 
b) The proposed project does not anticipate nor include generation of noise which would be excessive ground borne vibration 
or groundborne noise levels. Additionally, as previously discussed in item (Xfll)(a), the proposed development would be 
subject to the Imperial County General Plan's Noise Element. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant 

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or 
an airport land use plan or where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use D D !ZI D 
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in 
the project area to excessive noise levels? 
c) The project site is not within two miles of a public airport or a public use airport. In addition, the project would not expose 
people to excessive noise levels. The existing operation will be expandlng towards north of the property where the operation 
currently operates, where the vicinity remains the same as the existing operation. Less than significant Impacts are expected. 

XIV. POPULA TJON AND HOUSING Would the project: 

a) 

b) 

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

□ □ □ 

a) The proposed project would not induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly, 
as no changes to the existing uses are being proposed. Therefore, any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing D O ~ 0 
elsewhere? 
b) The proposed action will not displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the construction or replacement 
housing elsewhere. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

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 D O ~ D 
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response limes or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services: 
a) The proposed project is for an expansion of an existing industrial operation. The proposed action does not anticipate that 
the proposed project would result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered government facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios. Any impact would be less than significant. 
1) Fire Protection? D O ~ D 
1) The proposed project is not expected to result in substantial impacts on fire protection. Any future construction or 
development may be subject to fire sprinklers and to have either a private or public source of water for fire suppression 
purposes such as pressurized hydrants. Compliance with ICFD comment letter submitted on October 3, 202511, would bring 
any impact to less than significant. 

2) Police Protection? D D ~ 0 
2) The proposed project is not expected to result in substantial impacts on police protection. Should any police protection 
be required, according to the Sheriff's Office Patrol Operation Map, the Sheriff's Office South County Patrol has active patrol 
operations in the area.17 Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

3) Schools? □ □ □ [ZJ 

17 Imperial County Sheriff's Office: Patrol Operation Map httos:lficso.imoerialcountv.ora/ooeralionsl 
Imperial County Planning & Oevelopmenl S.Nlt!S Depa11menl 
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County General Plan’s Noise Element would bring any impact to less than significant. 

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? O O x U 
b) The proposed project does not anticipate nor include generation of noise which would be excessive groundborne vibration 
or groundborne noise levels. Additionally, as previously discussed in item (XIll)(a), the proposed development would be 

subject to the Imperial County General Plan’s Noise Element. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or 

an airport land use plan or where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use C CI 4 C 
airport, would the project expase people residing or working in 

the project area to excessive noise levels? 
c) The project site is not within two miles of a public airport or a public use airport. In addition, the project would not expose 
people to excessive noise levels. The existing operation will be expanding towards north of the property where the operation 
currently operates, where the vicinity remains the same as the existing operation. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

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 
business) or indirectly (for example, through extension of O O x O 
roads or other infrastructure)? 
a) The proposed project would not induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly, 
as no changes to the existing uses are being proposed. Therefore, any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

b)  Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing CJ im x] | 
elsewhere? 
b) The proposed action will not displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the construction or replacement 
housing elsewhere. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

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 C CL] Xl Ol 
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response times or other 

performance objectives for any of the public services: 
a) The proposed project is for an expansion of an existing industrial operation. The proposed action does not anticipate that 
the proposed project would result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 

altered government facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios. Any impact would be less than significant. 
1) Fire Protection? im im x [| 
1) The proposed project is not expected to result in substantial impacts on fire protection. Any future construction or 

development may be subject to fire sprinklers and to have either a private or public source of water for fire suppression 
purposes such as pressurized hydrants. Compliance with ICFD comment letter submitted on October 3, 2025"', would bring 

any impact to fess than significant. 

2) Police Protection? CJ CL] Xx TC] 
2) The proposed project is not expected to result in substantial impacts on police protection. Should any police protection 
be required, according to the Sheriff's Office Patrol Operation Map, the Sheriff's Office South County Patrol has active patrol 

operations in the area." Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

3) Schools? CT] C] im KK 

17 Imperial County Sheriff's Office: Patrol Operation Map https://icso imperialcounty org/operations/ 
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3) The nearest schools are more than 4 miles away and would not be impacted by the proposed project. No impacts are 
expected. 

4) Pari<s? D D D [8] 
4) The proposed project does not include any activities related to parks and will not cause the need for one or to alter one; 
therefore, no impacts are being expected. 

5) Other Public Facilities? D D D [8] 
5) The proposed project does not include any development or activities that might increase the need for alteration of public 
facilities services; therefore, no impacts are being expected. 

XVI. RECREATION 

a) 

b) 

Would the project increase the use of the existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational D D D [81 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the 
Facility would occur or be accelerated? 
a) There are no existing neighborhoods or regional parks within the proposed project area; therefore, the proposed project 
would not 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. No impacts are expected. 

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might D D D [81 
have an adverse effect on the environment? 
b) The proposed project does not include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational 
fa.cilities which might have an adverse effect on the environment Also, as previously stated on item (XVl)(a), there are no 
regional parks within the proposed project area; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION Would the project: 

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing 
the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and D [8] D D 
pedestrian facilities? 
a) The proposed project will result in an increase in traffic to and from the project site on local County roads. The Imperial 
County Public Works Department has requested in their comment letter dated October 16, 202510, a trip generation calculation 
related to the proposed project prior to issuance of Building or Grading Permits. Compliance with mitigation measures MM• 
TR1 and the Implementation of the mitigation measures MM-TR2 and MM-TR3 from the SPA FEIR would bring the impact to 
a less than significant level. 

• MM-TR1: The applicant shall submit trip generation calculations related to the proposed project prior to the 
issuance of Building or Grading Permits. The project generation trips shall be calculated by a California-registered 
traffic engineer. 

• MM-TR2: Appropriate traffic impact fees and Gateway Specific Plan, off-site improvement fees, shall be paid 
(Mitigation Measure 4.1-1/County Public Works Department) 

• MM-TR3: Any appropriate roadway segments and intersection required by Public Works shall be completed or 
adequately assured prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy for future development (Mitigation Measure 4.1-
4). 

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with the CEQA D [8] D D 
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 
b) Implementation of the previously mentioned mitigation measures (MM-TR1, MM-TR2 and MM-TR3) will prevent the 
proposed project from conflicting or being inconsistent with the CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b). 
Addltlonally, the applicant should comply with any requirements and conditions set forth by the Imperial County Department 
of Public Works and Caltrans. Less than significant impacts with mitigations incorporated are expected. 

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

□ □ □ 
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3) The nearest schools are more than 4 miles away and would not be impacted by the proposed project. No impacts are 

expected. 

4) Parks? oO Oo oO na 
4) The proposed project does not include any activities related to parks and will not cause the need for one or to alter one; 
therefore, no impacts are being expected. 

5) Other Public Facilities? oO im | x 
5) The proposed project does not include any development or activities that might increase the need for alteration of public 

facilities services; therefore, no impacts are being expected. 

XVI. RECREATION 

a) Would the project increase the use of the existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the O O U x 
facility would occur or be accelerated? 
a) There are no existing neighborhoods or regional parks within the proposed project area; therefore, the proposed project 
would not 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. No impacts are expected. 

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might CL] 0 CJ XX 
have an adverse effect on the environment? 
b) The proposed project does not include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities which might have an adverse effect on the environment. Also, as previously stated on item (XVI)(a), there are no 

regional parks within the proposed project area; therefore, no impacts are expected. 

XVI. TRANSPORTATION Would the project: 

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing 
the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and O Xl LC] DO 
pedestrian facilities? 
a) The proposed project will result in an increase in traffic to and from the project site on local County roads. The Imperial 
County Public Works Department has requested in their comment letter dated October 16, 2025", a trip generation calculation 
related to the proposed project prior to issuance of Building or Grading Permits. Compliance with mitigation measures MM- 
TRi and the implementation of the mitigation measures MM-TR2 and MM-TR3 from the SPA FEIR would bring the impact to 

a less than significant level. 

e MN-TR1: The applicant shall submit trip generation calculations related to the proposed project prior to the 
issuance of Building or Grading Permits. The project generation trips shall be calculated by a California-registered 
traffic engineer. 

e MN-TR2: Appropriate traffic impact fees and Gateway Specific Plan, off-site improvement fees, shall be paid 

(Mitigation Measure 4.1-1/County Public Works Department) 

e MM-TR3: Any appropriate roadway segments and intersection required by Public Works shall be completed or 
adequately assured prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy for future development (Mitigation Measure 4.1- 
4). 

Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with the CEQA 4 
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 0 us O O 
b) Implementation of the previously mentioned mitigation measures (MM-TR1, MM-TR2 and MM-TR3) will prevent the 
proposed project from conflicting or being inconsistent with the CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b). 
Additionally, the applicant should comply with any requirements and conditions set forth by the Imperial County Department 
of Public Works and Caltrans. Less than significant impacts with mitigations incorporated are expected. 

Substantially increases hazards due to a geometric design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or Oj O C &K 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 
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c) The proposed project does not include a geometric design feature that may substantially increase
 hazards. There are no 

design features being proposed that could cause concern regarding traffic; therefore, no impacts are expec
ted. 

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? [] C] C] xX 

d) The current access to the site is not known to be inadequate and the project would not block any e
mergency access, 

therefore, no impacts are expected. 

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, 

cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of oO oO Xl im 
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place or object 
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and 

that is: 

a) According to the General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 6, the project site is not 
within any Native 

American Cultural Sensitivity Area. The Quechan, Agua Caliente and Campo of Mission Indian Tribes were 
contacted 

regarding this project and offered no comments. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

(i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of 

historical resources as define in Public Resources U O XI U 

Code Section 5020.1(k), or 

(i) The proposed site was not listed under the California Historical Resources in County of Imperial’® or seems 
to 

be eligible under Public Resources Code Section 21074 or 5020.1 (k); therefore, any impacts are expected to be 

less than significant. 

(ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to 
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 

5024.1. In applying ihe criteria set forth is CL C4 xX im 

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. 

(ii) No significant resources listed as defined in the Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 are expected 
to be 

impacted by the proposed project. Additionally, as previously discussed in item (XVIII}(a) above, AB 52 Consultation 

letters were sent to the Quechan, Agua Caliente and Campo Band of Mission indian Tribes on September 
18, 2025. 

No comments have been received for this project. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project: 

a) — Require or resuit in the relocation or construction of new or 
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater 

drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications TC O xX Cc] 

facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 

environmental effects? 

a) The proposed project would not cause significant physical changes in the project area that could impact utilities nor 

service systems. The applicant shall pay Water and Sewer Fees, Benefit Impact Fees, and Traffic Mitigation Fees 
per the 

2024/2025 Gateway Specific Plan-County Service Area Fee Schedule. Such fees shall be paid to the Department of 
Imperial 

County Public Works prior to issuance of Building or Grading Permit. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 

from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development [J im Xx ia 

during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

b) As mentioned on item XIX a), the project will not significantly impact utilities nor service systems; therefore, no
 significant 

18 Office of Historic Preservation http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ListedResources/ ?view=county&critena=13 
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c) The proposed project does not include a geometric design feature that may substantially increase
 hazards. There are no 

design features being proposed that could cause concern regarding traffic; therefore, no impacts are expec
ted. 

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? [] C] C] xX 

d) The current access to the site is not known to be inadequate and the project would not block any e
mergency access, 

therefore, no impacts are expected. 

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, 

cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of oO oO Xl im 
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place or object 
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and 

that is: 

a) According to the General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 6, the project site is not 
within any Native 

American Cultural Sensitivity Area. The Quechan, Agua Caliente and Campo of Mission Indian Tribes were 
contacted 

regarding this project and offered no comments. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

(i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of 

historical resources as define in Public Resources U O XI U 

Code Section 5020.1(k), or 

(i) The proposed site was not listed under the California Historical Resources in County of Imperial’® or seems 
to 

be eligible under Public Resources Code Section 21074 or 5020.1 (k); therefore, any impacts are expected to be 

less than significant. 

(ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to 
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 

5024.1. In applying ihe criteria set forth is CL C4 xX im 

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. 

(ii) No significant resources listed as defined in the Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 are expected 
to be 

impacted by the proposed project. Additionally, as previously discussed in item (XVIII}(a) above, AB 52 Consultation 

letters were sent to the Quechan, Agua Caliente and Campo Band of Mission indian Tribes on September 
18, 2025. 

No comments have been received for this project. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project: 

a) — Require or resuit in the relocation or construction of new or 
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater 

drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications TC O xX Cc] 

facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 

environmental effects? 

a) The proposed project would not cause significant physical changes in the project area that could impact utilities nor 

service systems. The applicant shall pay Water and Sewer Fees, Benefit Impact Fees, and Traffic Mitigation Fees 
per the 

2024/2025 Gateway Specific Plan-County Service Area Fee Schedule. Such fees shall be paid to the Department of 
Imperial 

County Public Works prior to issuance of Building or Grading Permit. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 

from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development [J im Xx ia 

during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

b) As mentioned on item XIX a), the project will not significantly impact utilities nor service systems; therefore, no
 significant 

18 Office of Historic Preservation http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ListedResources/ ?view=county&critena=13 
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c) The proposed project does not include a geometric design feature that may substantially increase
 hazards. There are no 

design features being proposed that could cause concern regarding traffic; therefore, no impacts are expec
ted. 

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? [] C] C] xX 

d) The current access to the site is not known to be inadequate and the project would not block any e
mergency access, 

therefore, no impacts are expected. 

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, 

cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of oO oO Xl im 
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place or object 
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and 

that is: 

a) According to the General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 6, the project site is not 
within any Native 

American Cultural Sensitivity Area. The Quechan, Agua Caliente and Campo of Mission Indian Tribes were 
contacted 

regarding this project and offered no comments. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

(i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of 

historical resources as define in Public Resources U O XI U 

Code Section 5020.1(k), or 

(i) The proposed site was not listed under the California Historical Resources in County of Imperial’® or seems 
to 

be eligible under Public Resources Code Section 21074 or 5020.1 (k); therefore, any impacts are expected to be 

less than significant. 

(ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to 
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 

5024.1. In applying ihe criteria set forth is CL C4 xX im 

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. 

(ii) No significant resources listed as defined in the Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 are expected 
to be 

impacted by the proposed project. Additionally, as previously discussed in item (XVIII}(a) above, AB 52 Consultation 

letters were sent to the Quechan, Agua Caliente and Campo Band of Mission indian Tribes on September 
18, 2025. 

No comments have been received for this project. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project: 

a) — Require or resuit in the relocation or construction of new or 
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater 

drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications TC O xX Cc] 

facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 

environmental effects? 

a) The proposed project would not cause significant physical changes in the project area that could impact utilities nor 

service systems. The applicant shall pay Water and Sewer Fees, Benefit Impact Fees, and Traffic Mitigation Fees 
per the 

2024/2025 Gateway Specific Plan-County Service Area Fee Schedule. Such fees shall be paid to the Department of 
Imperial 

County Public Works prior to issuance of Building or Grading Permit. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 

from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development [J im Xx ia 

during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

b) As mentioned on item XIX a), the project will not significantly impact utilities nor service systems; therefore, no
 significant 

18 Office of Historic Preservation http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ListedResources/ ?view=county&critena=13 
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c) The proposed project does not include a geometric design feature that may substantially increase
 hazards. There are no 

design features being proposed that could cause concern regarding traffic; therefore, no impacts are expec
ted. 

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? [] C] C] xX 

d) The current access to the site is not known to be inadequate and the project would not block any e
mergency access, 

therefore, no impacts are expected. 

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, 

cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of oO oO Xl im 
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place or object 
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and 

that is: 

a) According to the General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 6, the project site is not 
within any Native 

American Cultural Sensitivity Area. The Quechan, Agua Caliente and Campo of Mission Indian Tribes were 
contacted 

regarding this project and offered no comments. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

(i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of 

historical resources as define in Public Resources U O XI U 

Code Section 5020.1(k), or 

(i) The proposed site was not listed under the California Historical Resources in County of Imperial’® or seems 
to 

be eligible under Public Resources Code Section 21074 or 5020.1 (k); therefore, any impacts are expected to be 

less than significant. 

(ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to 
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 

5024.1. In applying ihe criteria set forth is CL C4 xX im 

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. 

(ii) No significant resources listed as defined in the Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 are expected 
to be 

impacted by the proposed project. Additionally, as previously discussed in item (XVIII}(a) above, AB 52 Consultation 

letters were sent to the Quechan, Agua Caliente and Campo Band of Mission indian Tribes on September 
18, 2025. 

No comments have been received for this project. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project: 

a) — Require or resuit in the relocation or construction of new or 
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater 

drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications TC O xX Cc] 

facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 

environmental effects? 

a) The proposed project would not cause significant physical changes in the project area that could impact utilities nor 

service systems. The applicant shall pay Water and Sewer Fees, Benefit Impact Fees, and Traffic Mitigation Fees 
per the 

2024/2025 Gateway Specific Plan-County Service Area Fee Schedule. Such fees shall be paid to the Department of 
Imperial 

County Public Works prior to issuance of Building or Grading Permit. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 

from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development [J im Xx ia 

during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

b) As mentioned on item XIX a), the project will not significantly impact utilities nor service systems; therefore, no
 significant 

18 Office of Historic Preservation http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ListedResources/ ?view=county&critena=13 
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increase in the need for additional water supplies is expected. Sufficient water supply is expected to be available to serve t
he 

project from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years. Any impac
ts 

are expected to be less than significant. 

c) 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 O L x O 

addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

c) The proposed project does not anticipate any impacts to wastewater, as previously stated in section (XIX)(b) above. 

Therefore, any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or 

in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise | CI Xx] | 
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

d) No activities that would create an excessive amount of solid waste are being proposed as part of this project. Less than 

significant impacts are expected. 

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and 

reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste? io) O x O 

e) As previously stated on item (XIX)(d) above, the proposed expansion of the existing operation does not anticipate 
a 

significant generation of solid waste. Property owners shall comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction 

statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

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? CL] LJ x i” 

a) As previously stated on item (IX)(f) above, the proposed project would not interfere with an adopted emergency response 

plan or emergency evacuation plan. The applicant would meet and adhere to any requirements requested by the Imperial 

County Fire(OES Department. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. Compliance with Imperial County Fire 

Department (ICFD) standards and regulations would bring any impact to less than significant. 

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

pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled U O xX LI 

spread of a wildfire? 

b) The project site is not located near or within any wildfire nor fire hazard severity zone. Additionally, as previously stated 

on section (IX)(f), the applicant would meet and adhere to ICFD’s standards, requirements, and recommendations; therefore, 

impacts due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants 

to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire are expected to be less than significant. 

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 | C | O 
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 

environment? 

c) As previously stated on item (XX)(a) above, the applicant would meet and adhere to Imperial County FirefOES Department 

and IID standards, requirements, and recommendations. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 

downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result CL] CI CJ &X 
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

d) As previously stated, the area is not within a wildfire area and will not expose people or structures to significant risks, 

including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides resulting from runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 

change. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080(c), 21080.1, 27080.3, 27083, 

91083.05, 21083.3, 21093, 21094, 21095, and 21151, Public Resources Code; Sundstrom v. County of Mendocne, ( 1988) 202 Cal.App.dd 296; Leanofy. Monterey Board of 

Supenisors, (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Ciens for Response Govt. v. Cty of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal. App.4th 357; Protect the Histone Amador Waterways v. Amador Weter 

Agency (2004) 116 CalApp.4th at 1109, Sen Franciscans Uphokiing the Downtown Plan v. Cy and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal App. 4th 656. 
SSS. 
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increase in the need for additional water supplies is expected. Sufficient water supply is expected to be available to serve t
he 

project from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years. Any impac
ts 

are expected to be less than significant. 

c) 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 O L x O 

addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

c) The proposed project does not anticipate any impacts to wastewater, as previously stated in section (XIX)(b) above. 

Therefore, any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or 

in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise | CI Xx] | 
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

d) No activities that would create an excessive amount of solid waste are being proposed as part of this project. Less than 

significant impacts are expected. 

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and 

reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste? io) O x O 

e) As previously stated on item (XIX)(d) above, the proposed expansion of the existing operation does not anticipate 
a 

significant generation of solid waste. Property owners shall comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction 

statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

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? CL] LJ x i” 

a) As previously stated on item (IX)(f) above, the proposed project would not interfere with an adopted emergency response 

plan or emergency evacuation plan. The applicant would meet and adhere to any requirements requested by the Imperial 

County Fire(OES Department. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. Compliance with Imperial County Fire 

Department (ICFD) standards and regulations would bring any impact to less than significant. 

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

pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled U O xX LI 

spread of a wildfire? 

b) The project site is not located near or within any wildfire nor fire hazard severity zone. Additionally, as previously stated 

on section (IX)(f), the applicant would meet and adhere to ICFD’s standards, requirements, and recommendations; therefore, 

impacts due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants 

to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire are expected to be less than significant. 

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 | C | O 
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 

environment? 

c) As previously stated on item (XX)(a) above, the applicant would meet and adhere to Imperial County FirefOES Department 

and IID standards, requirements, and recommendations. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 

downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result CL] CI CJ &X 
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

d) As previously stated, the area is not within a wildfire area and will not expose people or structures to significant risks, 

including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides resulting from runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 

change. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080(c), 21080.1, 27080.3, 27083, 

91083.05, 21083.3, 21093, 21094, 21095, and 21151, Public Resources Code; Sundstrom v. County of Mendocne, ( 1988) 202 Cal.App.dd 296; Leanofy. Monterey Board of 

Supenisors, (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Ciens for Response Govt. v. Cty of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal. App.4th 357; Protect the Histone Amador Waterways v. Amador Weter 

Agency (2004) 116 CalApp.4th at 1109, Sen Franciscans Uphokiing the Downtown Plan v. Cy and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal App. 4th 656. 
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increase in the need for additional water supplies is expected. Sufficient water supply is expected to be available to serve t
he 

project from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years. Any impac
ts 

are expected to be less than significant. 

c) 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 O L x O 

addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

c) The proposed project does not anticipate any impacts to wastewater, as previously stated in section (XIX)(b) above. 

Therefore, any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or 

in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise | CI Xx] | 
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

d) No activities that would create an excessive amount of solid waste are being proposed as part of this project. Less than 

significant impacts are expected. 

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and 

reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste? io) O x O 

e) As previously stated on item (XIX)(d) above, the proposed expansion of the existing operation does not anticipate 
a 

significant generation of solid waste. Property owners shall comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction 

statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

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? CL] LJ x i” 

a) As previously stated on item (IX)(f) above, the proposed project would not interfere with an adopted emergency response 

plan or emergency evacuation plan. The applicant would meet and adhere to any requirements requested by the Imperial 

County Fire(OES Department. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. Compliance with Imperial County Fire 

Department (ICFD) standards and regulations would bring any impact to less than significant. 

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

pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled U O xX LI 

spread of a wildfire? 

b) The project site is not located near or within any wildfire nor fire hazard severity zone. Additionally, as previously stated 

on section (IX)(f), the applicant would meet and adhere to ICFD’s standards, requirements, and recommendations; therefore, 

impacts due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants 

to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire are expected to be less than significant. 

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 | C | O 
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 

environment? 

c) As previously stated on item (XX)(a) above, the applicant would meet and adhere to Imperial County FirefOES Department 

and IID standards, requirements, and recommendations. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 

downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result CL] CI CJ &X 
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

d) As previously stated, the area is not within a wildfire area and will not expose people or structures to significant risks, 

including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides resulting from runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 

change. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080(c), 21080.1, 27080.3, 27083, 

91083.05, 21083.3, 21093, 21094, 21095, and 21151, Public Resources Code; Sundstrom v. County of Mendocne, ( 1988) 202 Cal.App.dd 296; Leanofy. Monterey Board of 

Supenisors, (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Ciens for Response Govt. v. Cty of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal. App.4th 357; Protect the Histone Amador Waterways v. Amador Weter 

Agency (2004) 116 CalApp.4th at 1109, Sen Franciscans Uphokiing the Downtown Plan v. Cy and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal App. 4th 656. 
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increase in the need for additional water supplies is expected. Sufficient water supply is expected to be available to serve t
he 

project from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years. Any impac
ts 

are expected to be less than significant. 

c) 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 O L x O 

addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

c) The proposed project does not anticipate any impacts to wastewater, as previously stated in section (XIX)(b) above. 

Therefore, any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or 

in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise | CI Xx] | 
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

d) No activities that would create an excessive amount of solid waste are being proposed as part of this project. Less than 

significant impacts are expected. 

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and 

reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste? io) O x O 

e) As previously stated on item (XIX)(d) above, the proposed expansion of the existing operation does not anticipate 
a 

significant generation of solid waste. Property owners shall comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction 

statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. 

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? CL] LJ x i” 

a) As previously stated on item (IX)(f) above, the proposed project would not interfere with an adopted emergency response 

plan or emergency evacuation plan. The applicant would meet and adhere to any requirements requested by the Imperial 

County Fire(OES Department. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant. Compliance with Imperial County Fire 

Department (ICFD) standards and regulations would bring any impact to less than significant. 

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

pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled U O xX LI 

spread of a wildfire? 

b) The project site is not located near or within any wildfire nor fire hazard severity zone. Additionally, as previously stated 

on section (IX)(f), the applicant would meet and adhere to ICFD’s standards, requirements, and recommendations; therefore, 

impacts due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants 

to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire are expected to be less than significant. 

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 | C | O 
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 

environment? 

c) As previously stated on item (XX)(a) above, the applicant would meet and adhere to Imperial County FirefOES Department 

and IID standards, requirements, and recommendations. Less than significant impacts are expected. 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 

downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result CL] CI CJ &X 
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

d) As previously stated, the area is not within a wildfire area and will not expose people or structures to significant risks, 

including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides resulting from runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 

change. Therefore, no impact is expected. 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21080(c), 21080.1, 27080.3, 27083, 

91083.05, 21083.3, 21093, 21094, 21095, and 21151, Public Resources Code; Sundstrom v. County of Mendocne, ( 1988) 202 Cal.App.dd 296; Leanofy. Monterey Board of 

Supenisors, (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Ciens for Response Govt. v. Cty of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal. App.4th 357; Protect the Histone Amador Waterways v. Amador Weter 

Agency (2004) 116 CalApp.4th at 1109, Sen Franciscans Uphokiing the Downtown Plan v. Cy and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal App. 4th 656. 
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SECTION 3 
Ill. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines. 

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 0 \e O O 

number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal, eliminate tribal 
cultural resources or eliminate important 

examples of the major periods of California 

history or prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” 
means that the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed in connection O O Ww U 

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 effects on C \e- CO C] 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
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SECTION 3 
Ill. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines. 

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 0 \e O O 

number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal, eliminate tribal 
cultural resources or eliminate important 

examples of the major periods of California 

history or prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” 
means that the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed in connection O O Ww U 

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 effects on C \e- CO C] 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
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SECTION 3 
Ill. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines. 

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 0 \e O O 

number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal, eliminate tribal 
cultural resources or eliminate important 

examples of the major periods of California 

history or prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” 
means that the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed in connection O O Ww U 

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 effects on C \e- CO C] 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
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SECTION 3 
Ill. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines. 

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 0 \e O O 

number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal, eliminate tribal 
cultural resources or eliminate important 

examples of the major periods of California 

history or prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” 
means that the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed in connection O O Ww U 

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 effects on C \e- CO C] 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
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IV. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED 

This section identifies those persons who prepared or contributed to preparation of this document. This section is 
prepared in accordance with Section 15129 of the CEQA Guidelines. 

A. COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 
• Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services 
• Michael Abraham, AICP, Assistant Director of Planning & Development Services 
• Diana Robinson, Planning Division Manager 
• Luis Bejarano, Planner II 
• Imperial County Air Pollution Control District 
• Department of Public Works 
• Fire Department 
• Ag Commissioner 
• Environmental Health Services 
• Sheriffs Office 

B. OTHER AGENCIES/ORGANIZATIONS 
• Native American Heritage Commission 

(Written or oral comments received on the checklist prior to circulation) 
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Vi. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - County of Imperial 

The following Negative Declaration is being circulated for public review in accordance with the California Environmental 

Quality Act Section 21091 and 21092 of the Public Resources Code. 

Project Name: Linn Parking and Storage - Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 / Lot Merger #00165 / Initial Study #25- 

0033 

Project Applicant: Oscar R. Linn 

Project Location: The location of the proposed project is at 1624 Gateway Road, Calexico, CA, properties identified 

under Assessor's Parcel Numbers (APN) 059-363-013-000, 059-363-020-000 and 059-363-025-000, legally described 

as POR LOT A LLA#283 ALSO BEING LOT 4 OF TRACT 942 GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB NO2 UNIT2 

4.00AC, POR LOT A OF LLA#283 ALSO BEING POR REM. PAR A GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB 2 UN 3 & 

LOT 4 GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB 2 UN 4 ALSO BEING POR LOT B LLA#283, in an unincorporated area of 

the County of Imperial. See Exhibit “A” Vicinity Map. 

Project Summary: The Applicant has submitted requests for Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 and Lot Merger #00165 

to continue and expand the operation of a parking and storage facility, including mini-storage units designed to receive 

packages and boxes on behalf of customers from delivery parcel companies. Said expansion would replace the 

currently permitted operation under Conditional Use Permit #13-0005. Upon merger, the project site will cover 

approximately 7.1 acres, comprising contiguous parcels identified by Assessor's Parcel Numbers 059-363-013-000, 

059-363-020-000, and 059-363-025-000. Access will remain via Gateway Road. This development is intended to 

accommodate the growing operational demands of Linn Parking & Storage by increasing parking capacity for 

commercial vehicles, including long-haul trucks and trailers. The facility is projected to handle around 30 passenger 

vehicles and 60 trucks entering and exiting daily, with capacity to park up to 60 passenger vehicles and 140 trucks and 

trailers of various sizes. Operations will run continuously, 24/7, with a staff of approximately eight employees. This 

expansion is anticipated to improve traffic circulation, reduce congestion within the existing lot, and enhance overall 

site safety and functionality for both drivers and personnel. 
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Vi. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - County of Imperial 

The following Negative Declaration is being circulated for public review in accordance with the California Environmental 

Quality Act Section 21091 and 21092 of the Public Resources Code. 

Project Name: Linn Parking and Storage - Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 / Lot Merger #00165 / Initial Study #25- 

0033 

Project Applicant: Oscar R. Linn 

Project Location: The location of the proposed project is at 1624 Gateway Road, Calexico, CA, properties identified 

under Assessor's Parcel Numbers (APN) 059-363-013-000, 059-363-020-000 and 059-363-025-000, legally described 

as POR LOT A LLA#283 ALSO BEING LOT 4 OF TRACT 942 GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB NO2 UNIT2 

4.00AC, POR LOT A OF LLA#283 ALSO BEING POR REM. PAR A GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB 2 UN 3 & 

LOT 4 GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB 2 UN 4 ALSO BEING POR LOT B LLA#283, in an unincorporated area of 

the County of Imperial. See Exhibit “A” Vicinity Map. 

Project Summary: The Applicant has submitted requests for Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 and Lot Merger #00165 

to continue and expand the operation of a parking and storage facility, including mini-storage units designed to receive 

packages and boxes on behalf of customers from delivery parcel companies. Said expansion would replace the 

currently permitted operation under Conditional Use Permit #13-0005. Upon merger, the project site will cover 

approximately 7.1 acres, comprising contiguous parcels identified by Assessor's Parcel Numbers 059-363-013-000, 

059-363-020-000, and 059-363-025-000. Access will remain via Gateway Road. This development is intended to 

accommodate the growing operational demands of Linn Parking & Storage by increasing parking capacity for 

commercial vehicles, including long-haul trucks and trailers. The facility is projected to handle around 30 passenger 

vehicles and 60 trucks entering and exiting daily, with capacity to park up to 60 passenger vehicles and 140 trucks and 

trailers of various sizes. Operations will run continuously, 24/7, with a staff of approximately eight employees. This 

expansion is anticipated to improve traffic circulation, reduce congestion within the existing lot, and enhance overall 

site safety and functionality for both drivers and personnel. 
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Vi. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - County of Imperial 

The following Negative Declaration is being circulated for public review in accordance with the California Environmental 

Quality Act Section 21091 and 21092 of the Public Resources Code. 

Project Name: Linn Parking and Storage - Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 / Lot Merger #00165 / Initial Study #25- 

0033 

Project Applicant: Oscar R. Linn 

Project Location: The location of the proposed project is at 1624 Gateway Road, Calexico, CA, properties identified 

under Assessor's Parcel Numbers (APN) 059-363-013-000, 059-363-020-000 and 059-363-025-000, legally described 

as POR LOT A LLA#283 ALSO BEING LOT 4 OF TRACT 942 GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB NO2 UNIT2 

4.00AC, POR LOT A OF LLA#283 ALSO BEING POR REM. PAR A GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB 2 UN 3 & 

LOT 4 GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA SUB 2 UN 4 ALSO BEING POR LOT B LLA#283, in an unincorporated area of 

the County of Imperial. See Exhibit “A” Vicinity Map. 

Project Summary: The Applicant has submitted requests for Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 and Lot Merger #00165 

to continue and expand the operation of a parking and storage facility, including mini-storage units designed to receive 

packages and boxes on behalf of customers from delivery parcel companies. Said expansion would replace the 

currently permitted operation under Conditional Use Permit #13-0005. Upon merger, the project site will cover 

approximately 7.1 acres, comprising contiguous parcels identified by Assessor's Parcel Numbers 059-363-013-000, 

059-363-020-000, and 059-363-025-000. Access will remain via Gateway Road. This development is intended to 

accommodate the growing operational demands of Linn Parking & Storage by increasing parking capacity for 

commercial vehicles, including long-haul trucks and trailers. The facility is projected to handle around 30 passenger 

vehicles and 60 trucks entering and exiting daily, with capacity to park up to 60 passenger vehicles and 140 trucks and 

trailers of various sizes. Operations will run continuously, 24/7, with a staff of approximately eight employees. This 

expansion is anticipated to improve traffic circulation, reduce congestion within the existing lot, and enhance overall 

site safety and functionality for both drivers and personnel. 
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Vi. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - County of Imperial 
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0033 
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Vil. FINDINGS 

This is to advise that the County of imperial, acting as the lead agency, has conducted an Initial Study to 

determine if the project may have a significant effect on the environment and is proposing this Negative 

Declaration based upon the following findings: 

[| The Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence that the project may have a significant effect on 

the environment and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

a The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects but: 

(1) Proposals made or agreed to by the applicant before this proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration 

was released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly 

no significant effects would occur. 

(2) There is no substantial evidence before the agency that the project may have a significant effect on 

the environment. 

(3) Mitigation measures are required to ensure all potentially significant impacts are reduced to levels of 

insignificance. 

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

if adopted, the Negative Declaration means that an Environmental Impact Report will not be required. Reasons 

to support this finding are included in the attached Initial Study. The project file and all related documents are 

available for review at the County of Imperial, Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, 

El Centro, CA 92243 (442) 265-1736. 

NOTICE 

The public is invited to comment on the proposed Negative Declaration during the review period. 

5-148 B26 Sop 4h Lily 

Date of Determination Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services 

The Applicant hereby acknowledges and accepts the results of the Environmental Evaluation Committee (EEC) and 

hereby agrees to implement all Mitigation Measures, if applicable, as outlined inAtie’MMRP. 

Jpay DF, SOLE 
plicant Signature / Date 

——— ETT 
TET TEST TTT 
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Vil. FINDINGS 

This is to advise that the County of Imperial, acting as the lead agency, has conducted an Initial Study to 
determine if the project may have a significant effect on the environment and is proposing this Negative 
Declaration based upon the following findings: 

[| The Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence that the project may have a significant effect on 

the environment and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

a The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects but: 
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was released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly 
no significant effects would occur. 
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available for review at the County of imperial, Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, 
El Centro, CA 92243 (442) 265-1736. 

NOTICE 

The public is invited to comment on the proposed Negative Declaration during the review period. 

SLB WL Sy ACM 
Date of Determination Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services 

The Applicant hereby acknowledges and accepts the results of the Environmental Evaluation Committee (EEC) and 
hereby agrees to implement all Mitigation Measures, if applicable, as outlined inthe MMRP. 

fag SE, Ee 
Pplicant Signature / 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form for Linn Parking and Storage, Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 — Lot Merger #00165 - IS #25-0033 
Page 33 of 35 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG

Vil. FINDINGS 

This is to advise that the County of Imperial, acting as the lead agency, has conducted an Initial Study to 
determine if the project may have a significant effect on the environment and is proposing this Negative 
Declaration based upon the following findings: 

[| The Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence that the project may have a significant effect on 

the environment and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

a The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects but: 

(1) Proposals made or agreed to by the applicant before this proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration 
was released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly 
no significant effects would occur. 

(2) There is no substantial evidence before the agency that the project may have a significant effect on 
the environment. 

(3) Mitigation measures are required to ensure all potentially significant impacts are reduced to levels of 
insignificance. 

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

If adopted, the Negative Declaration means that an Environmental impact Report will not be required. Reasons 
to support this finding are included in the attached Initial Study. The project file and all related documents are 
available for review at the County of imperial, Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, 
El Centro, CA 92243 (442) 265-1736. 

NOTICE 

The public is invited to comment on the proposed Negative Declaration during the review period. 

SLB WL Sy ACM 
Date of Determination Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services 

The Applicant hereby acknowledges and accepts the results of the Environmental Evaluation Committee (EEC) and 
hereby agrees to implement all Mitigation Measures, if applicable, as outlined inthe MMRP. 

fag SE, Ee 
Pplicant Signature / 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form for Linn Parking and Storage, Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 — Lot Merger #00165 - IS #25-0033 
Page 33 of 35 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG



SECTION 4 

Vill RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

(ATTACH DOCUMENTS, IF ANY, HERE) 

a SSS SS So 
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IX. MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP) 

(ATTACH DOCUMENTS, IF ANY, HERE) 

S;\AllUsers\APN\059\363\013\CUP25-0015 1S25-0033 MERG00165\EEC\CUP25-0015 [$25-0033 - Initial Study.docx 

Oe
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LINN PARKING & STORAGE 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP) #25-0015 / LOT MERGER #00165 / INITIAL STUDY (IS) #25-0033 

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP) 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (BIO) 
Mitigation Measure (MM) Description Responsible Regulatory 

Partv Aaencv 
MM-AE1: Concurrent with approval of Plot Plans for each phase or unit of development shall be Imperial County 
in substantial conformance with the design guidelines in Chapter IV of the Gateway Specific Plan 

Project Planning and 
to ensure compatibility with the planned design theme as adopted for the SPA. (Mitigation Measure Development 
4.5-1) Proponent 

Services 
/ICPDS) 

MM-AE2: Prior to issuance of a grading permit for each phase or unit of development within the Imperial County 
SPA, a detailed landscape plan shall be prepared in conformance with the design guidelines in 

Project Planning and 
Chapter IV of the Gateway Specific Plan. (Mitigation Measure 4.5-2) Development Proponent 

Services 
(ICPDS) 

MM-BIO1: Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the permit shall be conditioned to require a pre-construction 
survey in accordance with CDF&W Guidelines. The survey shall be conducted no more than 30 days prior to 
construction to ensure that no additional burrowing owls have established territories since the initial surveys 

California and to quantify the number of burrows to be impacted. If ground-disturbing activities are delayed or suspended 
Project Department of for more than 30 days after the pre-construction survey, the site shall be resurveyed. Any burrowing owls found 

that were not identified during the initial surveys shall require the same offsite acquisition and permanent Proponent Fish and Wildlife 

protection of offsite foraging and nesting habitat as outlined in Mitigation Measure 4.7-5 of the Gateway of the (CDFW) 

Americas Specific Plan (Mitigation Measure 4.7-6). 

MM-BI02: Any observed burrowing owls within 50 meters of construction shall be relocated pursuant to a California 
management plan approved by the California Division of Fish and Wildlife (Mitigation Measure 4.7-7). Project Department of 

Proponent Fish and Wildlife 
(CDFW) 

MM-TR1: The applicant shall submit trip generation calculations related to the proposed project prior to the Imperial County 
issuance of Building or Grading Permits. The project generation trips shall be calculated by a California-

Project Planning and 
registered traffic engineer. 

Proponent Development 
Services 
(ICPDS) 

MM-TR2: Appropriate traffic impact fees and Gateway Specific Plan, off-site improvement fees, shall be paid Imperial County 
(Mitigation Measure 4.1-1/County Public Works Department) 

Project 
Planning and 
Development Proponent 
Services 
(ICPDS) 

MM-TR3: Any appropriate roadway segments and intersection required by Public Works shall be completed or Imperial County 
adequately assured prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy for future development (Mitigation Measure 

Project 
Planning and 

4.1-4). Proponent Development 
Services 
(ICPDS) 

LBIS:\AIIUsers\APN\059\363\013\CUP25-0015 IS25-0033 MERG00165\EEC\CUP25-00 15 MMRP.docx 
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Schedule 

At the submittal of 
Plot Plans. 
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Prior to issuance of 
grading permits. 

Prior to issuance of 
building or grading 
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Prior to issuance of 
building or grading 
permits. 

Prior to issuance of 
building permits. 

Prior to issuance of 
building permits. 
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LINN PARKING & STORAGE 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP) #25-0015 / LOT MERGER #00165 / INITIAL STUDY (IS) #25-0033 

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP) 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (BIO) _ 
Mitigation Measure (MM) Description Responsible Regulatory Implementation 

Party Agency Schedule 
MM-AE1: Concurrent with approval of Plot Plans for each phase or unit of development shall be Imperial County 
in substantial conformance with the design guidelines in Chapter IV of the Gateway Specific Plan Project Planning and Al Gexvubrilticl of 
to ensure compatibility with the planned design theme as adopted for the SPA. (Mitigation Measure hcten Development inaimsdaiaaiaa 
4.5-1) roponent hiniine Plot Plans. 

(ICPDS) 
MM-AE2: Prior to issuance of a grading permit for each phase or unit of development within the imperial County 
SPA, a detailed landscape plan shall be prepared in conformance with the design guidelines in : Planning and : . 
Chapter IV of the Gateway Specific Plan. (Mitigation Measure 4.5-2) st on eeepeent Bhs prcnrlag nf 

ervices 
(I\CPDS) 

MM-BIO1: Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the permit shall be conditioned to require a pre-construction 

survey in accordance with COF&W Guidelines. The survey shall be conducted no more than 30 days prior to 
construction to ensure that no additional burrowing owls have established territories since the initial surveys California 
and to quantify the number of burrows to be impacted. If ground-disturbing activities are delayed or suspended F . . 
for more than 30 days after the pre-construction survey, the site shall be resurveyed. Any burrowing owls found Bias t = jadlaltpd f = to serie of 
that were not identified during the initial surveys shall require the same offsite acquisition and permanent ii (CDEW) ons | ee EMD, 
protection of offsite foraging and nesting habitat as outlined in Mitigation Measure 4.7-5 of the Gateway of the 
Americas Specific Plan (Mitigation Measure 4.7-6). 

MM-BIO2: Any observed burrowing owls within 50 meters of construction shall be relocated pursuant to a California Pisteertes far reareens.ef 
management plan approved by the California Division of Fish and Wildlife (Mitigation Measure 4.7-7). Project Department of baffles a di 

Proponent Fish and Wildlife ae OE oe 
(CDFW) permits. 

MM-TR1: The applicant shall submit trip generation calculations related to the proposed project prior to the Imperial County 
issuance of Building or Grading Permits. The project generation trips shall be calculated by a California- Project Planning and Prior to issuance of 

registered traffic engineer. Prop coutti Development building or grading 
Services permits. 
(ICPDS) 

MM-TR2: Appropriate traffic impact fees and Gateway Specific Plan, off-site improvement fees, shail be paid Imperial County 
(Mitigation Measure 4.1-1/County Public Works Department) Project ahi Fes Prior fs issuance of 

Proponent Services building permits. 

(ICPDS) 
MM-TR3: Any appropriate roadway segments and intersection required by Public Works shall be completed or \mperial County 
ees assured prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy for future development (Mitigation Measure Project Darin ala Pri or = suance of 

Proponent Sarviess building permits. 

(ICPDS) 
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Olivia Lopez J Sens 

From: Jill Mccormick <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com> 

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 8:44 AM SEP 19 2925 

To: Olivia Lopez; Luis Bejarano 

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL]:AB 52 Letter - Linn Parking & Storage AMPERIAL COUNTY 

(CUP25-0015/1S25-0033/MERG00165) PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

|CAUTION: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution. 

Good morning, 

This email is to inform you that the Historic Preservation Office of the 
Ft. Yuma Quechan Tribe does not wish to 

comment on this project at this time. 

Jill 

H. Jill McCormick, M.A. 
Historic Preservation Office 

Ft. Yuma Quechan Indian Tribe 

P.O. Box 1899 

Yuma, AZ 85366-1899 
Office: 760-919-3631 
Cell: 928-920-6521 

1 F 

JOGETHER. VE. 
. PACGRESS 

From: Olivia Lopez <olivialopez@co.imperial.ca.us> 

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 4:47 PM 

To: Tribal Secretary <tribalsecretary@quechantribe.com>, Jill Mccormick
 <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com> 

Cc: Jim Minnick <JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us>; Michael Abraham <Mic
haelAbraham @co.imperial.ca.us>; Diana 

Robinson <DianaRobinson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Luis Bejarano <luisbejarano@
co.imperial.ca.us>; Adriana Ceballos 

<adrianaceballos@co.imperial.ca.us>; Aimee Trujillo <aimeetrujillo@co.imperi
al.ca-us>; Kamika Mitchell 

<kamikamitchell@co.imperial.ca.us>; Kayla Henderson <kaylahenderson@co.im
peria!.ca.us>; Olivia Lopez 

<olivialopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Valerie Grijalva <valeriegrijalva @c
o.imperial.ca.us> 

Subject: (EXTERNAL]:AB 52 Letter - Linn Parking & Storage (CUP25-0015/ 1
S25-0033/MERGO0165) 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do
 not click Jinks or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 
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From: Jill Mccormick <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com> 

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 8:44 AM SEP 19 2925 

To: Olivia Lopez; Luis Bejarano 

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL]:AB 52 Letter - Linn Parking & Storage AMPERIAL COUNTY 

(CUP25-0015/1S25-0033/MERG00165) PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

|CAUTION: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution. 

Good morning, 

This email is to inform you that the Historic Preservation Office of the 
Ft. Yuma Quechan Tribe does not wish to 

comment on this project at this time. 

Jill 

H. Jill McCormick, M.A. 
Historic Preservation Office 

Ft. Yuma Quechan Indian Tribe 

P.O. Box 1899 

Yuma, AZ 85366-1899 
Office: 760-919-3631 
Cell: 928-920-6521 

1 F 

JOGETHER. VE. 
. PACGRESS 

From: Olivia Lopez <olivialopez@co.imperial.ca.us> 

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 4:47 PM 

To: Tribal Secretary <tribalsecretary@quechantribe.com>, Jill Mccormick
 <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com> 

Cc: Jim Minnick <JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us>; Michael Abraham <Mic
haelAbraham @co.imperial.ca.us>; Diana 

Robinson <DianaRobinson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Luis Bejarano <luisbejarano@
co.imperial.ca.us>; Adriana Ceballos 

<adrianaceballos@co.imperial.ca.us>; Aimee Trujillo <aimeetrujillo@co.imperi
al.ca-us>; Kamika Mitchell 

<kamikamitchell@co.imperial.ca.us>; Kayla Henderson <kaylahenderson@co.im
peria!.ca.us>; Olivia Lopez 

<olivialopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Valerie Grijalva <valeriegrijalva @c
o.imperial.ca.us> 

Subject: (EXTERNAL]:AB 52 Letter - Linn Parking & Storage (CUP25-0015/ 1
S25-0033/MERGO0165) 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do
 not click Jinks or open attachments unless you recognize the 

sender and know the content is safe. 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG



Kayla Henderson 

From: Jill Mccormick <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com> 

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 8:46 AM 

To: Kayla Henderson; Planning - |CPDSCommentLetters 

Subject: Re: (EXTERNAL]:CUP25-0015 / IS25-0033 / MERGO0165 Request for Comments 

CAUTION: This email originated outside our organization; please u
se caution. 

Good morning, 

This email is to inform you that the Historic Preservation Office 
of the Ft. Yuma Quechan Tribe does not wish to 

comment on this project at this time. 

Jill 

H. Jill McCormick, M.A. 

Historic Preservation Office 
a ECEIV E Dp 

Ft. Yuma Quechan Indian Tribe 

P.O. Box 1899 
Yuma, AZ 85366-1899 

SEP 19 2028 

Office: 760-919-3631 
- 928-920- 

{NPERIAL COUNTY 
Cell: 928-920-6521 ssh 8 DEVELOP SER ICES 

From: Kayla Henderson <kaylahenderson@co.imperial.ca.us> 

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 4:31 PM 

To: Jolene Dessert <JoleneDessert@co.imperial.ca.us>; Margo Sa
nchez <MargoSanchez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Belen Leon- 

Lopez <BelenLeon-Lopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Monica Soucie
r <MonicaSoucier@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jesus Ramirez 

<JesusRamirez@co.imperial.ca.us>; John Hawk <johnhawk@co.imper
ial.ca.us>; Rosa Lopez 

<RosaLopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jorge Perez <JorgePerez@c
o.imperial.ca.us>; Jeff Lamoure 

<JeffLamoure@co.imperial.ca.us>; Alphonso Andrade <AlphonsoAn
drade@co.imperial.ca.us>; Marco Topete 

<marcotopete @co.imperial.ca.us>; Sheila Vasquez-Bazua 
<SheilaVasquezBazua@co.imperial.ca.us>; David Lantzer 

<davidlantzer@co.imperial.ca.us>; Andrew Loper <AndrewLoper@co.
imperial.ca.us>; rkelley@icso.org 

<rkelley@icso.org>; Fred Miramontes <fmiramontes@icso.
org>; Robert Benavidez <RBenavidez@icso.org>; 

iidenvironmental @/id.com <iidenvironmental@iid.com>; m
arcuscuero@campo-nsn.gov <marcuscuero@campo- 

nsn.gov>; dtsosie@campo-nsn.gov <dtsosie@campo-nsn.gov>; 
Tribal Secretary <tribalsecretary@quechantribe.com>,; 

Jill Mccormick <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com>; THPO 
@aguacaliente.net <THPO@aguacaliente.net>, 

1 
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Kayla Henderson 

From: Jill Mccormick <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com> 

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 8:46 AM 

To: Kayla Henderson; Planning - |CPDSCommentLetters 

Subject: Re: (EXTERNAL]:CUP25-0015 / IS25-0033 / MERGO0165 Request for Comments 

CAUTION: This email originated outside our organization; please u
se caution. 

Good morning, 

This email is to inform you that the Historic Preservation Office 
of the Ft. Yuma Quechan Tribe does not wish to 

comment on this project at this time. 

Jill 

H. Jill McCormick, M.A. 

Historic Preservation Office 
a ECEIV E Dp 

Ft. Yuma Quechan Indian Tribe 

P.O. Box 1899 
Yuma, AZ 85366-1899 

SEP 19 2028 

Office: 760-919-3631 
- 928-920- 

{NPERIAL COUNTY 
Cell: 928-920-6521 ssh 8 DEVELOP SER ICES 

From: Kayla Henderson <kaylahenderson@co.imperial.ca.us> 
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<JesusRamirez@co.imperial.ca.us>; John Hawk <johnhawk@co.imper
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<RosaLopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jorge Perez <JorgePerez@c
o.imperial.ca.us>; Jeff Lamoure 

<JeffLamoure@co.imperial.ca.us>; Alphonso Andrade <AlphonsoAn
drade@co.imperial.ca.us>; Marco Topete 

<marcotopete @co.imperial.ca.us>; Sheila Vasquez-Bazua 
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<davidlantzer@co.imperial.ca.us>; Andrew Loper <AndrewLoper@co.
imperial.ca.us>; rkelley@icso.org 
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Tribal Secretary <tribalsecretary@quechantribe.com>,; 

Jill Mccormick <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com>; THPO 
@aguacaliente.net <THPO@aguacaliente.net>, 
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Kayla Henderson 

From: Jill Mccormick <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com> 

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 8:46 AM 

To: Kayla Henderson; Planning - |CPDSCommentLetters 

Subject: Re: (EXTERNAL]:CUP25-0015 / IS25-0033 / MERGO0165 Request for Comments 

CAUTION: This email originated outside our organization; please u
se caution. 

Good morning, 

This email is to inform you that the Historic Preservation Office 
of the Ft. Yuma Quechan Tribe does not wish to 

comment on this project at this time. 

Jill 

H. Jill McCormick, M.A. 

Historic Preservation Office 
a ECEIV E Dp 

Ft. Yuma Quechan Indian Tribe 

P.O. Box 1899 
Yuma, AZ 85366-1899 

SEP 19 2028 

Office: 760-919-3631 
- 928-920- 

{NPERIAL COUNTY 
Cell: 928-920-6521 ssh 8 DEVELOP SER ICES 

From: Kayla Henderson <kaylahenderson@co.imperial.ca.us> 

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 4:31 PM 

To: Jolene Dessert <JoleneDessert@co.imperial.ca.us>; Margo Sa
nchez <MargoSanchez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Belen Leon- 

Lopez <BelenLeon-Lopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Monica Soucie
r <MonicaSoucier@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jesus Ramirez 

<JesusRamirez@co.imperial.ca.us>; John Hawk <johnhawk@co.imper
ial.ca.us>; Rosa Lopez 

<RosaLopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jorge Perez <JorgePerez@c
o.imperial.ca.us>; Jeff Lamoure 

<JeffLamoure@co.imperial.ca.us>; Alphonso Andrade <AlphonsoAn
drade@co.imperial.ca.us>; Marco Topete 

<marcotopete @co.imperial.ca.us>; Sheila Vasquez-Bazua 
<SheilaVasquezBazua@co.imperial.ca.us>; David Lantzer 

<davidlantzer@co.imperial.ca.us>; Andrew Loper <AndrewLoper@co.
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Tribal Secretary <tribalsecretary@quechantribe.com>,; 

Jill Mccormick <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com>; THPO 
@aguacaliente.net <THPO@aguacaliente.net>, 
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Kayla Henderson 

From: Jill Mccormick <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com> 

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 8:46 AM 

To: Kayla Henderson; Planning - |CPDSCommentLetters 

Subject: Re: (EXTERNAL]:CUP25-0015 / IS25-0033 / MERGO0165 Request for Comments 

CAUTION: This email originated outside our organization; please u
se caution. 

Good morning, 

This email is to inform you that the Historic Preservation Office 
of the Ft. Yuma Quechan Tribe does not wish to 

comment on this project at this time. 

Jill 

H. Jill McCormick, M.A. 

Historic Preservation Office 
a ECEIV E Dp 

Ft. Yuma Quechan Indian Tribe 

P.O. Box 1899 
Yuma, AZ 85366-1899 

SEP 19 2028 

Office: 760-919-3631 
- 928-920- 

{NPERIAL COUNTY 
Cell: 928-920-6521 ssh 8 DEVELOP SER ICES 

From: Kayla Henderson <kaylahenderson@co.imperial.ca.us> 

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 4:31 PM 

To: Jolene Dessert <JoleneDessert@co.imperial.ca.us>; Margo Sa
nchez <MargoSanchez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Belen Leon- 
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r <MonicaSoucier@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jesus Ramirez 

<JesusRamirez@co.imperial.ca.us>; John Hawk <johnhawk@co.imper
ial.ca.us>; Rosa Lopez 

<RosaLopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jorge Perez <JorgePerez@c
o.imperial.ca.us>; Jeff Lamoure 

<JeffLamoure@co.imperial.ca.us>; Alphonso Andrade <AlphonsoAn
drade@co.imperial.ca.us>; Marco Topete 

<marcotopete @co.imperial.ca.us>; Sheila Vasquez-Bazua 
<SheilaVasquezBazua@co.imperial.ca.us>; David Lantzer 

<davidlantzer@co.imperial.ca.us>; Andrew Loper <AndrewLoper@co.
imperial.ca.us>; rkelley@icso.org 
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Jill Mccormick <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com>; THPO 
@aguacaliente.net <THPO@aguacaliente.net>, 

1 
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RECEIVED 
Olivia Lopez == 

. . SEP 24 2025 
From: THPO Consulting <ACBCI-THPO@aguacaliente.net> 

Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2025 3:03 PM PERL COUNTY 

To: Olivia Lopez 7LAMRONG & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

Subject: RE: AB 52 Letter - Linn Parking & Storage (CUP25-001 5/1S25-0033/MERG00165) 

|CAUTION: This email originated outside our organization; pl
ease use caution. 

Greetings, 

A records check of the Tribal Historic Preservation Office's
 cultural registry revealed that this project 

is not located within the Tribe's Traditional Use Area. 
Therefore, we defer to the other tribes in the 

area. This letter shall conclude our consultation efforts. 

Thank you, 

Anthony Kline 
Cultural Resources Analyst 

akline@aquacaliente.net 

C: (760) 413-5836 | D: (760) 883-1139 

5401 Dinah Shore Drive, Palm Springs 

From: Olivia Lopez <olivialopez@co.imperial.ca.us> 

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 4:47 PM 

To: THPO Consulting <ACBCI-THPO @aguacaliente.net>; THP
O @aguacaliente.net 

Cc: Jim Minnick <JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us>; Micha
el Abraham <MichaelAbraham @co.imperial.ca.us>; Dia

na 

Robinson <DianaRobinson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Luis Beja
rano <luisbejarano@co.imperial.ca.us>, Adriana Ceballos

 

<adrianaceballos@co.imperial.ca.us>; Aimee Trujillo
 <aimeetrujillo @co.imperial.ca.us>; Kamika Mitchell

 

<kamikamitchell@co.imperial.ca.us>; Kayla Henderson <k
aylahenderson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Olivia Lopez 

<olivialopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Valerie Grijalva <valerieg
rijalva @co.imperial.ca.us> 

Subject: AB 52 Letter - Linn Parking & Storage (CUP25-0015
/ 1S25-0033/MERG00165) 

This email was sent by a person from outside your organiza
tion. Please verify the authenticity of this email before taki

ng further 

action. 

Good afternoon, 

Please see attached AB52 letter for the Linn Parking &
 Storage Project (CUP25-0015/1S25-0033/ 

MERGO00165); APN 059-363-013. 

Should you have any questions, please feel free to Luis
 Bejarano at (442) 265-1736, or by email at 

LuisBejarano@co.imperial.ca.us 

Thank you, 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG

RECEIVED 
Olivia Lopez == 

. . SEP 24 2025 
From: THPO Consulting <ACBCI-THPO@aguacaliente.net> 

Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2025 3:03 PM PERL COUNTY 

To: Olivia Lopez 7LAMRONG & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

Subject: RE: AB 52 Letter - Linn Parking & Storage (CUP25-001 5/1S25-0033/MERG00165) 
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is not located within the Tribe's Traditional Use Area. 
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akline@aquacaliente.net 
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From: Olivia Lopez <olivialopez@co.imperial.ca.us> 
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O @aguacaliente.net 

Cc: Jim Minnick <JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us>; Micha
el Abraham <MichaelAbraham @co.imperial.ca.us>; Dia
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Robinson <DianaRobinson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Luis Beja
rano <luisbejarano@co.imperial.ca.us>, Adriana Ceballos

 

<adrianaceballos@co.imperial.ca.us>; Aimee Trujillo
 <aimeetrujillo @co.imperial.ca.us>; Kamika Mitchell

 

<kamikamitchell@co.imperial.ca.us>; Kayla Henderson <k
aylahenderson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Olivia Lopez 

<olivialopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Valerie Grijalva <valerieg
rijalva @co.imperial.ca.us> 

Subject: AB 52 Letter - Linn Parking & Storage (CUP25-0015
/ 1S25-0033/MERG00165) 

This email was sent by a person from outside your organiza
tion. Please verify the authenticity of this email before taki

ng further 

action. 

Good afternoon, 

Please see attached AB52 letter for the Linn Parking &
 Storage Project (CUP25-0015/1S25-0033/ 

MERGO00165); APN 059-363-013. 

Should you have any questions, please feel free to Luis
 Bejarano at (442) 265-1736, or by email at 

LuisBejarano@co.imperial.ca.us 

Thank you, 
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Greetings, 

A records check of the Tribal Historic Preservation Office's
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/ 1S25-0033/MERG00165) 

This email was sent by a person from outside your organiza
tion. Please verify the authenticity of this email before taki

ng further 

action. 

Good afternoon, 

Please see attached AB52 letter for the Linn Parking &
 Storage Project (CUP25-0015/1S25-0033/ 

MERGO00165); APN 059-363-013. 

Should you have any questions, please feel free to Luis
 Bejarano at (442) 265-1736, or by email at 

LuisBejarano@co.imperial.ca.us 

Thank you, 
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RECEIVED 
Olivia Lopez == 

. . SEP 24 2025 
From: THPO Consulting <ACBCI-THPO@aguacaliente.net> 

Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2025 3:03 PM PERL COUNTY 

To: Olivia Lopez 7LAMRONG & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

Subject: RE: AB 52 Letter - Linn Parking & Storage (CUP25-001 5/1S25-0033/MERG00165) 

|CAUTION: This email originated outside our organization; pl
ease use caution. 

Greetings, 

A records check of the Tribal Historic Preservation Office's
 cultural registry revealed that this project 

is not located within the Tribe's Traditional Use Area. 
Therefore, we defer to the other tribes in the 

area. This letter shall conclude our consultation efforts. 

Thank you, 

Anthony Kline 
Cultural Resources Analyst 

akline@aquacaliente.net 

C: (760) 413-5836 | D: (760) 883-1139 

5401 Dinah Shore Drive, Palm Springs 

From: Olivia Lopez <olivialopez@co.imperial.ca.us> 

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 4:47 PM 

To: THPO Consulting <ACBCI-THPO @aguacaliente.net>; THP
O @aguacaliente.net 

Cc: Jim Minnick <JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us>; Micha
el Abraham <MichaelAbraham @co.imperial.ca.us>; Dia

na 

Robinson <DianaRobinson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Luis Beja
rano <luisbejarano@co.imperial.ca.us>, Adriana Ceballos

 

<adrianaceballos@co.imperial.ca.us>; Aimee Trujillo
 <aimeetrujillo @co.imperial.ca.us>; Kamika Mitchell

 

<kamikamitchell@co.imperial.ca.us>; Kayla Henderson <k
aylahenderson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Olivia Lopez 

<olivialopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Valerie Grijalva <valerieg
rijalva @co.imperial.ca.us> 

Subject: AB 52 Letter - Linn Parking & Storage (CUP25-0015
/ 1S25-0033/MERG00165) 

This email was sent by a person from outside your organiza
tion. Please verify the authenticity of this email before taki

ng further 
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Good afternoon, 
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 Storage Project (CUP25-0015/1S25-0033/ 
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Should you have any questions, please feel free to Luis
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LuisBejarano@co.imperial.ca.us 

Thank you, 
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150 SOUTH NINTH STREET 
TELEPHONE: (442) 265-1800 

FAX: (442) 265-1799 

EL CENTRO, CA 92243-2850 

ATR POLLUMON-CONTROL DISTRICT 

October 2, 2025 

Mr. Jim Minnick UL 62,2025 

SS Services Director 
IMIPERVAS. COUNTY 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
El Centro, CA 92243 

SUBJECT: Application far Condition Use Permit 19-0015 and Lot
 Merger 00165 

Dear Mr. Minnick: 

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (“Air District")
 would like to thank you for the opportunity 

to review the application for Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 25
-0015 and Lot Merger (MERG) 00165 that 

would allow the applicant Oscar Linn Parking & Storage to m
erge three (3) contiguous parcels for the 

purpose of expanding the current parking operations. The p
roject as proposed will handle approximately 

30 passenger vehicles and 60 trucks entering and exiting daily,
 with a capacity to park 60 passenger vehicles 

and 140 trucks and trailers of various sizes, along with the con
struction and operation of storage units. The 

project is located at 1624 Gateway Road in Calexico, also ident
ified as Assessor Parcel Numbers 059-363- 

013-00, 059-363-020-000 and 059-363-025-000. 

The following comments address the preparation of the Initial St
udy. Based on the proposed operations 

described in Exhibit B of the CUP, the Air District requests an Air 
Quality Analysis (AQA). As discussed in 

section 4.0 of the Air District's CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Ha
ndbook), all phases of development, both 

construction and operation as well as cumulative impacts, should be analyzed. Identifying levels of 

significance will fulfill the Checklist in Appendix G! of the Califor
nia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 

in section 4.0 of the Handbook. The Initial Study and AQA will 
be reviewed for accuracy and consistency 

with Air District rules and regulations and its Handbook. 

As for the proposed lot merger, the Air District has no comment. C
onditions for the CUP will be addressed 

once the Air District has reviewed the AQA and Initial Study. The
 Air District's regulations and CEQA Air 

Quality Handbook can be accessed via the internet at https://a
ncd.imperialcounty.org. Should you have 

questions, please call our office at (442) 265-1800. 

' associa tenet GrviCamental Professionals. (2025) California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Statute and Guidelines. 

itine//enmw.calilaen arg/docs/CEQA Handbook 2025combined pal. 

Application for CUP 25-0015 | IS 25-0033 | MERG 00165 
Page 1 of 1 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY / AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOY
ER 
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in section 4.0 of the Handbook. The Initial Study and AQA will 
be reviewed for accuracy and consistency 
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onditions for the CUP will be addressed 
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Quality Handbook can be accessed via the internet at https://a
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ATR POLLUMON-CONTROL DISTRICT 

October 2, 2025 

Mr. Jim Minnick UL 62,2025 

SS Services Director 
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TELEPHONE: (442) 265-1800 
PAX: (442) 265-1799 

Mr. Jim Minnick 
; —— Mae 19 2OLO 

Planning & Development Services Director 
i 

801 Main St. 
IMPERIAL COUNTY 

El Centra, CA 92243 PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

150 SOUTH NINTH STREET 
EL CENTRO, CA 92243-2850 

March 17, 2026 

SUBJECT: Air Quality & Greenhouse Gas Study for Cond
ition Use Permit 25-0015 

Dear Mr. Minnick: 

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (“Air
 District”) would like to thank you for the opportunity 

to review the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study 
associated with the application for Conditional Use 

Permit (CUP) 25-0015 and Lot Merger (MERG) 00165 
that would allow the applicant Oscar Linn Parking & 

Storage to merge three (3) contiguous parcels for the p
urpose of expanding the current parking operations. 

The project as proposed will handle approximately 30 pa
ssenger vehicles and 60 trucks entering and exiting 

daily, with a capacity to park 60 passenger vehicles an
d 140 trucks and trailers of various sizes, along with 

the construction and operation of storage units. The 
project is located at 1624 Gateway Road in Calexico, 

also identified as Assessor Parcel Numbers 059-363-01
3-00, 059-363-020-000 and 059-363-025-000. 

In its initial review of the project (10/2/2025), t
he Air District requested an Air Quality Analysis

 (AQA) to 

identify air quality impacts associated with the project
 and evaluate if mitigation is required for the project 

to meet the criteria identified in Appendix G of
 the California Environmental Air Quality Act (CE

QA) as 

discussed in the AQA. 

The first criterion is to determine if a proposed project w
ill conflict with or obstruct implementation of an 

applicable air quality plan. Mobile source emissions m
ake up a large portion of operational air emissions 

created by this type of development project and as suc
h have the potential to conflict with an air quality 

plan. The AQA claims the project would be less than signi
ficant and therefore not conflict with an applicable 

air quality plan. However, the AQA estimates 15 truck/trai
lers would access the site daily while the California 

Emissions Estimator Madel (CalEEMod) modeled 14 trip
s per day. There was no indication if these numbers 

rips. The CUP application estimates the completed pr
oject will handle 

approximately 30 passenger vehicles and 60 trucks ente
ring and exiting the site daily. Assuming 180 round 

trips (30 passenger vehicles and 60 trucks entering a
nd exiting daily), the Air District's modeling found 

operational emissions below the Tier 1 threshold of Tab
le 1 in the District's CEQA Air Quality Handbook 

(Handbook). Based on these results, the project would not conf
lict with the 2017 State Implementation 

Plan for the 2008 8-hour Ozone Standard (2017 SIP). An
other pollutant of concern for aperations is PM 2.5. 

Table 2 footnote of the AQA misidentifies the project a
s being outside the Imperial County PM2.5 non- 

attainment area. The project lies just inside the non-atta
inment area. However, based on its modeling the 

Air District found no findings of significance to the 201
8 PM2.5 SIP Transportation Conformity Budget for 

PMz2.5 emissions. 

represented one-way or round t 
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For the second criterion, an increase in the number of vehicle trips during the operational lifetime of the 

project could potentially pose a cumulatively significant net increase of emissions. Therefore, the Air District 

requests that any future increase in vehicle traffic to project operations above that identified in the CUP 

application be submitted to the Air District for review and evaluation of air quality impacts. 

As for the remaining two criteria, based on its review of the project in its current form, the Air District does 

not find the project will expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations or result in other 

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

The Air District finds that the project can maintain a “less than significant" finding for both operational and 

construction related emissions provided the following are made conditions in the CUP: 

e = The project will adhere to Regulation VI at all times. 

e A Construction Dust Control Plan (CDCP) must be submitted to the Air District for review. No 

construction can commence until] the CDCP has been finalized by the Air District. 

« A Construction Notice must be filed with the Air District no less than 10 days prior to the start of 

earthmoving. 

¢ All Standard Mitigation Measures for Fugitive PM10 Control and Standard Mitigation Measures for 

Construction Combustion Equipment and Enhanced Mitigation Measures for Construction 

Equipment (using identical language for each mitigation as found in section 7.1 of the Handbook) 

must be adhered to. 

The Air District requests a draft copy of the CUP for review prior to recording. 

Air District rules and regulations and forms, along with our California Environmental Quality Act Handbook, 

can be found on our website at httos://apcd.imperialcounty.org by accessing the Planning drop-down 

menu. The Air District can be contacted at (442) 265-1800. 

Sincerely, 
iy Md 

Lt Odor 
Curtis Blondell 
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OPERATIONS/ PREVENTION 
2514 La Brucherie Road 

Imperial, CA 92251 

ADMINISTRATION / TRAINING 
1078 Dogwood Road 
Heber, CA 92249 

Operations 
Phone; (442) 265-3000 
Fax: (760) 355-1482 

Administration 

Phone: (442) 265-6000 
Fax: (760) 482-2427 

Prevention 

Phone: (442) 265-3020 

RECEIVED 

Training 

Phorie: (442) 265-6011 

October 3, 2025 

RE: Condition Use Permit 25-0015, MERG00165 UL; 3,20% 

Oscar Linn 

1624 Gateway Rd, Calexico CA 92232 IMPERIAL COUNTY 
PLANNING & DEVEL OPMENT SERVICES 

Imperial County Fire Department would like to thank you for the opportunity
 to review and 

comment on CUP 25-0015 and MERG00165 for Oscar Linn for the expansio
n and operation ofa 

parking and storage facility including mini-storage units. 

Imperial County Fire Department has the following comments and/or requirements. 

e Anapproved water supply capable of supplying the required fire flow 

determined by the fire code official, appendix B in the California Fire Code 

shall be installed and maintained. Private fire service mains and appurtenance 

shall be installed in accordance with NFPA 24. 

© Onsite fire hydrants where required by California Fire Code shall be installed. 

Private fire service mains and appurtenance shall be installed in accordance 

with NFPA 24 and approved by Imperial County Fire Department. 

e Fire department access roads shall be at least 20 feet wide and all-weather 

surface capable of supporting fire apparatus. Fire department access roads will 

be provided with approved turn around approved by Imperial County Fire 

Department. Gates will be in accordance with the current adapted fire code 

and the facility will maintain a Knox Box/lock for access on site. 

e Secondary access shall be required and shall be kept clear of vehicle 

congestion and other factors that could limit access. 

e A Hazardous Waste Material Plan (HWMP) shall be submitted to Certified 

Unified Program Agency (CUPA) for their review and approval. All spills 

shall be documented and reported to Imperial County Fire Department and 

CUPA as required by the Hazardous Waste Material Plan. 

© Hazardous Material Management Plan (HMMP) shall be required for all 

hazardous materials on site. 

e All storage and handling of flammable and combustible liquids shall be in
 

accordance with the California Fire Code and all federal, state, and local 

regulations, codes, and ordinances. 

e Combustible waste material creating a fire hazard shall not be allowed to
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Prevention Training 
Phone: (442) 265-3020 Phone: (442) 265-6011 

The project shall be in compliance at all times with requirements in the California Fire Code and 

local ordinances and requirements. Imperial County Fire Department shall conduct annual fire 

and life safety inspections 

Imperial County Fire Department reserves the right to comment and request additional 

requirements pertaining to this project regarding fire and life safety measures, California 

Building and Fire Code, and National Fire Protection Association standards at a later time as we 

see necessary. 

If you have any questions, please contact the Imperial County Fire Prevention Division at 442- 

265-3020 or 442-265-3021. 

Sincerely 
Andrew Loper Anclaw Leper 
Deputy Fire Marshal 
Imperial County Fire Department 
Fire Prevention Division 

CC 

David Lanzter 

Fire Chief 
Imperial County Fire Department 
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\ 4 Acentury of service. 
Since 1911 

Friday, October 3, 2025 RECEIVED 

BLT 3G, 2025 
Luis Bejarano . —_ 

(MPER Ac COUNTY 
Planner | 
Planning and Development Services 
801 Main Street. 
El Centro, CA 92243 

PLANNING & DEVET NOMENT SERVICES 

SUBJECT: Oscar Linn/ CUP25-0015 (APN:059-363-013-000, 059-363-020-000, 059- 

363-025-000) 

Dear Luis Bejarano: 

On Thursday, September 18, 2025, the Imperial Irrigation District received a request 

from the Imperial County Planning and Development Services for agency review 

regarding the Oscar Linn/ CUP25-0015 located at 41624 Gateway Rd, Calexico, CA 

92232. The Applicant has submitted requests for Conditional Use Permit #25-0015 and 

Lot Merger #00165 to continue and expand the operation of a parking and storage 

facility, including mini-storage units designed to receive packages and boxes on behalf 

of customers from delivery parcel companies. Upon merger, the project site will cover 

approximately 7.1 acres, comprising contiguous parcels identified by Assessor's Parcel 

Numbers 059-363-013-000, 059-363-020-000, and 059-363-025-000. Access will 

remain via Gateway Road. This development is intended to accommodate the growing 

operational demands of Linn Parking & Storage by increasing parking capacity for 

commercial vehicles, including long-haul trucks and trailers. The facility is projected to 

handle around 30 passenger vehicles and 60 trucks entering and exiting daily, with 

capacity to park up to 60 passenger vehicles and 140 trucks and trailers of various 

sizes. Operations will run continuously, 24/7, with a staff of approximately eight 

employees. This expansion is anticipated to improve traffic circulation, reduce 

congestion within the existing lot, and enhance overall site safety and functionality for 

both drivers and personnel. 

IID has reviewed the project information and has the following comments: 

1. The project proponent will be required to provide and bear all costs associated 

with acquisition of land, rights of way, easements, and infrastructure relocations 

and realignments deemed necessary to accommodate the project. Any street or 

road improvements imposed by the local governing authority shall also be at the 

project proponent cost. 

IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT 

GENERAL COUNSEL'S OFFICE - 333E BARIONIBLVD - PO.BOX937 + IMPERIAL, CA 92251 

TELEPHONE (760) 339-9564 + FAX (760) 339-9062 
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2. Public utility easements over all private and public roads and additional ten (10) 

feet in width on both side of the private and public roads shall be dedicated to IID 

for the construction, operation, and maintenance of its electrical infrastructure. 

3. Any new, relocated, modified or reconstructed {ID facilities required for and by 

the project (which may include but is not limited to the dedication of real property 

for the purpose of siting an electrical utility substations to support the project, the 

cost of acquisition and dedication of rights of way and/or easements for the 

construction of electrical transmission and/or distribution lines and ancillary 

facilities associated with the conveyance of energy service) are to be included as 

part of the project's CEQA and/or NEPA documentation, environmental impact 

analysis and mitigation. 

4. The applicant will be required to provide rights of ways and easements for any 

proposed power line extensions and/or any other infrastructure needed to serve 

the project. In addition, the necessary access to allow for continued operation 

and maintenance of any IID facilities located on adjoining properties where no 

public access exists. 

5. Substations and switchyards shall be located on property that will transferred to 

IID in fee simple ownership with legal access. 

6. If and when the customer is contemplating electrical service upgrade, please 

contact the areas service planner Mr. Gabriel Ramirez at 760-339-9257 or email 

at GRamirez@IID.com. Customer is required to apply with IID for electrical 

service to the project. In addition to submitting a formal application (available for 

download at hitp://www.iid.com/home/showdocument?id=1 2923 ), the applicant 

will be required to submit an AutoCAD file of the site plan, approved electrical 

plans, electrical panel size and panel location, operating voltage, electrical loads, 

project schedule, and applicable fees, permits, easements and environmental 

compliance documentation pertaining to the provision of electrical service to the 

project. The applicant shall be responsible for ail costs and mitigation measures 

related to providing electrical service to the project. 

7. Electrical capacity is limited in the project area. A circuit study may be required. 

Any system improvements or mitigation identified in the circuit study to enable 

the provision of electrical service to the project shall be the financial responsibility 

of the applicant. 

8. Applicant shall provide a surveyed legal description and associated exhibit 

certified by a licensed surveyor for ail rights of way deemed by IID as necessary 

to accommodate the project electrical infrastructure. Rights-of-Way and 

easements shall be in a form acceptable to and at no cost to IID for installation, 

operation, and maintenance of all electrical facilities. 
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of the applicant. 

8. Applicant shall provide a surveyed legal description and associated exhibit 

certified by a licensed surveyor for ail rights of way deemed by IID as necessary 

to accommodate the project electrical infrastructure. Rights-of-Way and 

easements shall be in a form acceptable to and at no cost to IID for installation, 

operation, and maintenance of all electrical facilities. 
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9. On page 2 under description of proposed sewer Exhibit D and proposed water 

system Exhibit E, Imperial Irrigation District should not be listed. Imperial County 

provides sewer and potable water to all sites within the Gateway to the Americ
as 

Specific Planning Area. 

10. There are no Water Department facilities on APNs 059-363-013-000, 059-3
63- 

020-000, and 059-363-025-000. These parcels are located within the Gateway 

to the Americas Specific Planning area. 

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact IID at 

iidenviornmental@iid.com. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this matter. 

Respectfully, 

ty ff \ 

. ll Cy a 

Geoff Holbrook 

General Counsel 

Cc: Matthew H Smelser — Manager, Power Dept. 

Mike Pacheco — Manager, Water Dept. 

Tina Shields — Manager, Water Dept 

Paul Rodriguez — Deputy Mgr. Power Dept. Power Dept. 

Guillermo Barraza — Mgr. of Distribution Srvcs. & Maint. Oprtns., Power Dept. 

Laura Cervantes — Supervisor, Real Estate 

Jessica Humes — Supervisor, Environmental Compliance Water 

Vickie Doyle — Engineer Assistant 
Ismael Gomez— Manager Water Dept. 
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Ne + “ Public Works works for the Public 
L1eQR™ 

COUNTY OF October 16, 2025 

IMPERIAL 

piv Van lelame Mr. Jim Minnick, Director 

PUBLIC WORKS Planning & Development Services Department 

(CR RS ree ee 
= ‘h my a i hoe 4 

Doon C8 ten BU fees Bee 

155 §. 11th Steet 801 Main Street 
gut Pye 

92243 
lWPEHIAL COUNTY 

Attention: David Black. Planner IV PLANNING & QFVE)ODHENT SERVICES 

Tel: (442) 265-1838 

! Fax: (442) 265.1858 

Fallow Us: SUBJECT: CUP 25-0015 / IS 25-0033 Oscar Linn. 

Located at 1624 Gateway Road, Calexico, CA 92232.
 

f APN’s 059-363-013, 020 & 025. 

Rae ecccueeuie Dear Mr. Minnick: 
PimpenalCounty DPW 

wv 
+ blpsy/qwitter, coms 

‘CoontyDpw: 
boxes on behalf of customers from delivery parcel companies. 

U 

cover approximately 7.1 acres, © 

"capacity for commercial vehicles, including long-haul truck 

projected to handle around 30 passenger vehicles and 6
0 trucks 

capacity to park up to 60 passenger vehicles and 140 trucks 

This letter is in response to your submittal received 
by this department on September 18", 2025. 

for the above-mentioned project. The applicant propo
ses to continue and expand the operation of 

a parking and storage facility, including mini-storag
e units designed to receive packages and 

pon merger, the project site will 

omprising contiguous parcels identified by APN
s 059-363-013, 

} 020 and 025. Access remains via Gateway Road. Thi
s development is intended to accommodate 

| the growing the growing operational demands of L
inn Parking & Storage by increasing parking 

s and trailers. The facility is 

entering and exiting daily, with 

and trailers for various sizes. 

Operations will run continuously, 24/7, with a sta
ff of approximately eight employees. This 

expansion is anticipated to improve tra 

and enhance overall site safety and functionality for bot
h drivers 

ffic circulation, reduce congestion within the exi
sting lot, 

and personnel. 

Department staff have reviewed the package in
formation, and all the following comments sha

ll 

be Conditions of Approval as described: 

1. The Applicant shall furnish a Drainage and Grad
ing Plan/Study to provide for 

property grading and drainage control, which shall a
lso include prevention of 

sedimentation of damage to off-site properties. T
he Studv/Plan shall be submitted to 

the Department of Public Works for review and appr
oval. Employment of the 

appropriate Best Management Practices (BMP's) s
hould be included. Said plan shall 

be completed per the Engineering Design Guidelines
 

State’s MS4 guidelines. 

An Equal Oppartunity / AR rmative Action Employer
 

Manual and comply with the 
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On-site detention basins are to be incorporated as a landscape feature, often in the 

front yard area of a parcel, and should have a natural appearance using aggreg
ate 

rock and drought-iolerant vegetation. 

Any activity and/or work within Imperial County Right-of-Way shall be complete
d 

under a permit issued by this Department (encroachment permit) as per Chapter 

12.12 - Excavations on or Near a Public Road of the Imperial County Ordinance
. 

Encroachment Permit will be required for driveways, temporary traffic control 

devices, and any activities within County of Imperial Right-of-Way. 

The proposed project within the Gateway SPA must comply with the County of 

Imperial Codified Ordinances Chapter 13.17, which concerns the Benefit 

Assessment Fee for Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan Area Public 

Improvements. These fees must be provided prior to the issuance of any building and 

grading permits, 

The applicant shall submit trip generation calculations related to the prop
osed project 

prior to the issuance of Building or Grading Permits. The project generation trips
 

shall be calculated by a California-registered traffic engineer. 

The applicant shall pay Water and Sewer Fees, Benefit Impact Fees, and Traffic 

Mitigation Fees per the 2024/2025 Gateway Specific Plan- County Serv
ice Area Fee 

Schedule. Such fees shall be paid to this Department prior to the issuance of Buil
ding 

or Grading Permits. 

The applicant must be responsible for any applicable mitigation measures 
listed on 

the Gateway Specific Plan 

INFORMATIVE 

NPDES Permit: The project may require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimina
tion 

System (NPDES) permit and Notice of Intent (NOI) from the Regional Water 

Quality Control Board (RWQCB) prior to county approval of the on-site gradin
g 

plan. 

Requirements for the Gi (Gateway industrial) landscaping shal 

according to Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan: 

A minimum of ten percent (10%) of the total developed lot area shall be landsca
ped. 

This is in addition to any other required open space areas. 

All landscaping shall be permanently maintained in a neat and clean condition. 

off-street parking areas with five or more spaces: 5% of the parking area mus
t be 

landscaped. This landscaping should be evenly distributed throughout the par
king 

area and include an appropriate number of trees. 

Other provisions stated in the Gateway of the Americas Specific Plan 
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Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate
 to contact this office. Thank you for the 

opportunity to review and comment on this project. 

Respectfully, 

Join A. Gay, PE 

Director of Public Works 

By: | | \ 
ak ‘ 3 

Veronica Atondo, PE. PLS 

Deputy Director of Public Works - Engineering 
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WW) El Centro, CA 92243 

) This letter is in response to your submittal pac 

continue and expand the operation of a parking a
nd storage fac 

Public Works works for the Public 

October 22, 2025 

Mr. Jim Minnick, Director 

} Planning & Development Services Department 

801 Main Street 

Attention: Luis Bejarano, Planner | 

SUBJECT: LM 165 -- Oscar Linn; 

Located on 1624 Gateway Rd, Calexico. C
A 92232 

APN’s 059-363-013, 020 & 025.. 

Dear Mr. Minnick: 

kage received by this department on Se
ptember 

s a comprehensive lot merger to 

ility. Upon merger, the project 

arcels identified by APNs 059- 
18, 2025 for the above mentioned project. The a

pplicant propose 

site will cover approximately 7.1 acres, compr
ising contiguous p 

363013, 020 and 025. 

Department staff has reviewed the package i
nformation and the following shall be conditi

ons as 

described: 
1. The legal description and plat shall be prepared 

by a California Licensed Land Surveyor 

and submitted to the Imperial County Department
 of Public Works for review and 

approval. The Engineer must be licensed in 
the category required by the California 

Business & Profession Code and shall be aut
horized to practice land surveying. 

2. The lot merger shall be reflected in a deed,
 which shall be recorded. 

3. One of the lots intended to be merged is enc
umbered by a deed of trust to secure a debi. 

Prior to issuance of a notice of merger, the Ap
plicant shall cause said encumbrance to be 

removed, or cause the terms of the deed of tr
ust to be modified so as to burden the 

entirety of the merged lots collectively. 

Should you have any questions, please do n
ot hesitate to contact this office. Thank you

 for the 

opportunity to review and comment on this projec
t. 

Respectfully, 

John A. Gay, PE 
Director of Public Works 

By: 

Veronica Atondo, PE. PLS 

Deputy Director of Public Works - Engineering 

An Equal Opportunily / Alfirmnative Acticn Employer
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gerricoy. Office of the Agricultural Commissioner 
g 
= 8 iN Sealer of Weights and Measures 

= 852 Broadway, El Centro CA 92243 
Oo ee Jolene Dessert Rachel Garewal 

Fy FO ae 
Commissioner / Sealer Asst. Commissioner / Sealer 

March 15, 2025 

WPERIAY COLNTY 

To Landscapers, Nurseries, Retailers, Homeowners, and Planning Departments: PL Tiicaneenane SERVICES 

This letter is to remind you of the legal requirements you must follow for transp
orting plants and plant 

materials into Imperial County. There are numerous quarantines in place ta safe
guard landscape plants, 

the agricultural industry of Imperial County, and the whole of California from exo
tic pests and diseases. 

Please see the attached “Summary of Shipment Requirements and Quarantines,”
 for information on 

quarantines that most commonly affect Imperial County. 

All plants coming into Imperial County are required by law to be held for inspe
ction by the 

Agricultural Commissioner prior to planting or being made available for sale. This app
lies to plants 

brought in by any party, including commercial businesses and homeowners. It is ve
ry important that our 

office is notified immediately upon arrival of any plant shipment. You must not com
mingle incoming 

shipments with other plants until after they are inspected and released by our office.
 

Call our office as early as possible to schedule an inspection. Inspectors are usual
ly available Monday 

through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. If you intend to bring a shipment in on a
 weekend or County 

holiday, please call ahead to see if an inspector will be available. 

if you have any questions or concerns, our office is here to help. Please call us at (442)
 265-1500. 

Sincerely, 

Nelson Perez 

Deputy Agricultural Commissioner 

Pest Detection and Eradication 

(442) 265-1500 | fax (760) 353-9420 | agcom@co.imperial.ca.us | agcom.imperialcounty.org 
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Office of the Agricultural Commissioner 
Sealer of Weights and Measures 
852 Broadway, El Centro CA 92243 a : Page 2 of 2 

Summary of Shipment Requirements and Quarantines 

e  Allnursery stock must be accompanied by valid proof of ownership. 

* Nursery stock shipments may be released by phone at the discretion of the Agricultural Commissioner. 

« Landscapers and other entities that have a growing ground or holding yard where nursery stock is held prior 

to delivery to the planting site must be licensed as a nursery. 

Pierce’s Disease and the Glassy-winged Sharpshooter 

The Pierce’s Disease Control Program (PDCP) exists in California to prevent the artificial movement and spread of 

the glassy-winged sharpshooter (GWSS), a vector of Pierce’s Disease. Pierce’s Disease is caused by the bacterium 

Xylella fastidiosa. It is deadly to many plant species, and its vector, GWSS, has an extensive list of hosts including 

many agricultural crops and landscape plants. Imperial County is the only Southern California County not infested 

with GWSS. 

It is unlawful to bring plants into Imperial County from inside the GWSS-infested area; however, nurseries located 

within the infested area may do so under a compliance agreement from their county's Agricultural Commissioner. 

It is lawful to bring plants in from a nursery within the infested area so long as they meet the terms of their 

compliance agreement. These terms include (but are not limited to): 

e Notify the Imperial County Agricultural Commissioner (CAC) at least 24 hours prior to shipment. 

e Shipment paperwork is stamped with a GWSS compliance agreement number. 

© Shipment is accompanied by a “Blue Tag” shipping permit stating “Warning — Hold for Inspection”. 

e Shipment is accompanied by a valid Certificate of Quarantine Compliance (CQC), if applicable. 

For additional information regarding the PDCP or GWSS, please visit https://www.cdfa.ca.gov/pdcp/. 

Other Plants with Quarantine Restrictions 

e All citrus species from other California counties and other states. 

e All palms of the Phoenix genus, including Pygmy Date Palms (P. roebelenii), except when originating 

from certain areas of Riverside County. 

° Nursery stock originating in Florida (specifically Burrowing and Reniform Nematode [3 CCR § 3271] and 

Imported Fire Ant [7 CFR § 301.81)). 

e Nursery stock originating in Arizona (specifically Ozonium Root Rot [3 CCR § 3261]). 

e All lettuce plants are prohibited unless tested for Lettuce Mosaic Virus. 

¢  Allplants shipped from Imperial County must be certified free from Ozonium Root Rot by the CAC. 

Penalties for Failure to Comply with Requirements (California Food and Agricultural Code 

[FAC}} 
Any violation of quarantine requirements is an infraction punishable by a fine of one thousand dollars ($1,000) for 

the first offense. Second and subsequent offenses within three years are punishable as misdemeanors. 

(FAC § 5309) 

in addition to any other penalties, any person violating quarantine requirements may be liable civilly in an amount 

not exceeding ten thousand dollars ($10,000) for each violation. (FAC § 5310) 

In lieu of civil action, the Agricultural Commissioner (CAC) may levy a civil penalty of up to two thousand five 

hundred dollars ($2,500) for each violation. (FAC § 5311) 

Anyone who negligently or intentionally violates any state or federal law or regulation by importing any plant or 

other article infested by pest or disease and causes an infestation or causes the spread of an existing infestation 

beyond quarantine boundaries is liable civilly up to twenty-five thousand dollars ($25,000) for each act that 

constitutes a violation. (FAC § 5028) 
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5-18-2026 

ANN \ FOWie: 

Bari Bean 
Assistant County Executive Officer 
County Executive Office 
940 West Main Street, Suite 208 

El Centro, CA. 92243 

David Dale 
Director of Public Works 
imperial County Department of Public Works 
155 South 11th Street 
El Centro, CA. 92243 

Jim Minnick 
Planning & Development Service Director 
imperial County Planning & Development Services 
801 Main Street 
El Centro, CA. 92243 

RE: Rice Gateway Tract 942, EEC Assessment #25-0033, Applicant Oscar Linn requesting CUP 

#25-0015 & Lot Merger #00165 expansion of 3 APN's 059-363-013-000, 059-363-020-000 

& 059-363-025-000 for a combined total of 7.1 acres. 

RE: Menvielle Road Median Improvement Reimbursement 50% Fair-Share $241,491.20 (2-25-26). 

Hello Bari, David & Jim: 

There has been much discussion within the County about Mike Vogt being reimbursed for his 

cost of improving Rice's Tract 942 1/2 median in Menvielle Road from Maggio Road to Gateway 

Road. The reason for this letter is a Public Notice printed in the Imperial Valley Press 5-16-2026 

about Oscar Linn a Gateway landowner on the Rice Tract 942 is applying fora CUP #25-0015 

& Lot Merger #00165 to be heard before the Imperial County Environmental Evaluation Committee 

on 5-28-2026 Board of Supervisors Chambers at 1:30pm. (See Attachment #1 Public Notice). 

On 10-24-2024 Mr. Vogt wrote a letter to John Gay & Jim Minnick asking for his 50% fair-share of 

improvements his Company, Calexico Gateway Center, LLC made to the full median in Menvielle 

Road, Mr Oscar Rafael Linn was also copied on this letter which states Mr Vogt's understanding 

from the County is "the county will not approve any actions on the Rice Gateway subdivision 
parcels including development and building permits of any kind until such time that CGC is reimb- 

ursed in full". (See Attachment #2 Vogt 10-24-2024 letter). 

The Rice's, Imperial County Board of Supervisors & Administrative Staff have all received requests 
from Mr. Vogt for his 50% fair-share reimbursement of improvements to Rice's Tract 942 1/2 median 
in Menvielle Road. (See Attachment #3 CGC Invoice #004R 2-4-2026). 
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On 4-6-2026 Mr. Vogt met at the County Administrative Building with Bari Bean
 & David Dale at 3pm 

to discuss the Menvielle Road median reimbursement issue. At this meeting Mr. 
Vogt presented David 

Dale with a 4-2-2026 letter written by Timothy B. Jones, former Imperial County Public Wo
rks Director. 

In the letter Mr. Jones explains how & why he wrote the 2-15-2006 Menviell
e Road Report while he 

was still the Imperial County Public Works Director. The letter explains who the
 landowners are that 

are responsible for the full 4 lanes of Menvielle Road including the median. (S
ee Attachment #4 Gate- 

way to the Americas-Menvielle Road). 

On 4-7-2026 Mr. Vogt emailed Bari Bean. David Dale & Jim Minnick a
sking for his 50% fair-share of 

his cost of improvements to Rice's Tract 942 1/2 median in Menvielle Road. Mr
. Vogt "Again, | am 

asking Impérial County to reimburse my Company the 50% fair share a
nd collect from the adjoining 

landowners when they seek permission to improve their lots. Until th
is issue is resoived, | trust that 

no approvals or permits will be issued by Imperial County on any parcel
 in the Rice tract map”. (See 

Attachment #5 Vogt 4-7-2026 email to Bean, Dale & Minnick). 

| am including as attachment #6 a list of landowners & their APN's on Rice’s Tract 942 which totals 

60.61 acres of which Oscar Rafael Linn has 7.1 acres or 11.71% of th
e Rice Tract 942 land owner- 

ship. (See Attachment #6 Rice Tract 942 landowners). 

| trust Imperial County will do the correct thing & not process Oscar Linn's
 CUP #25-001 5 & Lot 

Merger #00165 on 5-28-2026 until Mr. Vogt's Calexico Gateway Center
, LLC is made whole on 

his 50% fair share reimbursement for his 1/2 Rice Tract 942 median impr
ovement in Menvielle 

Jofin Pierre Menvielle 

Gateway Landowner Tract 940 North. 

Sinceraly, 

cc: Mike Vogt 
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Dikadh menk & LE 

PUBLIC NOTICE 5-|B-2o26 

Pursuant to the requirements of the CALIF
ORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

(CEQA) and the County's 

“RULES AND REGULATIONS TO IMPL
EMENT CEQA” the Imperial County Environmental Evaluation 

Committee will meet on May 28, 2026 at 1
:30 p.m. in the Board of Supervisors Chamb

ers, 940 Main Street, El 

Centro, to review the below-mentioned pro
jects: 

Assessment #25-0033: The Applicant, O
scar Linn, has submitted requests for Con

ditional Use Permit #25- 

0015 and Lot Merger #00165 to continue 
and expand the operation of a parking and

 storage facility, including 

mini-storage units designed to receive p
ackages and boxes on behalf of custome

rs from delivery parcel 

companies. Said expansion would replace
 the currently permitted operation under Con

ditional Use Permit #13- 

0005. Upon merger, the project site will cov
er approximately 7.1 acres, comprising cont

iguous parcels identified 

by Assessor's Parcel Numbers 059-363-01
3-000, 059-363-020-000, and 059-363-025

-000. Access will remain 

via Gateway Road. This development is i
ntended to accommodate the growing oper

ational demands of Linn 

Parking & Storage by increasing parking ca
pacity for commercial vehicles, including to

ng-haul trucks and trailers. 

The facility is projected to handle around 
30 passenger vehicles and 60 trucks enter

ing and exiting daity, with 

capacity to park up to 60 passenger vehi
cles and 140 trucks and trailers of variou

s sizes. Operations will run 

continuously, 24/7, with a staff of approxim
ately eight employees. This expansion is 

anticipated to improve traffic 

circulation, reduce congestion within the 
existing lot, and enhance overall site safe

ty and functionality for both 

drivers and personnel. The location of 
the proposed project is 1624 Gateway R

d, Calexico, CA, and further 

described as POR LOT A LLA#283 ALS
O BEING LOT 4 OF TRACT 942 GATEW

AY TO THE AMERICA SUB 

NO2 UNIT2 4.00AC, POR LOT A OF LLA
#283 ALSO BEING POR REM. PARA G

ATEWAY TO THE AMERICA 

SUB 2 UN 3 & LOT 4 GATEWAY TO TH
E AMERICA SUB 2 UN 4 ALSO BEING 

POR LOT B LLA#283, located 

in the unincorporated Imperial County; S
tate of California (Supervisory District #5)

, [Luis Bejarano, Planner Il at 

442-265-1736, or via email at luisbeiaran
o@co.imperial.ca.us). 

Jim Minnick, Chairman 

Environmental Evaluation Committe
e 

Si usted requiere esta informacién 
en espanol, favor de llamar al (442)

 265-1736. 

LBIKHIS:\ClericallAGENDASI2026\EEC\05 28 26 E
EC Agenda.docx 
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tate of California (Supervisory District #5)

, [Luis Bejarano, Planner Il at 

442-265-1736, or via email at luisbeiaran
o@co.imperial.ca.us). 

Jim Minnick, Chairman 

Environmental Evaluation Committe
e 

Si usted requiere esta informacién 
en espanol, favor de llamar al (442)

 265-1736. 
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IRE DEVELOPMENT Dlbachmud KO 
A Division of IRE Enterprises, Inc. 

. 

Commercial Properties ee 1S -Lo lb 

October 24, 2024 

John Gay 
Director of Public Works 

Imperial County Department of Public Works 

155 South 11" Street 
El Centro, CA 92243 

Jim Minnick 
Planning & Development Services Director 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services 

801 Main Street 
El Centro, CA 92243 

RE: Menvielle Median Improvement Reimbursements 

Gentlemen: 

As you are aware, Calexico Gateway Center LLC (“CGC”) has completed t
he two east lanes of 

Menvielle Road between Maggio Road and Gateway Road. Those impr
ovements also included a 

landscaped median as required by the Gateway of the Americas Specific
 Plan Area (“SPA”). The 

entire cost of the full median was fronted by my company, CGC, the owner o
f the subdivision 

fronting the east side of Menvielle Road from Maggio Road to Gateway R
oad. A fifty percent 

(50%) reimbursement of those improvements is due to my company from 
the Rice family and 

others who own parcels in the Rice Gateway subdivision, which fronts the
 west side of 

Menvielle Road. 

On July 25, 2024, an invoice and back up documents were sent to th
e Rice family for these 

median improvements-in accordance with several documents that call fo
r a fair share 

reimbursement of public improvements equally benefiting adjacent o
wners in the SPA. Despite 

numerous e-mails, telephone conversations, and an in-person meeting, the
 Rice’s have taken the 

position that they do notowe CGC half of the improvements benefiting th
eir adjacent 

subdivision. Accordingly, we are asking for Imperial County to take action
 to resolve this matter 

as quickly as possible. In the meantime, it is our understanding from conver
sations that I have 

had with both of you, that the county will not approve any actions on 
the Rice Gateway 

subdivision parcels including development and building permits of any ki
nd until such time that 

CGC is reimbursed in full. Also, as CGC moves forward to develop the n
orth half of the 

subdivision, it will construct the two east lanes of Menvielle Road
 between Gateway Road and 

Highway 98. This will also include a landscaped median which CGC exp
ects to be reimbursed 

by the Rice’s et al. on the same 50% basis. 

2432 Fenton St. Suite 100, Chula Vista, CA 91914 | Phone: (619) 661-6681 | www. iredevelopment.com 
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As you are both keenly aware, Menvielle Road has become the most traveled road at the 

Gateway. The ADTs on Menvielle Road even exceed those of Highway 7 in the SPA. T
his 

irhportant thoroughfare must be completed from Highway 98 to Carr Road.. CGC intends to
 do 

its part; however, it is imperative that the landowners on the west side also take
 action to fully 

improve their half of Menvielle Road. The two west lanes, which were constructed w
ithout the 

final lift of asphalt, have deteriorated beyond repair after more than two decades of use.
 Those 

lanes must now be reconstructed/rebuilt. : 

In my opinion, this situation has risen to a crisis level that must be addressed by the county 

immediately, as the liability risk to the public is extreme. 

I would like to call for a special meeting on what steps the county and its agencie
s are taking to 

address this urgent matter. 

Sincerely 
IRE DEVELOPMENT wt 

DY 
Michael A. Vogt 
President 

ee: Jesus Eduardo Escobar, Board of Supervisor — District 1 

Luis A. Plancarte, Board of Supervisor — District 2 

Michael W. Kelley, Board of Supervisor — District 3 

Ryan E. Kelley, Board of Supervisor — District 4 

John Hawk, Board of Supervisor — District 5 

Miguel Figueroa 
Naomi C. Robles 
Mitchell Driskill, Esq. 
Eric R. Havens, Esq. 
Steven Wellington, Esq. 

Eric & Frances Rice 

Sandhu Kamalpreet Kaur et al. 
Hector Campos & Guadalupe 8S. 

Ismael Reyes 
Rosalio Beltran et al. 
Oscar Rafael Linn 

Quality Equipment International LLC 

Intercam Financial Services Inc. 
Border Properties LLC 
Los Cuates Produce et al. 
Chinh Do 
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|, INVOICE: 004R 
5-8 wlb DATE: 7/25/2024 

UPDATED: 2/4/2026 

Calexico Gateway Center LLC 
2432 Fenton Street, Suite 100 

Chula Vista, CA 91914 

FEIN: 87-3469101 

Bill To: 

lroperial County Pepartment Of Public Works 

Eric & Frances Rice 

455 S. 11th Street 

El. Centro, CA 92243, 

Median @ Menvielle Road - Improvements Reimbursement 

- A&R Construction — a — 7 06,096.97 

Tom Watson (Landscape — Pedestal) —_ i) _ “Faeroe 

: Alvizia Corporation (Landscaping) $ | 53,893.00 

I ‘mpaital — Public Works (Permit Fees) 7 $ 621.57 

I GroundLeve Landscape Architecture a forma 

Subtotal OO $181,288.36 

Engineering / Overhead / Admin (15%) 7 $ 27,1 msi 

[ Interest: from 7/25/2024 to 6/25/2025 @ 10% $ 19,1 nt 

Interest: from 6/26/2025 to 12/25/2025 @ 10% $ 10,424.08 

| interest from 12/26/2025 to 2/25/2026 @ 10% $ Bae 

ae 

Payment Terms: Due Upon Receipt 

Please make check payable to Calexico Gateway Center LLC. Thank you! 
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= P.O, Box 2216 El Cento, CA 92244 Adachi went 4 
799 E.. Heil Ave,, El Centro, CA 92243. _ 

Office Telephone (760) 353-2684 
S-[8-22¢ 

° * 

Precision 
— ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, INC — 

Michael A. Vogt, President 
April 2, 2026 

IRE Development 

2432 Fenton Street Suite 100 

Chula Vista, CA 91914 

Subject: Gateway to the Americas — Menvielle Road 

Dear Mr. Vogt: 

This letter is in response to your request for clarification on the 
history, justification and purpose of the 

“Menvielle Road Report” that | issued on February 15, 2006. 

The Report includes traffic data, cost estimates, fair share by Tract 
maps, recommendations and an 

implementation plan. As Director of Public Works and Road 
Commissioner in 2006, | personally wrote, 

calculated quantities, performed cost estimates and tabulated 
shares required for each Tract 

Map/Landowners. 

it should be noted the report did not require Board of Supervisors 
approval. As Road Commissioner, | 

was the only official that had the authority to issue this type 
of report under the “State of California 

Streets and Highway Code”. 

| discussed the report with Robertta Burns, CEO of Imperial 
County, and she authorized the preparation 

to interpret and settle any conflicts that may have arise from 
previous documents covering the issues 

surrounding the construction of Menvielle Road. In pa rticular, the fair share of estimated costs. The 

report’s main purpose was to establish and memorialize the 
Department of Public Works’ interpretation 

of all legal and physical requirements for Menvielle Road. 

Based on the foregoing, it is clear to me that the Menvielle 
Road median improvements your company 

completed in July of 2024 should be subject to a 50% fair share 
reimbursement by the adjacent property 

owner(s). 

| understand that you have billed the Rice Family for their fair 
share, however, they have refused to pay 

you, citing their belief that they owe only 10.66% not 50% 
per a “Completion Agreement for Menvielle 

Road” dated October 19, 1998. This agreement was 
the subject of litigation, and was settled on May 2, 

2001, where adjoining property owners would pay their fair 
share of improvements. it is importatnt to 

note that the lawsuit and settlement clearly replaced the Completion 
Agreement of 1998. The previous 

multitude of property owners throughout the Gateway that were 
required to contribute to the 

construction of Menvielle Road were replaced with only 
those owners adjoining Menvielle Road. The 

concept of “adjoining owners” being the responsible parties 
for public improvements is an industry wide 

standard practice. 

Since you do not have any security (collateral) for the shared 
improvements that you completed as 

required by Imperial County, | would recommend that the County reimburse you. The County 
has the 

leverage to collect on the Rice Tract Map owners at various stages 
of map approvals and building 

permits. 

In conclusion, the Menvielle Road Report is self-explanato
ry and is the final word on this issue since | 

have not seen any report or document to replace the Repo
rt dated 2006. 

If you have any questions or need any additional informatio
n, please contact me. 

Repectivel 

Timothy’Bones\ REE/LS 

Retired Director of Public Works 

Cell 760-791-7760 

lofi 
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history, justification and purpose of the 

“Menvielle Road Report” that | issued on February 15, 2006. 

The Report includes traffic data, cost estimates, fair share by Tract 
maps, recommendations and an 

implementation plan. As Director of Public Works and Road 
Commissioner in 2006, | personally wrote, 

calculated quantities, performed cost estimates and tabulated 
shares required for each Tract 

Map/Landowners. 

it should be noted the report did not require Board of Supervisors 
approval. As Road Commissioner, | 

was the only official that had the authority to issue this type 
of report under the “State of California 

Streets and Highway Code”. 

| discussed the report with Robertta Burns, CEO of Imperial 
County, and she authorized the preparation 

to interpret and settle any conflicts that may have arise from 
previous documents covering the issues 

surrounding the construction of Menvielle Road. In pa rticular, the fair share of estimated costs. The 

report’s main purpose was to establish and memorialize the 
Department of Public Works’ interpretation 

of all legal and physical requirements for Menvielle Road. 

Based on the foregoing, it is clear to me that the Menvielle 
Road median improvements your company 

completed in July of 2024 should be subject to a 50% fair share 
reimbursement by the adjacent property 

owner(s). 

| understand that you have billed the Rice Family for their fair 
share, however, they have refused to pay 

you, citing their belief that they owe only 10.66% not 50% 
per a “Completion Agreement for Menvielle 

Road” dated October 19, 1998. This agreement was 
the subject of litigation, and was settled on May 2, 

2001, where adjoining property owners would pay their fair 
share of improvements. it is importatnt to 

note that the lawsuit and settlement clearly replaced the Completion 
Agreement of 1998. The previous 

multitude of property owners throughout the Gateway that were 
required to contribute to the 

construction of Menvielle Road were replaced with only 
those owners adjoining Menvielle Road. The 

concept of “adjoining owners” being the responsible parties 
for public improvements is an industry wide 

standard practice. 

Since you do not have any security (collateral) for the shared 
improvements that you completed as 

required by Imperial County, | would recommend that the County reimburse you. The County 
has the 

leverage to collect on the Rice Tract Map owners at various stages 
of map approvals and building 

permits. 

In conclusion, the Menvielle Road Report is self-explanato
ry and is the final word on this issue since | 

have not seen any report or document to replace the Repo
rt dated 2006. 

If you have any questions or need any additional informatio
n, please contact me. 

Repectivel 

Timothy’Bones\ REE/LS 

Retired Director of Public Works 

Cell 760-791-7760 

lofi 
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From: Mike V 

_ Werden Ae 7, 2026 4:35 PM Nd auebat ca 5 | 5° I3 -2616 

To: Bari Bean <baribean@co.imperial.ca.us> 

Cc: David Dale <daviddale@co.imperial.ca.us>; ‘Jim Minnick’ <JlimMinnick@co.imperi
al.ca.us> 

Subject: Reimbursement Meeting 

Bari, 

Thank you for taking the time to meet with me regarding the r
eimbursement due to 

ed company for the median cost of Menvielle Road from Magg
io Road to Gateway 

oad. 

As you are aware, this public improvement was
 constructed in accordance with my 

subdivision requirements as dictated by Imperia
l County. The cost of these types of 

improvements is customarily fronted by the first 
to improve (install infrastructure) on 

unimproved land with a 50% reimbursement by th
e adjoining landowner. This 

protocol is kept in check by the jurisdiction over
seeing the approval, permitting and 

construction of said public improvemenis. That 
jurisdiction has the power to enforce 

the “fair share” cost responsibilities among 
landowners inorder to maintain orderly 

development of public improvements. 

Again, | am asking Imperial County to reimburse my
 company the 50% fair share 

and collect from the adjoining landowners
 when they seek permission to improve 

their lots. Until this issue is resolved, | trust that no approvals or permits will be 

issued by Imperial County on any parcel in th
e Rice tract map. 

Please contact me if you have any question
s. 

Best regards, 

Mike 

Michael A. Vogt 

IRE Development | President 

2432 Fenton Street Suite 100 

Chula Vista, CA 91914 

O: 619.661.6681 | D: 619.591.2424 

mike@iredevelopment.com 
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J-18- Zo26 

John Pierre Menvielle September 7, 2024 
PG Box2723 
Et Centro, CA. 92244 

Calexico Gateway Center, North and South 
2432 Fenton Street, Suite 100 
Chula Vista, CA. 91914 

C/O: Mike Vogt, Perla Guiterrez & Emily Mathias 

RE: RICE GATEWAY TM 942: Landowners and APN's Fronting Menvielle Read. 

. Gateway Road South to Maggio Road. 

(03) Landowner: INTERCAM FINANCIAL SERVICES, INC., APN: 059-372-002-000 

C/O Raut Hemandez 
364 E. San Ysidro Slvd. ; 
San Diego, CA. 92173 = 

(04) Landowner: RICE, ERIC D. & FRANCES M., APN: 059-372-004-000 

1601 E. US HWY 98 
Calexico, CA. 92234 

HWY 98 South to Gateway Road. 

(16) Landowner: BORDER PROPERTIES LLC., APN: 059-363-016-000 

- 1778 Zinetta Road, Suite A. 

Calexieo, CA. 92231 
(17) Landowner: SANDHU KAMALPREET KAUR ET AL, APN: 059-363-017-000 

C/O Harinder Singh 
8193 Swing Drive / Jurupa Valley 
Riverside, CA, 92509 

(18) Landowner: SANDHU KAMALPREET KAUR ETAL., APN; 059-363-018-000 

C/O Harinder Singh 
8193 Swing Drive / Jurupa Valley 

Riverside, CA. 92569 

(19) Landowner: SANDHU KAMALPREET KAUR ETAL, APN: 059-363-
019-000 

C/O Harinder Singh = | 7 
8193 Swing Drive / Jurupa Valtey 
Riverside, CA. 92509 

Mike, Perla and Emily, this information came from Imperial County Assessors office (9-6-2024). Hope this 
information 

is helpful In dealing with landowner reimbursements. John Gay and Grady Dutton should be aware of who ihe present 

landowners are fronting Menvielle Road on Rice's TM 942. (Landowner Documents & Maps Included) 

Thanks, ~), Pierre. 
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John Pierre Menvielle September 25, 2024 
PO Box 2723 
El Centro, CA. 92244 

Calexico Gateway Center, North and South 
2432 Fenton Street, Suite 100 
Chula Vista, CA. 91944 

G/O Mike Vogt, Perla Guiterrez and Emily Mathis 

RE: Rice Gateway TM 942: Landowners and APN's West of Menvielle Road. 

_, Gateway Road South to Maggio Road West of Menvielle Road. 

(01) Landowner: LOS CUATES PRODUCE ETAL, APN: 059-372-001-000 
1327 E US HWY 56 
Calexico, CA. 92234 = 

(02) Landowner: CAMPOS HECTOR G & GUADALUPE S JT, APN: 089-372-002-000 
1632 Gateway Road 
Calexico, CA. 92234 

HWY 98 South to Gateway Road West of Menvielle Road. 

(08) Landowner. REYES ISMAEL, APN: 059-363-068-000 
™ PO Bax 2134 

Caiexico, CA, 92231 

(10) Landowner: REYES ISMAEL, APN: 059-363-010-000 
PO Box 2434 
Calexico, CA, 92231 

(11) Landowner: REYES ISMAEL AVN! 659-364 -aia-doe 
PO Box 2134 
Calexico, GA. 92231 

(12) Landowner: BELTRAN ROSALIO JT ETAL; APN: 059-363-072-000 
214 independence Street 
San Luis, AZ. 85349 

(13) Landowner: LINN OSGAR RAFAEL, APN: 059-363-073-000 
1624 Gateway Road 
Calexica, GA, 92231 

(20) Landowner: LINN OSCAR RAFAEL APN: 068-363-020-000 
1624 Gateway Road 
Galexico, CA. 92231 

(22) Landowner: BORDER PROPERTIES LLC, APN: 059-363-022-000 
4778 Zinetta Road, Suite A 
Calexico, CA. 92231 
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214 independence Street 
San Luis, AZ. 85349 

(13) Landowner: LINN OSGAR RAFAEL, APN: 059-363-073-000 
1624 Gateway Road 
Calexica, GA, 92231 

(20) Landowner: LINN OSCAR RAFAEL APN: 068-363-020-000 
1624 Gateway Road 
Galexico, CA. 92231 

(22) Landowner: BORDER PROPERTIES LLC, APN: 059-363-022-000 
4778 Zinetta Road, Suite A 
Calexico, CA. 92231 
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i] 

Rice Gateway TM 942: Landowners and APN’s West of Menvielle Read. 

(23) Landowner: QUALITY EQUIPMENT INTERNATIONAL LLC, APN: 059-363-023-000 
PO Box 4763 , 
Calexien, CA. 82934 

{24) Landowner: QUALITY EQUIPMENT INTERNATIONAL LLC, APN: 059-363-024-000 
PO Box 4763 
Calexico, CA. 92237 

(25) Landowner: LINN OSCAR RAFEL, APN: 059-363-025-000 
' §624 Gateway Road 

Calexico, CA. $2227 

(26) Landowner: RICE ERIC D & FRANCES M CP, APN: 059-363-028-000 
1601 East Highway 98 
Calexico, CA. 92231 

Mike, Perla and Emily, this Landowner and APN's Information came from imperial County's Assessors office (9-23-24), 
This information will be helpful with the Landowner reimbursements conceming the Menvielle Road median and 
Menvielle Road fanes 7 and 2 fronting Rice's TM 942. | wil deliver a copy of this information to John Gay and Grady 
Dutton. 

Thank you, 

2 ns 

John Pierre 

oc; John Gay 
Grady Dutton 
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942 bar : Tax Area Code SFA EWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUB. NO. 2-UNIT 2 & Si , 59-36 
2-UNTT 3 & SUB. NO, 2-UNIT 4 
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BLOCK 2 2. & 
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10.30AG = bar 

BLOCK 6 <i 

_ VATA 
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30 es __ 
Sah) BSi~monl Ss MAGSlo RD 

Asseseor's Map Bk. 59-Pq. 37 
County of Imperial, Calif. 
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CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 801 Main Street, IC. PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SE
RVICES DEPT. 

E| Centro, CA 92243 (442) 265-1736 

~ APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE ALL NUMB
ERED (black) SPACES — Please type or prin

t - 

1 PROPERTY eee NAME 
Oscat . Linn 

EMAIL ADDRESS 

orlhnn® outlook. com 

2. MAILING ADDRESS (Stree ox, City. ZIP COD PHONE NUMBER 

1624 Gateway BT eet Coledca CA, 2223) | GeO -£90— 124 
3. APPLICANT'S NAME . 

EMAIL ADDRESS 

Oscar KR. Linn ot linn@ outlook, com. 

4. ILING ADDRESS (Steet / P 29 Box , ZIP. 

1G OY Ra, Sorte, | eae Pea e9-L33e 
4. ENG NEER'S NAM 

CA. LICENSE NO. EMAIL ADDRESS < 

‘>, Alvarez. PE._ C175 09 Ga\vacez, @ “e\aw. Com. 
5. MAILING ADDRESS (Stregt/P 0 Box, City, Stale) ZIP CODE PH 

446, Main, treet. El Cen ito Cw G224S G2 244-3874 
i 

SIZE OF PROPERTY (in acres or square 
foot) ZONING (existing 

6. ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO. 2 

59-23-0132 & 059-4402 % O5F- 363-025) _“/+ ces 
7. __ PROPERTY (site) ADDRESS . 

O co, 
B_. GENERAL LOCATION (ip. city, town/oross stiget) 4 . 

melt ov Cemaindet force\ * aN) oO OPWOAY lo We PetCo ce Nod, WAEXICU 

= ” 

9. LEGALDESCRIPTION Qooe otigched Exhib i 

LEASE PROVIDE CLEAR & CONCISE IN
FORMATION (ATTACH SEPARATE SHEET IF NEED

ED) 

Sin DESCRIBE PROPOSED USE OF PROPERTY fatensarsxtennaoan Gee 
attached Exhib 10. DESCRIBE PROPOSED USE OF PROPE

RTY (lst and describe in detail) “OG on ache Exh ce .r 

DESCRIBE CURRENT USE OF PROPERTY See attached Exhibit “CE 
DESCRIBE PROPOSED SEWER SY

STEM 4 "| + “ oa 
D\ 

DESCRIBE PROPOSED WATER SYSTEM 
Cee attoche Ex ‘bit Was“! 

DESCRIBE PROPOSED FIRE PROTECTION
 SYSTEM Existing access an (‘

624 G AREWOV KA Calenico A i 

IF YES, HOW MANY Euprovers WIL
L BE AT THIS SITE? 

11. 

12. 

43. 

14. 

15. |S PROPOSED USE A BUSINESS? 

%, Yes [)_No 

1} WE THE LEGAL OWNER (S) OF THE ABOVE PROPERTY 
RECAMRED SUPPORT DOG’ MENTS 

CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION SHOWN OR STATED HEREIN 

IS TRUE AND CORRECT 
A. SITEPLAN 

Ls Assil 20, 2025" B. FEE 
Dai ee 

a 
Cc. OTHER 

Mei MEZAed SS ¢ Lx D. OTHER 

Print Nam Date “ ° 

Signature 

APPLICATION RECEIVED BY: 
DATE / df { REVIEW / APPROVAL BY 

LaF 
0 L Z OTHER DEPTS required 

APPLICATION DEEMED COMPLETE BY: 
DATE = Pw 

EHS 

APPLICATION REJECTED BY: 
DATE Oapepco 

TENTATIVE HEARING BY: 
DATE = ane 

FINAL ACTION: C] APPROVED OO ODENIED DATE oO 

¢ 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG
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EXHIBIT “A” 

LOT MERGER NO. _ 

EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS 

PARCEL 1: (EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

THAT PORTION OF REMAINDER PARCEL "A’, OF GATEWAY
 TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO, 2- UNIT 3, TRACT NO. 

942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNI
A, ACCORDING TO MAP ON 

FILE IN BOOK 26, PAGE 11 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF TH
E COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY, 

TOGETHER WITH THAT PORTION OF LOT 4, OF GATEWAY TO THE
 AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2, TRACT NO. 

942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUNTY OF I
MPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO MAP ON 

FILE IN BOOK 22, PAGE 74 OF FINAL MAPS, IN THE OFFICE OF THE COU
NTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY, 

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 3 OF GATE
WAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2, 

TRACT NO. 942, ACCORDING TO MAP FILED IN BOOK 22, PA
GE 74 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY 

RECORDER; THENCE WEST A DISTANCE OF 352.24 FEET TOA P
OINT ON THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE WEST 

LINE OF LOT 4 OF SAID GATEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIV
ISION NO. 2 - UNIT 2; THENCE SOUTH A DISTANCE OF 

980.46 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 4; 
THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH ALONG THE WEST LINE OF 

SAID LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 297.31 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAS
T CORNER OF REMAINDER PARCEL ‘A’ OF GATEWAY TO 

THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 3, TRACT NO. 942, AC
CORDING TO MAP FILED IN BOOK 26, PAGE 11 OF FINAL 

MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER AND THE BEG
INNING OF A 1548.00 FOOT RADIUS NON-TANGENT 

CURVE, CONCAVE TO THE SOUTH, A RADIAL TO SAID BEGINNI
NG BEARS NORTH 12° 37' 21" WEST; THENCE EASTERLY, 

ALONG SAID CURVE AND SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 4,
 THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 12° 05' 26" AN ARC 

DISTANCE OF 326.66 FEET; THENCE TANGENT TO SAID CUR
VE, NORTH 89° 28’ 05" EAST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE 

OF SAID LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 317.05 FEET; THENCE NORTH
 44° 29' 17" EAST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID 

LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 35.34 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00° 29° 31" 
WEST, ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 4, A 

DISTANCE OF 32.94 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A 695.00 FOOT RADI
US TANGENT CURVE, CONCAVE TO THE WEST; 

THENCE NORTHERLY, ALONG SAID CURVE AND EASTERLY L
INE OF LOT 4, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 16° 38° 56” 

AN ARC DISTANCE OF 201.95 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORN
ER OF SAID LOT 4; THENCE NON-TANGENT TO SAID 

CURVE, WEST A DISTANCE OF 282.34 FEET TO THE SOUTHWE
ST CORNER OF SAID LOT 3; THENCE NORTH A DISTANCE 

OF 280.46 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

SAID LAND IS ALSO KNOWN AS LOT “A* (ADJUSTED PARCEL) O
F CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT LINE 

ADJUSTMENT #00283, RECORDED DECEMBER 16, 2016 AS DOCUMENT NO. 2016027069 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 6.27 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PARCEL 2: (EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

LOT 4, OF GATEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNI
T 4, TRACT 942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF 

THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORDIN
G TO MAP ON FILE IN BOOK 28, PAGE 15 OF FINAL MAPS 

IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY, 
; 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 0.83 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 
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EXHIBIT “B” 

Storage of merchandise by customers in small storage units (mini-storage
s), loading and 

unloading of merchandise from incoming trucks or trailers, receiving of packages and bo
xes 

in the name of our customers from delivery parcels companies, parking and storage
 of road 

tractors for semi-trailers, agricultural tractors, commercial and school buses, c
oaches, 

trolley buses, cars, sport cars, racing cars, golf cars, snowmobiles, amb
ulances, vans, 

motor-homes, motor-campers, trucks for transporting merchandise, delivery truck
s, tank 

trucks, dump trucks, shuttle trucks, self-loading trucks, crane trucks, pump truc
ks, dritl 

trucks, concrete mixer trucks, broadcast trucks, fork-lift trucks, trailers, semi-
trailers, flat- 

bed trailers, housing trailers, camping trailers, agricultural trailers, self-loading trai
lers, 

animal transporting trailers, tank trailers, pump trailers, motorcycles, bulldozers, 

angledozers, graders, levelers, scrapers, excavators, and backhoes. !t is projected
 that this 

site will begin with 8 employees, working 24 hours, seven days a week. In addition, 60 c
ars 

and 140 trucks and trailers of different types will park in this facility. Moreover, there will be
 

approximately 30 cars and 60 trucks entering and exiting every day using the existing
 access 

on Gateway Road and since the site is surrounded by vacant land, except t
o the south, 

across Gateway Road, where there is another parking facility which access is 
300 ft to the 

east of the site’s access, it is projected that outside traffic will not be available to b
lock or 

interrupt the site’s access. In addition, lines to access the site are seldom abov
e 3 trucks or 

3 cars since there is always an employee guarding the entrance. 
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EXHIBIT “C” 

Parking and storage of road tractors, trailers, semi-trailers, automobiles, and o
thers, see 

attachment “B”. Storage of merchandise by customers in small storage units (mini-storage)
, 

loading and unloading of merchandise from incoming trucks or trailers, and receivi
ng of 

packages and boxes from delivery parcels companies under the name of our customers. 
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EXHIBIT “D” 

Public Sewer System in accordance with the Imperial Irrigation District and Imperial County 

Public Works standards 
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Public Water System in accordance with the Imperial Irrigation District and Imperial County 

Public Works standards 
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OT MERG. = ke LC. PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT
 

801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243 (442) 265-1736 

~ APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE ALL NUMBERED (black) SPACES — Please type or print - 

7. PROPERTY OWNER'S NAME EMAIL ADDRESS 

Oscar Rafael Linn orlinn@outlook.com 

2. MAILING ADDRESS ZIP CODE PHONE NUMBER 

1624 Gateway Road, Calexico, CA. 92231 , 760-554-3035 

3. ENGINEER'S NAME CAL. LICENSE NO. EMAIL ADDRESS 

Antonio Alvarez, PE C79509 aalvarez@NE|IAW.COM 
4. MAILING ADDRESS ZIP GODE PHONE NUMBER 

1461 Main Street, El Centro 92243 (928) 344-8374 

§. PROPERTY “A’ (site) ADDRESS LOCATION Portion of remainder Parcel “A" Gateway to 

1624 Gateway Road, Calexico, CA. the Americas Subd. No 2 

6. PROPERTY “A” ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO (s) SIZE OF PROPERTY (in acres or square foot) 

APN's 059-363-013 & 059-363-020 d COSA-33-O2S | 6.27 acres 
CURRENT ZONE 

GI - Gateway Industrial 
7. EXISTING USE 

Commercial Parking Lot 

8. PROPERTY “A” LEGAL DESCRIPTION (attach separate sheet if necessary) 

See attachment 

9. PROPERTY "B" (site) ADDRESS LOCATION 

Lach Road Lot 4, Gateway to the Americas Subd. No 2 

10, PROPERTY “B’ ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO.(s) SIZE OF PROPERTY (in acres or square foot) 

APN's 059-363-025 0.83 acres 

11. EXISTING USE CURRENT ZONE 

Vacant Lot 
12. PROPERTY “B’ LEGAL DESCRIPTION (attach separate sheet if nacessary) 

See attachment 

13. EXPLAIN PURPOSE/REASON FOR LOT MERGER New Commercial Parking Lot development _ — 

44. PROPOSED MERGED PARCEL SIZE PROPOSED USE 

7.10 Acres New Commercial Parking Lot development 

PLEASE PROVIDE CLEAR & CONCISE INFORMATION (ATTACH SEPARATE SHEET IF NEEDED) 

15. DESCRIBE PROPOSED SEWER SYSTEM(s) NR , Brag rer CS Tada Yernains Wer exist. Qhbhes 
r" Ion Aaah 

16. DESCRIBE PROPOSED WATER SYSTEM “4 
ist. USA he is} 

4Ce Progce:t Deeripi GyPredlec . 

Se Eahiba’ A” 17. DESCRIBE PROPOSED ACCESS TO MERGED PARCEL 

18. IS THIS PARCEL PLANNED TO BE ANNEXED? iF YES, TO WHAT CITY or DISTRICT? 

Yes OO No 

1/ WE THE LEGAL OWNER (S) OF THE ABOVE PROPERTY CERTIFY THAT REQUIRED SUPPORT DOCUMENTS 

THE INFORMATION SHOWN OR STATED HEREIN IS TRUE AND CORRECT : 

Oscar_K. Linn Febnavy 221, 2025~ A. SITE PLAN 
Pri m Date 

fey hee 2 srg . B. PROPOSED LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

Signature (owner) m 2 / 2 / 16 C. PRELIMINARY TITLE REPORT (6 months or newer) 

Print Name (Age: Date D. FEE 
An tized alfidavit | 

Signature (Agent) rut ptaton ig slg by E OTHER 

APPLICATION RECEIVED BY: DATE REVIEW / APPROVAL BY 
—=a OTHER DEPTS requ'red 

APPLICATION DEEMED COMPLETE BY: DATE oew 
O EHS. 

APPLICATION REJECTED BY DATE O arcD 

| TENTATIVE HEARING BY: DATE O oOES. 

FINAL ACTION: (1 APPROVED O DENIED DATE = 
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15. DESCRIBE PROPOSED SEWER SYSTEM(s) NR , Brag rer CS Tada Yernains Wer exist. Qhbhes 
r" Ion Aaah 

16. DESCRIBE PROPOSED WATER SYSTEM “4 
ist. USA he is} 

4Ce Progce:t Deeripi GyPredlec . 
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Oscar_K. Linn Febnavy 221, 2025~ A. SITE PLAN 
Pri m Date 
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Signature (owner) m 2 / 2 / 16 C. PRELIMINARY TITLE REPORT (6 months or newer) 

Print Name (Age: Date D. FEE 
An tized alfidavit | 

Signature (Agent) rut ptaton ig slg by E OTHER 

APPLICATION RECEIVED BY: DATE REVIEW / APPROVAL BY 
—=a OTHER DEPTS requ'red 

APPLICATION DEEMED COMPLETE BY: DATE oew 
O EHS. 

APPLICATION REJECTED BY DATE O arcD 

| TENTATIVE HEARING BY: DATE O oOES. 

FINAL ACTION: (1 APPROVED O DENIED DATE = 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG
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N | C K LA UJ S 
High Quality, Client-Focused Solutions 

ENGINEERING. INC. 
June 2025. 

Imperial County Planning & 

Development Services Department. 

801 Main Street 

El Centro, CA 92243 

Project: Linn Parking Lot Project 

The Linn Parking Lot Project involves the development of a new heavy truck and trailer parking 

facility on approximately 3.1 acres of land located in unincorporated Imperial County, California. 

The project site is positioned immediately north of an existing parking lot and consists of relatively 

flat, unimproved land, making it ideal for expansion with minimal grading or site preparation. 

The proposed development aims to support the growing operational needs of Linn Parking & 

Storage by significantly increasing the available parking capacity for commercial vehicles, 

including long-haul trucks and trailers. This expansion is expected to improve traffic flow, reduce 

congestion within the existing lot, and enhance overall site functionality and safety for both drivers 

and staff. 

To facilitate the development, the project includes a lot merger of three contiguous parcels—APNs 

059-363-013, 059-363-020, and 059-363-025—into a single legal parcel. This merger is a critical 

step in ensuring a cohesive site layout and is necessary for compliance with Imperial County’s 

planning and permitting requirements. The unified parcel will streamline the design process, 

simplify utility coordination, and support the efficient implementation of infrastructure 

improvements such as drainage systems, lighting, and access points. 

The property is served by a storm drainage system, a sanitary sewer system, and a water supply 

line that connects to the City of Calexico utilities along Gateway Road. Meadow Lark Road has a 

42-inch storm drain running north-south between Highway No. 98 and Lach Road. South of 

Meadow Lark Road, the storm drain size increases, with a 24-inch pipe connecting to Gateway 

Road, which features a 36-inch drainpipe. Lach Road includes both 12-inch and 18-inch storm 

drain pipes. 

The sewer system consists of an existing 8-inch pipeline along the north side of Lach Road and 

another 8-inch line along Meadow Lark Road, both of which connect to Gateway Road via a 12- 

inch pipe. Water lines run along Lach Road with a 12-inch pipeline, while Meadow Lark Road 

also has a 12-inch water line that continues south and intersects with Gateway Road, where 

another 12-inch water line is present. The property also has underground electrical lines and 

light poles running along Gateway Road and power poles running along Meadow Lark Road. 

Roman\Wega, PE 

Architecture | Civil Engineering | Mechanical Engineering | Geotechnical Engineering 

Environmental Engineering | Industrial Hygiene | Construction Management | Facilities Support 

www.neiaw.com 
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EXHIBIT "A" 

LOT MERGER NO. ___ 

EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS 

PARCEL 1: (EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

THAT PORTION OF REMAINDER PARCEL *A’, OF GA
TEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2 - UN

IT 3, TRACT NO. 

942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUN
TY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORD

ING TO MAP ON 

FILE IN BOOK 26, PAGE 11 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFF
ICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNT

Y, 

TOGETHER WITH THAT PORTION OF LOT 4, OF GATEW
AY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2, TRA

CT NO, 

942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUN
TY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORDI

NG TO MAP ON 

FILE IN BOOK 22, PAGE 74 OF FINAL MAPS, IN THE OFFIC
E OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY, 

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 3 OF GA
TEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2, 

TRACT NO. 942, ACCORDING TO MAP FILED IN BOOK 
22, PAGE 74 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE CO

UNTY 

RECORDER; THENCE WEST A DISTANCE OF 352.24 F
EET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION OF

 THE WEST 

LINE OF LOT 4 OF SAID GATEWAY TO THE AMERICAS 
SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2; THENCE SOUTH A DISTA

NCE OF 

980.46 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID L
OT 4; THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH ALONG THE WEST

 LINE OF 

SAID LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 297.31 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CO
RNER OF REMAINDER PARCEL "A" OF GATEWAY TO 

THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO, 2- UNIT 3, TRACT N
O. 942, ACCORDING TO MAP FILED IN BOOK 26, PAGE 

11 OF FINAL 

MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER AN
D THE BEGINNING OF A 1548.00 FOOT RADIUS NON-T

ANGENT 

CURVE, CONCAVE TO THE SOUTH, A RADIAL TO SAID B
EGINNING BEARS NORTH 12° 37' 21° WEST, THENCE EA

STERLY, 

ALONG SAID CURVE AND SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAI
D LOT 4, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 12° 05' 

26" AN ARC 

DISTANCE OF 326.66 FEET; THENCE TANGENT TO SA
ID CURVE, NORTH 89° 28' 05" EAST, ALONG THE SOU

THERLY LINE 

OF SAID LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 317.05 FEET; THENCE 
NORTH 44° 29’ 17" EAST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE

 OF SAID 

LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 36.34 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00° 29° 3
4" WEST, ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 4

.4 

DISTANCE OF 32.94 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A 695.0
0 FOOT RADIUS TANGENT CURVE, CONCAVE TO THE WE

ST; 

THENCE NORTHERLY, ALONG SAID CURVE AND EA
STERLY LINE OF LOT 4, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANG

LE OF 16° 38' 56" 

AN ARC DISTANCE OF 201,95 FEET TO THE NORTHEA
ST CORNER OF SAID LOT 4; THENCE NON-TANGENT 

TO SAID 

CURVE, WEST A DISTANCE OF 282.34 FEET TO THE 
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 3; THENCE NOR

TH A DISTANCE 

OF 280.48 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

SAID LAND ($ ALSO KNOWN AS LOT "A" (ADJUSTED 
PARCEL) OF CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT

 LINE 

ADJUSTMENT #00283, RECORDED DECEMBER 16, 20
16 AS DOCUMENT NO. 2016027069 OF OFFICIAL RECO

RDS. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 6.27 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PARCEL 2: (EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

LOT 4, OF GATEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO
, 2- UNIT 4, TRACT 942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA 

OF 

THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AC
CORDING TO MAP ON FILE IN BOOK 28, PAGE 15 OF FI

NAL MAPS 

|N THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPER
IAL COUNTY. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 0.83 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PAGE 1 OF 2 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG

EXHIBIT "A" 

LOT MERGER NO. ___ 

EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS 

PARCEL 1: (EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

THAT PORTION OF REMAINDER PARCEL *A’, OF GA
TEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2 - UN

IT 3, TRACT NO. 

942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUN
TY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORD

ING TO MAP ON 

FILE IN BOOK 26, PAGE 11 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFF
ICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNT

Y, 

TOGETHER WITH THAT PORTION OF LOT 4, OF GATEW
AY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2, TRA

CT NO, 

942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUN
TY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORDI

NG TO MAP ON 

FILE IN BOOK 22, PAGE 74 OF FINAL MAPS, IN THE OFFIC
E OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY, 

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 3 OF GA
TEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2, 

TRACT NO. 942, ACCORDING TO MAP FILED IN BOOK 
22, PAGE 74 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE CO

UNTY 

RECORDER; THENCE WEST A DISTANCE OF 352.24 F
EET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION OF

 THE WEST 

LINE OF LOT 4 OF SAID GATEWAY TO THE AMERICAS 
SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2; THENCE SOUTH A DISTA

NCE OF 

980.46 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID L
OT 4; THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH ALONG THE WEST

 LINE OF 

SAID LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 297.31 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CO
RNER OF REMAINDER PARCEL "A" OF GATEWAY TO 

THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO, 2- UNIT 3, TRACT N
O. 942, ACCORDING TO MAP FILED IN BOOK 26, PAGE 

11 OF FINAL 

MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER AN
D THE BEGINNING OF A 1548.00 FOOT RADIUS NON-T

ANGENT 

CURVE, CONCAVE TO THE SOUTH, A RADIAL TO SAID B
EGINNING BEARS NORTH 12° 37' 21° WEST, THENCE EA

STERLY, 

ALONG SAID CURVE AND SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAI
D LOT 4, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 12° 05' 

26" AN ARC 

DISTANCE OF 326.66 FEET; THENCE TANGENT TO SA
ID CURVE, NORTH 89° 28' 05" EAST, ALONG THE SOU

THERLY LINE 

OF SAID LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 317.05 FEET; THENCE 
NORTH 44° 29’ 17" EAST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE

 OF SAID 

LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 36.34 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00° 29° 3
4" WEST, ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 4

.4 

DISTANCE OF 32.94 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A 695.0
0 FOOT RADIUS TANGENT CURVE, CONCAVE TO THE WE

ST; 

THENCE NORTHERLY, ALONG SAID CURVE AND EA
STERLY LINE OF LOT 4, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANG

LE OF 16° 38' 56" 

AN ARC DISTANCE OF 201,95 FEET TO THE NORTHEA
ST CORNER OF SAID LOT 4; THENCE NON-TANGENT 

TO SAID 

CURVE, WEST A DISTANCE OF 282.34 FEET TO THE 
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 3; THENCE NOR

TH A DISTANCE 

OF 280.48 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

SAID LAND ($ ALSO KNOWN AS LOT "A" (ADJUSTED 
PARCEL) OF CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT

 LINE 

ADJUSTMENT #00283, RECORDED DECEMBER 16, 20
16 AS DOCUMENT NO. 2016027069 OF OFFICIAL RECO

RDS. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 6.27 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PARCEL 2: (EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

LOT 4, OF GATEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO
, 2- UNIT 4, TRACT 942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA 

OF 

THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AC
CORDING TO MAP ON FILE IN BOOK 28, PAGE 15 OF FI

NAL MAPS 

|N THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPER
IAL COUNTY. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 0.83 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PAGE 1 OF 2 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG

EXHIBIT "A" 

LOT MERGER NO. ___ 

EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS 

PARCEL 1: (EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

THAT PORTION OF REMAINDER PARCEL *A’, OF GA
TEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2 - UN

IT 3, TRACT NO. 

942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUN
TY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORD

ING TO MAP ON 

FILE IN BOOK 26, PAGE 11 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFF
ICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNT

Y, 

TOGETHER WITH THAT PORTION OF LOT 4, OF GATEW
AY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2, TRA

CT NO, 

942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUN
TY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORDI

NG TO MAP ON 

FILE IN BOOK 22, PAGE 74 OF FINAL MAPS, IN THE OFFIC
E OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY, 

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 3 OF GA
TEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2, 

TRACT NO. 942, ACCORDING TO MAP FILED IN BOOK 
22, PAGE 74 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE CO

UNTY 

RECORDER; THENCE WEST A DISTANCE OF 352.24 F
EET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION OF

 THE WEST 

LINE OF LOT 4 OF SAID GATEWAY TO THE AMERICAS 
SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2; THENCE SOUTH A DISTA

NCE OF 

980.46 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID L
OT 4; THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH ALONG THE WEST

 LINE OF 

SAID LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 297.31 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CO
RNER OF REMAINDER PARCEL "A" OF GATEWAY TO 

THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO, 2- UNIT 3, TRACT N
O. 942, ACCORDING TO MAP FILED IN BOOK 26, PAGE 

11 OF FINAL 

MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER AN
D THE BEGINNING OF A 1548.00 FOOT RADIUS NON-T

ANGENT 

CURVE, CONCAVE TO THE SOUTH, A RADIAL TO SAID B
EGINNING BEARS NORTH 12° 37' 21° WEST, THENCE EA

STERLY, 

ALONG SAID CURVE AND SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAI
D LOT 4, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 12° 05' 

26" AN ARC 

DISTANCE OF 326.66 FEET; THENCE TANGENT TO SA
ID CURVE, NORTH 89° 28' 05" EAST, ALONG THE SOU

THERLY LINE 

OF SAID LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 317.05 FEET; THENCE 
NORTH 44° 29’ 17" EAST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE

 OF SAID 

LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 36.34 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00° 29° 3
4" WEST, ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 4

.4 

DISTANCE OF 32.94 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A 695.0
0 FOOT RADIUS TANGENT CURVE, CONCAVE TO THE WE

ST; 

THENCE NORTHERLY, ALONG SAID CURVE AND EA
STERLY LINE OF LOT 4, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANG

LE OF 16° 38' 56" 

AN ARC DISTANCE OF 201,95 FEET TO THE NORTHEA
ST CORNER OF SAID LOT 4; THENCE NON-TANGENT 

TO SAID 

CURVE, WEST A DISTANCE OF 282.34 FEET TO THE 
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 3; THENCE NOR

TH A DISTANCE 

OF 280.48 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

SAID LAND ($ ALSO KNOWN AS LOT "A" (ADJUSTED 
PARCEL) OF CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT

 LINE 

ADJUSTMENT #00283, RECORDED DECEMBER 16, 20
16 AS DOCUMENT NO. 2016027069 OF OFFICIAL RECO

RDS. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 6.27 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PARCEL 2: (EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

LOT 4, OF GATEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO
, 2- UNIT 4, TRACT 942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA 

OF 

THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AC
CORDING TO MAP ON FILE IN BOOK 28, PAGE 15 OF FI

NAL MAPS 

|N THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPER
IAL COUNTY. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 0.83 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PAGE 1 OF 2 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG

EXHIBIT "A" 

LOT MERGER NO. ___ 

EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS 

PARCEL 1: (EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

THAT PORTION OF REMAINDER PARCEL *A’, OF GA
TEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2 - UN

IT 3, TRACT NO. 

942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUN
TY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORD

ING TO MAP ON 

FILE IN BOOK 26, PAGE 11 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFF
ICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNT

Y, 

TOGETHER WITH THAT PORTION OF LOT 4, OF GATEW
AY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2, TRA

CT NO, 

942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUN
TY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORDI

NG TO MAP ON 

FILE IN BOOK 22, PAGE 74 OF FINAL MAPS, IN THE OFFIC
E OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY, 

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 3 OF GA
TEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2, 

TRACT NO. 942, ACCORDING TO MAP FILED IN BOOK 
22, PAGE 74 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE CO

UNTY 

RECORDER; THENCE WEST A DISTANCE OF 352.24 F
EET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION OF

 THE WEST 

LINE OF LOT 4 OF SAID GATEWAY TO THE AMERICAS 
SUBDIVISION NO. 2- UNIT 2; THENCE SOUTH A DISTA

NCE OF 

980.46 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID L
OT 4; THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH ALONG THE WEST

 LINE OF 

SAID LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 297.31 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CO
RNER OF REMAINDER PARCEL "A" OF GATEWAY TO 

THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO, 2- UNIT 3, TRACT N
O. 942, ACCORDING TO MAP FILED IN BOOK 26, PAGE 

11 OF FINAL 

MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER AN
D THE BEGINNING OF A 1548.00 FOOT RADIUS NON-T

ANGENT 

CURVE, CONCAVE TO THE SOUTH, A RADIAL TO SAID B
EGINNING BEARS NORTH 12° 37' 21° WEST, THENCE EA

STERLY, 

ALONG SAID CURVE AND SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAI
D LOT 4, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 12° 05' 

26" AN ARC 

DISTANCE OF 326.66 FEET; THENCE TANGENT TO SA
ID CURVE, NORTH 89° 28' 05" EAST, ALONG THE SOU

THERLY LINE 

OF SAID LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 317.05 FEET; THENCE 
NORTH 44° 29’ 17" EAST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE

 OF SAID 

LOT 4, A DISTANCE OF 36.34 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00° 29° 3
4" WEST, ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 4

.4 

DISTANCE OF 32.94 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A 695.0
0 FOOT RADIUS TANGENT CURVE, CONCAVE TO THE WE

ST; 

THENCE NORTHERLY, ALONG SAID CURVE AND EA
STERLY LINE OF LOT 4, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANG

LE OF 16° 38' 56" 

AN ARC DISTANCE OF 201,95 FEET TO THE NORTHEA
ST CORNER OF SAID LOT 4; THENCE NON-TANGENT 

TO SAID 

CURVE, WEST A DISTANCE OF 282.34 FEET TO THE 
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 3; THENCE NOR

TH A DISTANCE 

OF 280.48 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

SAID LAND ($ ALSO KNOWN AS LOT "A" (ADJUSTED 
PARCEL) OF CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE FOR LOT

 LINE 

ADJUSTMENT #00283, RECORDED DECEMBER 16, 20
16 AS DOCUMENT NO. 2016027069 OF OFFICIAL RECO

RDS. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 6.27 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PARCEL 2: (EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

LOT 4, OF GATEWAY TO THE AMERICAS SUBDIVISION NO
, 2- UNIT 4, TRACT 942, IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA 

OF 

THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AC
CORDING TO MAP ON FILE IN BOOK 28, PAGE 15 OF FI

NAL MAPS 

|N THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPER
IAL COUNTY. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 0.83 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PAGE 1 OF 2 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG



EXHIBIT "A" (CONTINUED) 

LOT MERGER NO. ___ 

ADJUSTED LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR MERGED LOT 

PARCEL "A"; (ADJUSTED LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

LOT *A® OF LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT NO. 00283, IN AN UNINCORPORATE
D AREA OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE 

OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO CERTIFICATE OF COMPL
IANCE FILED AS INSTRUMENT NO, 2016-027069 IN THE 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNT
Y, TOGETHER WITH LOT 4 OF GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA

S 

SUBDIVISION NO.2- UNIT 4, TRACT NO. 942, IN AN UNINCO
RPORATED AREA OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF 

CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO MAP ON FILE IN BOOK 28, PA
GE 15 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY 

RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 7.10 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PAGE 2 OF 2 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG

EXHIBIT "A" (CONTINUED) 

LOT MERGER NO. ___ 

ADJUSTED LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR MERGED LOT 

PARCEL "A"; (ADJUSTED LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

LOT *A® OF LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT NO. 00283, IN AN UNINCORPORATE
D AREA OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE 

OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO CERTIFICATE OF COMPL
IANCE FILED AS INSTRUMENT NO, 2016-027069 IN THE 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNT
Y, TOGETHER WITH LOT 4 OF GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA

S 

SUBDIVISION NO.2- UNIT 4, TRACT NO. 942, IN AN UNINCO
RPORATED AREA OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF 

CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO MAP ON FILE IN BOOK 28, PA
GE 15 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY 

RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 7.10 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PAGE 2 OF 2 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG

EXHIBIT "A" (CONTINUED) 

LOT MERGER NO. ___ 

ADJUSTED LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR MERGED LOT 

PARCEL "A"; (ADJUSTED LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

LOT *A® OF LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT NO. 00283, IN AN UNINCORPORATE
D AREA OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE 

OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO CERTIFICATE OF COMPL
IANCE FILED AS INSTRUMENT NO, 2016-027069 IN THE 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNT
Y, TOGETHER WITH LOT 4 OF GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA

S 

SUBDIVISION NO.2- UNIT 4, TRACT NO. 942, IN AN UNINCO
RPORATED AREA OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF 

CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO MAP ON FILE IN BOOK 28, PA
GE 15 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY 

RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 7.10 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PAGE 2 OF 2 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG

EXHIBIT "A" (CONTINUED) 

LOT MERGER NO. ___ 

ADJUSTED LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR MERGED LOT 

PARCEL "A"; (ADJUSTED LEGAL DESCRIPTION) 

LOT *A® OF LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT NO. 00283, IN AN UNINCORPORATE
D AREA OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE 

OF CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO CERTIFICATE OF COMPL
IANCE FILED AS INSTRUMENT NO, 2016-027069 IN THE 

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNT
Y, TOGETHER WITH LOT 4 OF GATEWAY TO THE AMERICA

S 

SUBDIVISION NO.2- UNIT 4, TRACT NO. 942, IN AN UNINCO
RPORATED AREA OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF 

CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO MAP ON FILE IN BOOK 28, PA
GE 15 OF FINAL MAPS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY 

RECORDER OF IMPERIAL COUNTY. 

SAID AREA CONTAINING 7.10 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. 

PAGE 2 OF 2 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG
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LINN TRUCK AND AUTO PARKING LOT AND STORAGE 
PROJECT 

IMPERIAL COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

AIR QUALITY and GREENHOUSE GAS STUDY 

This report is an analysis of the potential air quality and greenhouse gas impacts associated 

with the proposed Linn Truck and Auto Parking Lot and Storage Project in unincorporated 

Imperial County, California. This report has been prepared by Birdseye Planning Group (BPG) 

under contract to the applicant to support preparation of the environmental documentation 
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site boundary. Access would be gated. Nighttime security lighting and cameras would be 

installed on-site. The site would be accessible 24-hour per day. Construction is anticipated to 

occur in mid-2026 and be completed within 6 months. The project site is shown in Figure 1. The 

proposed site plan is shown in Figure 2. 
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Linn Truck and Auto Parking Lot and Storage 
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study 

California has also set standards for sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, vinyl chloride, and visibility- 

reducing particles. Table 1 lists the current federal and state standards for each of these 

pollutants. Standards have been set at levels intended to be protective of public health. 

California standards are generally more restrictive than federal standards for each of these 

pollutants except lead and the eight-hour average for CO. 

Table 1 

Ambient Air Quality Standards 

Pollutant Average Time California Standards | National Standards 

Ozone 1 hour 0.09 ppm - 

(Os) 8 hours 0.070 ppm 0.070 ppm 

Carbon Monoxide 8 hours 9.0 ppm 9 ppm 

(CO) 1 hour 20 ppm 35 ppm 

Nitrogen Dioxide Annual Average 0.030 ppm 0.053 ppm 

(NO2) 1 hour 0.18 ppm 100 ppb 

Sulfur Dioxide Annual Average - 0.03 ppm 

(S02) 24 hours 0.04 ppm 0.14 ppm 

1 hour 0.25 ppm 75 ppb 

Respirable Particulate Matter 24 hours 50 mg/m 150 mg/m? 

(PM0) Annual Arithmetic Mean 20 mg/m? - 

Fine Particulate Matter Annual Arithmetic Mean 12 mg/m? 12 mg/m? 

(PMs) 24 hours - 35 mg/m? 

Sulfates 24 hours 25 mg/m" - 

Lead 30-day Average 1.5 mg/m? -- 

Calendar Quarter - 1.5 mg/m? 

3-month Rolling Average - 0.15 mg/m? 

Hydrogen Sulfide 1 hour 0.03 ppm - 

Vinyl Chloride 24 hours 0.010 ppm _ 

Notes: 

ppm = parts per million 

ppb — parts per billion 

mg/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter 

mg/m3 = milligrams per cubic meter 

Source: California Air Resources Board 2016 

Local control in air quality management is provided by the ARB through county-level or 

regional (multi-county) APCDs. The ARB establishes air quality standards and is responsible 

for control of mobile emission sources, while the local APCDs are responsible for enforcing 

standards and regulating stationary sources. The ARB has established 14 air basins statewide. 
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Linn Truck and Auto Parking Lot and Storage 
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study 

The project site is located within the Salton Sea Air Basin (Basin), which includes all of Imperial 

County and a portion of central Riverside County. Air quality conditions in the Imperial 

County portion of the Basin are under the jurisdiction of the Imperial County APCD (ICAPCD). 

The remainder in Riverside County is managed by the South Coast Air Quality Management 

District. The ICAPCD is required to monitor air pollutant levels to ensure that air quality 

standards are met and, if they are not met, to develop strategies to meet the standards. 

Depending on whether the standards are met or exceeded, the local air basin is classified as 

being in “attainment” or “non-attainment.” Table 2 shows the attainment status for the Salton 

Sea Air Basin. 

Table 2 

Imperial County Air Quality Standard Attainment Status 

Pollutant CAAQS NAAQS 

Ozone (Os) Nonattainment Nonattainment - Moderate 

Carbon Monoxide (CQ) Attainment Unclassified/Attainment 

Respirable Particulate Matter (PM10) Nonattainment Nonattainment - Serious 

Fine Particulate Matter (PM2s)") Unclassified@ Unclassified/Attainment 

Nitrogen Dioxide (NOz2) Attainment Unclassified/Attainment 

Lead (Pb) Attainment Attainment 

Sulfur Dioxide (SOz) Attainment Attainment 

Sulfates Attainment 

Vinyl Chloride Unclassified No Federal Standards 

Hydrogen Sulfide (H2S) Attainment 

Visibility Reducing Particles Unclassified 

Source: County of Imperial, September, 2013 

‘ Part of Imperial County is designated nonattainment for the NAAQS; however, the nonattainment area does not 

include the project location 
2 insufficient data to designate area or designations have yet to be made 

The Basin in which the project area is located, is designated non-attainment area for the federal 

and state standards for ozone and PMw. The Basin is in attainment or unclassified for the 

remaining pollutants. Characteristics of the pollutants referenced above are described below. 

Ozone. Ozone is produced by a photochemical reaction (triggered by sunlight) between 

nitrogen oxides (NOx) and reactive organic gases (ROG)'. Nitrogen oxides are formed during 

the combustion of fuels, while reactive organic compounds are formed during combustion and 

evaporation of organic solvents. Because ozone requires sunlight to form, it mostly occurs in 

concentrations considered serious between the months of April and October. Ozone is a 

pungent, colorless, toxic gas with direct health effects on humans including respiratory and eye 

irritation and possible changes in lung functions. Groups most sensitive to ozone include 

children, the elderly, people with respiratory disorders, and people who exercise strenuously 

outdoors. 

’ Organic compound precursors of ozone are routinely described by a number of variations of three terms: hyd
rocarbons (HC), 

organic gases (OG), and organic compounds (OC). These terms are often modified by adjectives such as total, reactive,
 or volatile, 

and result in a rather confusing array of acronyms: HC, THC (total hydrocarbons), RHC (reactive hydrocarbons), TOG (to
tal organic 

gases), ROG (reactive organic gases), TOC (total organic compounds), ROC (reactive organic compounds), and VO
C (volatile 

organic compounds). While most of these differ in some significant way from a chemical perspective, from an air quality perspective 

two groups are important: non-photochemically reactive in the lower atmosphere, or photochemically re
active in the lower 

atmosphere (HC, RHC, ROG, ROC, and VOC). 

County of Imperial 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG

Linn Truck and Auto Parking Lot and Storage 
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study 

The project site is located within the Salton Sea Air Basin (Basin), which includes all of Imperial 

County and a portion of central Riverside County. Air quality conditions in the Imperial 

County portion of the Basin are under the jurisdiction of the Imperial County APCD (ICAPCD). 

The remainder in Riverside County is managed by the South Coast Air Quality Management 

District. The ICAPCD is required to monitor air pollutant levels to ensure that air quality 

standards are met and, if they are not met, to develop strategies to meet the standards. 

Depending on whether the standards are met or exceeded, the local air basin is classified as 

being in “attainment” or “non-attainment.” Table 2 shows the attainment status for the Salton 

Sea Air Basin. 

Table 2 

Imperial County Air Quality Standard Attainment Status 

Pollutant CAAQS NAAQS 

Ozone (Os) Nonattainment Nonattainment - Moderate 

Carbon Monoxide (CQ) Attainment Unclassified/Attainment 

Respirable Particulate Matter (PM10) Nonattainment Nonattainment - Serious 

Fine Particulate Matter (PM2s)") Unclassified@ Unclassified/Attainment 

Nitrogen Dioxide (NOz2) Attainment Unclassified/Attainment 

Lead (Pb) Attainment Attainment 

Sulfur Dioxide (SOz) Attainment Attainment 

Sulfates Attainment 

Vinyl Chloride Unclassified No Federal Standards 

Hydrogen Sulfide (H2S) Attainment 

Visibility Reducing Particles Unclassified 

Source: County of Imperial, September, 2013 

‘ Part of Imperial County is designated nonattainment for the NAAQS; however, the nonattainment area does not 

include the project location 
2 insufficient data to designate area or designations have yet to be made 

The Basin in which the project area is located, is designated non-attainment area for the federal 

and state standards for ozone and PMw. The Basin is in attainment or unclassified for the 

remaining pollutants. Characteristics of the pollutants referenced above are described below. 

Ozone. Ozone is produced by a photochemical reaction (triggered by sunlight) between 

nitrogen oxides (NOx) and reactive organic gases (ROG)'. Nitrogen oxides are formed during 
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evaporation of organic solvents. Because ozone requires sunlight to form, it mostly occurs in 
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irritation and possible changes in lung functions. Groups most sensitive to ozone include 
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outdoors. 

’ Organic compound precursors of ozone are routinely described by a number of variations of three terms: hyd
rocarbons (HC), 

organic gases (OG), and organic compounds (OC). These terms are often modified by adjectives such as total, reactive,
 or volatile, 

and result in a rather confusing array of acronyms: HC, THC (total hydrocarbons), RHC (reactive hydrocarbons), TOG (to
tal organic 

gases), ROG (reactive organic gases), TOC (total organic compounds), ROC (reactive organic compounds), and VO
C (volatile 

organic compounds). While most of these differ in some significant way from a chemical perspective, from an air quality perspective 

two groups are important: non-photochemically reactive in the lower atmosphere, or photochemically re
active in the lower 

atmosphere (HC, RHC, ROG, ROC, and VOC). 
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Carbon Monoxide. Carbon monoxide is a local pollutant that is found in high concentrations 

only near the source. The major source of carbon monoxide, a colorless, odorless, poisonous gas, 

is automobile traffic. Elevated concentrations, therefore, are usually only found near areas of 

high traffic volumes. Carbon monoxide’s health effects are related to its affinity for hemoglobin 

in the blood. At high concentrations, carbon monoxide reduces the amount of oxygen in the 

blood, causing heart difficulties in people with chronic diseases, reduced lung capacity and 

impaired mental abilities. 

Nitrogen Dioxide. Nitrogen dioxide (NOz) is a by-product of fuel combustion, with the primary 

source being motor vehicles and industrial boilers and furnaces. The principal form of nitrogen 

oxide produced by combustion is nitric oxide (NO), but NO reacts rapidly to form NOz, creating 

the mixture of NO and NOz commonly called NOx. Nitrogen dioxide is an acute irritant. A 

relationship between NOz and chronic pulmonary fibrosis may exist, and an increase in 

bronchitis in young children at concentrations below 0.3 parts per million (ppm) may occur. 

Nitrogen dioxide absorbs blue light and causes a reddish-brown cast to the atmosphere and 

reduced visibility. It can also contribute to the formation of PMio and acid rain. 

Suspended Particulates. PMuo is particulate matter measuring no more than 10 microns in 

diameter, while PMbs is fine particulate matter measuring no more than 2.5 microns in 

diameter. Suspended particulates are mostly dust particles, nitrates and sulfates. Both PMio and 

PM2s are by-products of fuel combustion and wind erosion of soil and unpaved roads, and are 

directly emitted into the atmosphere through these processes. Suspended particulates are also 

created in the atmosphere through chemical] reactions. The characteristics, sources, and 

potential health effects associated with the small particulates (those between 2.5 and 10 microns 

in diameter) and fine particulates (PM2s) can be very different. The small particulates generally 

come from windblown dust and dust kicked up from mobile sources. The fine particulates are 

generally associated with combustion processes as well as being formed in the atmosphere as a 

secondary pollutant through chemical reactions. Fine particulate matter is more likely to 

penetrate deeply into the lungs and poses a health threat to all groups, but particularly to the 

elderly, children, and those with respiratory problems. More than half of the small and fine 

particulate matter that is inhaled into the lungs remains there. These materials can damage 

health by interfering with the body’s mechanisms for clearing the respiratory tract or by acting 

as carriers of an absorbed toxic substance. 

Lead (Pb). Lead is a naturally occurring metal used in a variety of industrial and commercial 

applications. Historically, the majority of lead emissions were attributed to automobiles using 

leaded gasoline. As leaded gasoline has been phased out of use, lead emissions have dropped 

dramatically, and current primary sources are ore processing and aircraft that use leaded 

aircraft fuel. Lead exposure has been associated with learning disabilities and behavioral 

problems in children, kidney damage, and negative effects on the nervous and cardiovascular 

systems. 

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2). SO: is one of several highly reactive gasses known as oxides of sulfur 

(SOx) and is formed by burning fuel containing sulfur. Typical sources include emissions from 
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burning coal or oil at power plants and factories. Typical health effects associated with exposure 

to sulfur dioxide include respiratory illness and exacerbation of respiratory symptoms in people 

with asthma. 

Sulfates. Sulfates are the fully oxidized ionic form of sulfur produced when sulfur dioxide is 

fully oxidized in the atmosphere. Sulfates are produced by emissions from automobiles, power 

plants, and industrial activity, and contribute to general atmospheric haziness. Typical health 

effects associated with exposure to sulfates include respiratory illness and an increased risk of 

cardio-pulmonary disease. 

Vinyl Chloride. Vinyl chloride is an artificially created colorless gas with a mild, slightly sweet 

odor. The gas is used in the manufacture of vinyl products, including polyvinyl] chloride (PVC) 

plastic. Vinyl chloride emissions are produced from the vinyl manufacturing process as well as 

from the breakdown of viny] products in landfills and hazardous waste sites. The health effects 

associated with viny] chloride include dizziness, headaches, and drowsiness from shortterm 

exposure, and liver damage and cancer resulting from long-term exposure. In 1990, the 

California Air Resources Board (CARB) designated vinyl chloride as a toxic air contaminant. 

Hydrogen Sulfide (H2S). H2S is a naturally occurring, colorless gas that, at low concenirations, 

produces a distinctive rotten egg odor. At higher concentrations, the gas produces a sweet o
dor. 

The gas is produced through the bacteriological breakdown of organic materials as well as some 

types of geothermal activity. Health effects associated with H2S include exposure to a 

disagreeable odor, coughing, irritation to eyes, and impairment of the respiratory system. 

Visibility Reducing Particles. Visibility reducing particles are particulate matter composed of 

many different substances that are suspended in the atmosphere and contribute to haze and 

diminished visibility. 

Toxic Air Contaminants/Hazardous Air Pollutants. Toxic air contaminants (TACs), also known 

as hazardous air pollutants (HAPs), are a wide range of pollutants that may cause or contribute 

to an increase in deaths or in serious illness, or which may pose a present or potential hazards 

to human health (CARB 2010). Health effects associated with TACs, including cancer, are 

typically the result of acute or repeated exposure to these pollutants. 

TACs are emitted from a number of different sources, including industrial sources (e.g., 

refining, manufacturing, utilities, and mining) commercial sources (e.g., gas stations and dry 

cleaners) and diesel-fueled vehicles. Currently, both the EPA and the State of Califomia have 

recognized nearly 200 different contaminants as TACs/HAPs. CARB has identified 10 specific 

pollutants as posing the greatest risk to human health based on ambient background levels in 

the state. These pollutants include: acetaldehyde (CH3CHO), benzene (C6H6), 1,3-butadiene 

(C4H6), carbon tetrachloride (CCI4), hexavalent chromium, para-dichlorobenzene (C6H4C12), 

formaldehyde (CH20), methylene chloride (CH2C12), perchloroethylene (C2C14), and diesel 

particulate matter (DPM). The potential TACs of most concern that are associated with the 

proposed project are benzene (C6H6) and diesel particulate matter (DPM). 
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Benzene (C6H6). Benzene is a colorless, flammable liquid with a pleasant, swee
t odor that 

evaporates quickly when exposed to air. Benzene is produced naturally through geoth
ermal 

processes, as a component of petroleum and natural gas, and as a byproduct of burning
 wood 

and other plant matter. Anthropomorphic sources of benzene include use as an ing
redient in 

solvents and as an additive to gasoline. 

Diesel Particulate Matter (DPM). DPM is produced by the combustion of diesel fuel and
 is 

composed of a mixture of various gases and fine particulate matter (i.e., soot). CARB r
ecognized 

the particulate matter in DPM as a TAC in 1998 based on its potential to cause cancer an
d 

contribute to other adverse health effects (CARB 2011). This TAC is the most prevalen
t of the 10 

specific pollutants identified by CARB and poses the greatest health risk. 

Odors. Odors are generally considered a nuisance rather than a health hazard and can l
ead to 

discomfort and distress among the general public. However, as the human nose is the onl
y 

means by which odors can be detected, the ability to identify and qualify odors is highl
y 

subjective. Some people have a greater ability to detect odors from minute emissions of
 odor 

causing substances and may take offense at certain odors that are unnoticeable or considere
d 

pleasant by others. In addition, regular exposure to odor may cause desensitization, resulting i
n 

“odor fatigue,” whereby once recognized odors go unnoticed unless there is a change in th
e 

odor’s intensity. Odors produced as a result of geothermal energy production can include th
e 

sulfurous, rotten egg smell characteristic of emissions of hydrogen sulfide (H2S). Ammoni
a 

(NH3) is also produced and has a sharp and irritating odor. The combustion of diesel fuel t
o 

power construction or operations related equipment can produce odors due to the sulfu
r 

content of diesel fuel. 

Regional Climate and Local Air Quality 

The proposed project is located in Imperial County, the southeastern most county in Cal
ifornia. 

Imperial County is one of the hottest and driest parts of California and is located in a low 

latitude desert characterized by hot, dry summers and relatively mild winters. Average
 annual 

precipitation within Imperial County is less than 3 inches. The normal maximum tempe
rature 

in January is approximately 70 degrees Fahrenheit (°F), and the normal minimum tempe
rature 

is approximately 41°F. In July, the normal maximum temperature can exceed 107°F, wh
ile the 

normal minimum temperature is approximately 75°F. Relative humidity in the summer
 is low, 

averaging 30 to 50 percent in the early morning and 10 to 20 percent in the afternoon. Dur
ing 

the hottest part of the day, the relative humidity can drop below 10 percent. However, th
e effect 

of extensive agricultural operations in the widely-irrigated Imperial Valley tends to incre
ase 

local humidity. The prevailing weather conditions promote intense heating during the day
 in 

summer with cooling at night. During the fall, winter, and spring, regional winds tend 
to come 

from the northwest. During the summer, winds tend to come from the southeast. 

The ICAPCD operates a network of 5 ambient air monitoring stations throughout Imper
ial 

County. The purpose of the monitoring stations is to measure ambient concentrations
 of the 

pollutants to determine whether the ambient air quality meets the California and fede
ral 
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standards. The air quality monitoring station located nearest to the project site is located at 1029 

Ethel Street in Calexico (Calexico High School), approximately 5.2 miles west of the project site. 

Table 3 provides a summary of monitoring data at the El Centro for ozone and PM. As 

referenced, the Salton Sea Basin is a nonattainment area for these two pollutants. PMzs data are 

also provided for reference purposes. 

Both CARB and USEPA use this type of monitoring data to designate areas according to their 

attainment status for criteria air pollutants. The purpose of these designations is to identify the 

areas with air quality problems and thereby initiate planning efforts for improvement. The three 

basic designation categories are nonattainment, attainment, and unclassified. Unclassified is 

used in an area that cannot be classified on the basis of available information as meeting or not 

meeting the standards. If an area is redesignated from nonattainment to attainment, the CAA 

requires a revision to the SIP, called a maintenance plan, to demonstrate how the air quality
 

standard will be maintained for 10 years. 

Table 3 

Ambient Air Quality Data 

Pollutant 2022 2023 2024 

Ozone, ppm - Worst Hour 0.083 0.087 0.095 

Number of days of Federal exceedances (>0.070 ppm)” 6 22 29 

Particulate Matter <10 microns, pg/m3 Worst 24 Hours 184.8 199.3 185.5 

Number of samples of State exceedances (>50 pg/m3 ) 162 133 164 

Number of samples of Federal exceedances (>150 g/m ) 2 2 5 

Particulate Matter <2.5 microns, 1g/m3 Worst 24 Hours 41.9 40.5 59.1 

Number of samples of State exceedances (>50 p.g/m3 ) 5 1 9 

Number of samples of Federal exceedances (>150 y.g/m3 ) i) 4 9 

Source: California Air Resources Board, 2022, 2023, 2024 Annual Air Quality Data Summaries availa
ble at 

https://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/topfour/topfou r2.php 

As shown, the state ozone standard was exceeded at the Calexico monitoring station 199 times 

during 2023. The state PMi standard was exceeded 164 times in 2024. PM25 exceedances were 

also reported during the previous three monitoring years. 

Air Quality Management Plan 

ICAPCD is the local air pollution control agency for Imperial County and the southern portion 

of the Salton Sea Air Basin. The ICAPCD has primary responsibility for ensuring that state and 

federal air quality standards are attained and maintained within the ICAPCD’s jurisdiction. 

Thus, the ICAPCD is responsible for preparing clean air plans, issuing construction and 

operation permits, monitoring ambient air quality, as well as developing and implementing 

rules and regulations that govern air quality within Imperial County. The ICAPCD meets its 

regulatory responsibilities through the State of California State Implementation Plan (SIP). The 

ICAPCD adopted its first SIP in 1971 and has prepared updates to the SIP over the years. SIPs 
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for controlling PMi, ozone, and a reasonably available control technology SIP are in place for 

Imperial County and constitute the Air Quality Attainment Plan (AQAP) for Imperial County. 

A SIP revision for revised rules under ICAPCD Regulation VIII for fugitive dust PMw was 

reviewed by EPA and the final rule was signed on March 27, 2013 and published in the Federal 

Register (Federal Register 2013). The ICAPCD adopted the rules on October 16, 2012, to regulate 

PMho emissions from sources of fugitive dust (e.g, unpaved roads and disturbed soils in open 

and agricultural areas). CARB submitted these rules to EPA for approval on November 7, 2012
; 

EPA proposed approval of these revisions to the ICAPCD portion of the California SIP on 

January 7, 2013. The ICAPCD developed the 2018 PM10 Plan and requested redesignation of 

Imperial County Planning Area as attainment. The 2018 SIP for PM10 was approved by CARB 

on December 13, 2018, and received EPA approval on October 19, 2020. ICAPCD adopted the 

2013 PM2s plan on December 2, 2014. The plan was transmitted to CARB on December 9, 2014. 

CARB reviewed and approved the plan on December 18, 2015, as a revision to the California 

State Implementation Plan for Imperial County. The plan was submitted to the U.S. EPA on 

January 9, 2015, and is pending approval. 

Rules and regulations promulgated by the ICAPCD and in the SIP revision applicable to the 

proposed project include the following: 

e ICAPCD Rule 207.C.1, New and Modified Stationary Source Review (best available 

control technologies [BACT]), requires that any new or modified emissions unit that has 

a potential to emit 25 pounds per day or more of any nonattainment pollutant or its 
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e ICAPCD Rule 804 Open Areas, requires actions to prevent, reduce or mitigate the 

amount of fine Particulate Matter (PM-10) emissions generated from Open Areas. Open 

areas are defined as any open area having 0.5 acres or more within urban areas, or 3.0 

acres or more within rural areas; and contains at least 1,000 square feet of disturbed 

surface area. 

e ICAPCD Rule 310 Operstional Development Fee, has been adopted by the ICAPCD asa 

sound method for mitigating the emissions produced from the operations of new 

development projects throughout the County of Imperial. All project proponents have 

the option of either providing off-site mitigation or paying an Operational Development 

Fee. 

e ICAPCD Rule 428 Wood Burning Applicances, has been adopted by ICAPCD to 

limit emissions of particulate matter from wood burning appliances. Effective 

04/12/2019, no person shall sell, offer for sale, supply, install, or transfer a new wood 

burning appliance unless it: is a wood heater that complies with New Source 

Performance Standards (NSPS) certification requirements in effect at the time of 

installation, has a permanently affixed label certifying compliance with NSPS 

certification requirements in effect at the time of installation, or a U.S. EPA-Qualified 

Fireplace. 

® Rule 400.6 Natural Gas Water Heaters, has been adopted by ICAPCD to limit oxides of 

nitrogen emissions from natural gas-fired water heaters. This rule shall apply to 

manufacturers, distributors, retailers, and installers of natural gas-fired Water Heaters 

with heat input less than 75,000 British Thermal Units per hour, unless exempted 

pursuant to Section E of this rule. 

Sensitive Receptors 

Ambient air quality standards have been established to represent the levels of air quality 

considered sufficient, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect public health and welfare. 

They are designed to protect that segment of the public most susceptible to respiratory distress, 

such as children under 14; the elderly over 65; persons engaged in strenuous work or exercise; 

and people with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. The nearest receptors are 

single-family residences located west of Anderholt Road, approximately 1.5 miles west of the 

site. The Imperial Regional Detention Facility is located approximately 0.4 miles west of the site 

at 1572 Gateway Road. 
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AIR QUALITY IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Methodology and Significance Thresholds 

This air quality analysis conforms to the methodologies recommended in the ICAPCDs CEQA 

Air Quality Handbook (amended November 2007). The handbook includes thresholds for 

emissions associated with both construction and operation of proposed projects. All emissions 

associated with construction vehicle and equipment operations were calculated using the 

California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) software version 2022.1. As referenced, 

construction emissions would be associated with clearing, grading, excavation and construction 

of the buildings, paving and application of architectural coatings (i.e., paint). These emissions 

would consist of diesel exhaust and dust emissions. Construction equipment that would 

generate criteria air pollutants includes excavators, graders, dump trucks, and loaders used 

during the construction. It was assumed that all construction equipment used would be diesel- 

powered. Construction emissions associated with development of the proposed project by 

estimating the types of equipment (including the number) that would be used on-site during 

each of the construction phases and scope of improvements required to implement the project 

as defined herein. 

To determine whether construction of the project would cause a regional air quality impact. The 

increase in emissions would be compared with the ICAPCD’s recommended regional 

thresholds for operational emissions. 

Regional Thresholds. Based on Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, a project would 

have a significant air quality impact if it would: 

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; or 

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a 

substantial number of people. 

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

A project may be inconsistent with the SIP or related AQAP if it would generate population, 

housing, or employment growth exceeding forecasts used in the development of the AQAP. As 

referenced, the ICAPCD meets its regulatory responsibilities throu gh the State of California 
SIP. 

The ICAPCD adopted its first SIP in 1971 and has prepared updates to the SIP over the years. 

SIPs for controlling PMu, ozone, and a reasonably available control technology SIP are in place 

for Imperial County and constitute the AQAP for Imperial County. 
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The ICAPCD air quality plans aim to reduce emissions of criteria pollutants for which the 

region is in nonattainment by establishing a program of rules and regulations directed at 

reducing air pollutant emissions and achieving state and national air quality standards. 

As described herein, the proposed project would not generate emissions in excess of the 

ICAPCD thresholds. No housing would be provided and no additional employees would be 

required to manage the parking lot. The project would be required to comply with applicable 

ICAPCD rules, regulations, and requirements for minimizing emissions. Impacts would be less 

than significant under threshold a. 

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? 

New development with a potential to emit criteria pollutants below significance levels defined 

by the ICAPCD is referred to as a “Tier I project,” and is considered by the Imperial County 

APCD to have less than significant potential adverse impacts on local air quality. For Tier I 

projects, the project proponent should implement a set of feasible “standard” mitigation 

measures (determined by the Imperial County APCD) to reduce the air quality impacts to less 

than significant. A “Tier II project” is one whose emissions exceed any of the thresholds. Its 

impact is significant and the project proponent should select and implement all feasible 

“discretionary” mitigation measures (as determined by the Imperial County APCD) in addition 

to the standard measures. Tier I and Tier II thresholds are shown in Table 4. 

Table 4 

ICAPCD Tier I and Tier II Daily Operational Thresholds 

Pollutant Tier | Tier Il 

NOx and ROG Less than 137 Greater than 137 lbs/day 

Ibs/day 

PMio and SOx Less than 150 Greater than 150 lbs/day 

Ibs/day 

CO and PMz.s Less than 550 Greater than 550 lbs/day 

Ibs/day 

ROG = reactive organic gas; NOX = oxides of nitragen; CO = carbon 

monoxide; PM10 = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter 

10 microns or less; Ibs/day = pounds per day 
SOURCE: Imperial County APCD 2017 

The ICAPCD has developed specific quantitative thresholds that apply to short-term 

construction activities and project operation (see ICAPCD 2017 CEQA Handbook, Table 1, Page 

10) The thresholds are shown in Table 5. 

Table 5 

ICAPCD Daily Emission Thresholds 
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The ICAPCD air quality plans aim to reduce emissions of criteria pollutants for which the 

region is in nonattainment by establishing a program of rules and regulations directed at 

reducing air pollutant emissions and achieving state and national air quality standards. 

As described herein, the proposed project would not generate emissions in excess of the 

ICAPCD thresholds. No housing would be provided and no additional employees would be 

required to manage the parking lot. The project would be required to comply with applicable 

ICAPCD rules, regulations, and requirements for minimizing emissions. Impacts would be less 

than significant under threshold a. 

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? 

New development with a potential to emit criteria pollutants below significance levels defined 

by the ICAPCD is referred to as a “Tier I project,” and is considered by the Imperial County 

APCD to have less than significant potential adverse impacts on local air quality. For Tier I 

projects, the project proponent should implement a set of feasible “standard” mitigation 

measures (determined by the Imperial County APCD) to reduce the air quality impacts to less 

than significant. A “Tier II project” is one whose emissions exceed any of the thresholds. Its 

impact is significant and the project proponent should select and implement all feasible 

“discretionary” mitigation measures (as determined by the Imperial County APCD) in addition 

to the standard measures. Tier I and Tier II thresholds are shown in Table 4. 
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Carbon Monoxide 550 550 

Particulate Matter 10 150 150 

Particulate Matter 2.5 N/A 55* 

Sulfur Oxides N/A 150 

Source: ICAPCD CEQA Handbook, 2007 

Note: The ICAPCD has not adopted a significance threshold for operational or construction related emi
ssion 

of PM2.5 or construction related emissions of SOx. Recent projects in the ICAPCD have used a PM2.5
 

threshold for operation emissions of 55 pounds per day based on the SCAQMD's Final Methodology to
 

Calculate PM2.5 and PM2.5 Significance Thresholds (SCAQMD 2006). 

NA = Construction thresholds for PM2.5 and SOx are not applicable. 

Construction Emissions 

Project construction would generate temporary air pollutant emissions. These impacts are 

associated with fugitive dust (PMioand PM2s) and exhaust emissions from heavy construction 

vehicles. Construction would generally consist of site preparation, grading and excavation to 

prepare the development pad, placement of paving and striping, fencing and installation of 

lighting and related improvements. For modeling purposes, it was assumed that 1,080 cubic 

yards of soil would be exported from the site. Construction emission estimates are shown in 

Table 6 for each phase. 
Table 6 

Estimated Maximum Daily Construction Emissions 

Maximum Emissions (Ibs/day) 

Construction Phase 
ROG NOx co SOx PMhio PM2.5 

Construction — 2026 4.1 11.7 11.1 0.03 6.5 3.4 

ICAPCD Regi LS ie egional Thresholds 75 100 550 Standard 150 Standard 

Threshold Exceeded No No No No No No 

Summer emissions shown 

The emissions shown in Table 6 assume exposed soil areas would be watered twice daily to 

control fugitive dust emissions. To minimize fugitive dust and general construction emissions, 

the applicant would be required to implement fugitive dust control measures per ICAPCD 

Rules 801 and 804 as referenced herein. The fugitive dust control plan and related requirements 

to control fugitive dust emissions during construction are addressed as follows and assumed to 

be conditions of approval for the project: 

Condition of Approval AQ-1: Prior to commencing construction, the project applicant 

will be required to submit a Dust Control Plan to the ICAPCD for approval. The Dust 

Control Plan will identify all sources of PM emissions and associated mitigation 

measures during the construction and operational phases (see Rule 801 F.2). The 

applicant shall submit a “Construction Notification Form” to the ICAPCD 10 days prior 

to the commencement of any earthmoving activity. The Dust Control Plan submitted to 

the ICAPCD shall meet all applicable requirements for control of fugitive dust 
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emissions, including the following measures designed to achieve the no grea
ter than 20- 

percent opacity performance standard for dust control and address the following 

parameters: 

e All disturbed areas, including bulk material storage that is not being actively used, 

shall be effectively stabilized; and visible emissions shall be limited to no greater than 

20-percent opacity for dust emissions by using water, chemical stabilizers, dust 

suppressants, tarps or other suitable material, such as vegetative groundcover. Bulk 

material is defined as earth, rock, silt, sediment, and other organic and/or inor
ganic 

material consisting of or containing particulate matter with 5 percent or greater silt 

content. For modeling purposes, it was assumed that watering would occur twice 

daily. 

e All on-site unpaved roads segments or areas used for hauling materials shall be 

effectively stabilized. Visible emissions shall be limited to no greater than 20 percent 

opacity for dust emissions by restricting vehicle access, paving, application of 

chemical stabilizers, dust suppressants and/or watering. 

e The transport of bulk materials on public roads shall be completely covered, unless 6 

inches of freeboard space from the top of the container is maintained with no 

spillage and loss of bulk material. In addition, the cargo compartment of all haul 

trucks shall be cleaned and/or washed at the delivery site after removal of bulk 

material, prior to using the trucks to haul material on public roadways. 

e All track-out or carry-out on paved public roads, which includes bulk materials that 

adhere to the exterior surfaces of motor vehicles and/or equipment (including tires) 

that may then fall onto the pavement, shall be cleaned at the end of each workday or 

immediately when mud or dirt extends a cumulative distance of 50 linear feet or 

more onto a paved road within an urban area. 

© Movement of bulk material handling or transfer shall be stabilized prior to handling 

or at points of transfer with application of sufficient water, chemical st
abilizers, or by 

sheltering or enclosing the operation and transfer line except where such material or 

activity is exempted from stabilization by the rules of ICAPCD. 

Each project proponent shall implement all applicable standard measures for constructio
n 

combustion equipment for the reduction of excess NOx emissions as contained in the 

Imperial County CEQA Air Quality Handbook and associated regulations. These 

measures include: 

® Use alternative-fueled or catalyst-equipped diesel construction equipment, including 

all off-road and portable diesel-powered equipment. 
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e Minimize idling time, either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing 

the time of idling to five minutes at a maximum. 

e Limit the hours of operation of heavy-duty equipment and/or the amount of 

equipment in use. Replace fossil-fueled equipment with electrically driven 

equivalents (assuming powered by a portable generator set and are available, cost 

effective, and capable of performing the task in an effective, timely manner). 

e Curtail construction during periods of high ambient pollutant concentrations, this 

may include ceasing construction activity during the peak hour of vehicular traffic on 

adjacent roadways. 

e Implement activity management (e.g., rescheduling activities to avoid overlap of 

construction phases, which would reduce short-term impacts). 

With implementation of condition of approval AQ-1, construction related impacts would be less 

than significant. No mitigation would be required. 

Construction-Related Toxic Air Contaminant Impacts 

The greatest potential for toxic air contaminant emissions would be related to diesel particulate 

emissions associated with heavy equipment operations during construction of the proposed 

project. Health effects from carcinogenic air toxics are usually described in terms of “individual 

cancer risk”. The California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) 

health risk guidance states that a residential receptor should be evaluated based on a 30-year 

exposure period. “Individual Cancer Risk” is the likelihood that a person exposed to 

concentrations of toxic air contaminants over a 70-year lifetime will contract cancer, based on 

the use of standard risk-assessment methodology. Given the short-term construction schedule, 

the proposed project would not result in a long-term (Le., 30 or 70 year) exposure toa 

substantial source of toxic air contaminant emissions; and thus, would not be exposed to the 

related individual cancer risk. Therefore, no significant short-term toxic air contaminant 

impacts would occur during construction of the proposed project. 

Construction-Related Odor Impacts 

Potential sources of odor during construction activities include equipment exhaust and 

activities such as paving. The objectionable odors that may be produced during the construction 

process would occur periodically and end when construction is completed. No significant 

impact related to odors would occur during construction of the proposed project per threshold 

(d) referenced above. 
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With implementation of condition of approval AQ-1, construction related impacts would be less 

than significant. No mitigation would be required. 
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The greatest potential for toxic air contaminant emissions would be related to diesel particulate 

emissions associated with heavy equipment operations during construction of the proposed 

project. Health effects from carcinogenic air toxics are usually described in terms of “individual 

cancer risk”. The California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) 

health risk guidance states that a residential receptor should be evaluated based on a 30-year 

exposure period. “Individual Cancer Risk” is the likelihood that a person exposed to 

concentrations of toxic air contaminants over a 70-year lifetime will contract cancer, based on 

the use of standard risk-assessment methodology. Given the short-term construction schedule, 

the proposed project would not result in a long-term (Le., 30 or 70 year) exposure toa 

substantial source of toxic air contaminant emissions; and thus, would not be exposed to the 

related individual cancer risk. Therefore, no significant short-term toxic air contaminant 

impacts would occur during construction of the proposed project. 

Construction-Related Odor Impacts 

Potential sources of odor during construction activities include equipment exhaust and 

activities such as paving. The objectionable odors that may be produced during the construction 

process would occur periodically and end when construction is completed. No significant 

impact related to odors would occur during construction of the proposed project per threshold 

(d) referenced above. 
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Long-Term Regional] Impacts 

Regional Pollutant Emissions 

An analysis of maximum daily emissions during operation was conducted to determine if 

emissions would exceed the daily thresholds for any pollutant of concern. The maximum daily 

operational emissions would occur at project buildout. Operational emissions include emissions 

from electricity consumption (energy sources), vehicle trips (mobile sources), and area sources 

including landscape equipment and architectural coating emissions as the structures are 

repainted over the life of the project. Modeling assumed that no fireplaces or wood burning 

stoves would be installed withing the residential units. 

Motor Vehicle Emissions. Motor vehicle emissions refer to exhaust and road dust emissions 

from the automobiles that would travel to and from the project site. Project trip generation rates 

were obtained from the applicant and assumes 15 heavy truck/trailer trips daily. The vehicle 

fleet mix is defined as the mix of motor vehicle classes active during the operation of the project. 

Emission factors are assigned to the expected vehicle mix as a function of vehicle class, speed, 

and fuel use (gasoline and diesel-powered vehicles). In this case, it was assumed that all 

vehicles accessing the site would be heavy trucks. The CalEEMod 2022.1 trip rates were 

adjusted to match the project trip generation rates. The default fleet mix was used for all 

calculations. 

Architectural Coatings (Painting). Paints release VOC emissions during application and 

drying. The parking lot would be restriping on occasion. The project is required to comply with 

the ICAPCD Rule 424— Architectural Coatings. The rule required flat paints to meet a standard 

of 100 g/l for non-flat coatings and 150 g/l for traffic/pavement markings. 

Landscape Equipment. This category assumes use of equipment including 

lawnmowers/trimmers, blowers and related maintenance equipment. Default emission rates 

developed for CalEEMod were used for modeling purposes. 

Electricity. Electricity used by the project (for lighting, etc.) would result in emissions from the 

power plants that would generate electricity distributed on the electrical power grid. Electricity 

emissions estimates are only used in the GHG analysis. CalEEMod was used to estimate these 

emissions from the project. 

Solid Waste. GHG emissions would be generated from the decomposition of solid waste 

generated by the project. CalEEMod was used to estimate the GHG emissions from this source. 

Table 7 summarizes emissions associated with project operation. Daily PM10 emissions are 

reflective of the fleet mix. As stated, it was assumed that 100 percent of the fleet accessing the 

site would be heavy trucks. As shown, daily emissions would not exceed the ICAPCD 

standards for pollutants modeled. 
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Table 7 

Estimated Operational Emissions 

Estimated Emissions (Ibs/day) 

Proposed Project 
ROG NOx co SOx PMi0 PM2.5 

Mobile, Area and Energy 

Operational Emissions 0.02 0.78 0.02 0.006 74.2 7.4 

ICAPCD Thresholds 137 137 550 150 150 55 

Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No 

Summer emissions shown. 

c. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations 

Construction-Related Toxic Air Contaminant Impacts. The greatest potential for toxic air 

contaminant emissions would be related to diesel particulate emissions associated with heavy 

equipment operations during construction of the proposed project and truck traffic. According
 

to SCAQMD methodology, health effects from carcinogenic air toxics are usually described in 

terms of “individual cancer risk”. “Individual Cancer Risk” is the likelihood that a person 

exposed to concentrations of toxic air contaminants over a 70-year lifetime will contract cancer, 

based on the use of standard risk-assessment methodology. Given the short-term phased 

construction schedule, the proposed project would not result in a long-term (Le., 70 years) 

substantial source of toxic air contaminant emissions and related individual cancer risk. 

Therefore, no significant short-term toxic air contaminant impacts would occur during 

construction of the proposed project phases or components of each phase as they are proposed. 

d. Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a 

substantial number of people. 

The State of California Health and Safety Code, Division 26, Part 4, Chapter 3, Section 41700, 

SCAOMD Rule 403, and City of Perris Municipal Code Section 19.44.070, commonly referre
d to 

as public nuisance law, prohibits emissions from any source whatsoever in such quantities of air 

contaminants or other material that cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to the 

public health or damage to property. Projects required to obtain permits from SCAQMD are 

evaluated by staff for potential odor nuisance, and conditions may be applied (or control 

equipment required) where necessary to prevent occurrence of public nuisance. 

SCAQMD Rule 402 (Public Nuisance) also prohibits emission of any material that causes 

nuisance to a considerable number of persons or endangers the comfort, health, or safety of any 

person. A project that involves a use that would produce objectionable odors would be deemed 

to have a significant odor impact if it would affect a considerable number of off-site receptors. 

Odor issues are very subjective by the nature of odors themselves and because measurements 

are difficult to quantify. As a result, this guideline is qualitative and focuses on the existing and 

potential surrounding uses and location of sensitive receptors. 
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The occurrence and severity of potential odor impacts depends on numerous factors. The 

nature, frequency, and intensity of the source; the wind speeds and direction, and the sensitivity 

of receiving location each contribute to the intensity of the impact. Although offensive odors 

seldom cause physical harm, they can be annoying and cause distress among the public and 

generate citizen complaints. Odors would be potentially generated from vehicles and 

equipment exhaust emissions during construction of the project. Potential odors produced 

during construction would be attributable to exhaust emissions, architectural coatings, and 

asphalt pavement application. Such odors would disperse rapidly from the project site and 

generally occur at magnitudes that would not affect substantial numbers of people. Therefore, 

impacts associated with other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a 

substantial number of people during construction would be less than significant. 

Land uses and industrial operations that are associated with odor complaints include 

agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, 

composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding facilities. The project would 

construct and operate a new parking lot. This use is not associated with emissions (such as 

those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people that could rise to the 

level of significance. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant per threshold (d). 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

Gases that absorb and re-emit infrared radiation in the atmosphere are called greenhouse gases 

(GHGs). GHGs are present in the atmosphere naturally, are released by natural sources, or are 

formed from secondary reactions taking place in the atmosphere. The gases that are widely seen as 

the principal contributors to human-induced climate change include carbon dioxide (CO2), 

methane (CHs), nitrous oxides (N20), fluorinated gases such as hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs) and 

perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SFs). Water vapor is excluded from the list of 

GHGs because it is short-lived in the atmosphere and its atmospheric concentrations are largely 

determined by natural processes, such as oceanic evaporation. 

GHGs are emitted by both natural processes and human activities. Of these gases, CO2 and CHa are 

emitted in the greatest quantities from human activities. Emissions of CO: are largely by-products 

of fossil fuel combustion, whereas CH: results from off-gassing associated with agricultural 

practices and landfills. Man-made GHGs, many of which have greater heat-absorption potential 

than COs, include fluorinated gases and sulfur hexafluoride (SFs) (California Environmental 

Protection Agency [CalEPA], 2006). Different types of GHGs have varying global warming 

potentials (GWPs). The GWP of a GHG is the potential of a gas or aerosol to trap heat in the 

atmosphere over a specified timescale (generally, 100 years). Because GHGs absorb different 

amounts of heat, a common reference gas (CO2) is used to relate the amount of heat absorbed to the 

amount of the gas emissions, referred to as “carbon dioxide equivalent” (CO2E), and is the amount 

of a GHG emitted multiplied by its GWP. Carbon dioxide has a GWP of one. By contrast, methane 

(CH) has a GWP of 28, meaning its global warming effect is 28 times greater than carbon dioxide 

on a molecule per molecule basis (IPCC, 2014). 
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composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding facilities. The project would 

construct and operate a new parking lot. This use is not associated with emissions (such as 

those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people that could rise to the 

level of significance. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant per threshold (d). 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

Gases that absorb and re-emit infrared radiation in the atmosphere are called greenhouse gases 

(GHGs). GHGs are present in the atmosphere naturally, are released by natural sources, or are 

formed from secondary reactions taking place in the atmosphere. The gases that are widely seen as 

the principal contributors to human-induced climate change include carbon dioxide (CO2), 

methane (CHs), nitrous oxides (N20), fluorinated gases such as hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs) and 

perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SFs). Water vapor is excluded from the list of 

GHGs because it is short-lived in the atmosphere and its atmospheric concentrations are largely 

determined by natural processes, such as oceanic evaporation. 

GHGs are emitted by both natural processes and human activities. Of these gases, CO2 and CHa are 

emitted in the greatest quantities from human activities. Emissions of CO: are largely by-products 

of fossil fuel combustion, whereas CH: results from off-gassing associated with agricultural 

practices and landfills. Man-made GHGs, many of which have greater heat-absorption potential 

than COs, include fluorinated gases and sulfur hexafluoride (SFs) (California Environmental 

Protection Agency [CalEPA], 2006). Different types of GHGs have varying global warming 

potentials (GWPs). The GWP of a GHG is the potential of a gas or aerosol to trap heat in the 

atmosphere over a specified timescale (generally, 100 years). Because GHGs absorb different 

amounts of heat, a common reference gas (CO2) is used to relate the amount of heat absorbed to the 

amount of the gas emissions, referred to as “carbon dioxide equivalent” (CO2E), and is the amount 

of a GHG emitted multiplied by its GWP. Carbon dioxide has a GWP of one. By contrast, methane 

(CH) has a GWP of 28, meaning its global warming effect is 28 times greater than carbon dioxide 

on a molecule per molecule basis (IPCC, 2014). 
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The largest source of GHG in California is transportation, contributing 39.9 percent of the state’s 

total GHG emissions. The industrial sector is the second largest source, contributing 21 percent of 

the state’s GHG emissions. California emissions result in part to its geographic size and large 

population compared to other states. However, a factor that reduces California’s per capita fuel use 

and GHG emissions, as compared to other states, is its relatively mild climate. In July 2017, 

California’s state legislature passed Assembly Bill (AB) 398 to reauthorize and extend until 2030 

the state’s economy-wide GHG reduction program. California has established a GHG target of 

at least 40% below the 1990 level of emissions by 2030. 

California Regulations 

In 2005, former Governor Schwarzenegger issued Executive Order (EO) S-3-05, establishing 

statewide GHG emissions reduction targets. EO S-3-05 states that by 2020, emissions shall be 

reduced to 1990 levels; and by 2050, emissions shall be reduced to 80 percent of 1990 levels 

(CalEPA, 2006). In response to EO S-3-05, CalEPA created the Climate Action Team (CAT), 

which in March 2006 published the Climate Action Team Report (the “2006 CAT Report”) 

(CalEPA, 2006). The 2006 CAT Report recommended various strategies that the state could 

pursue to reduce GHG emissions. These strategies could be implemented by various state 

agencies to ensure that the emission reduction targets in EO S-3-05 are met and can be met with 

existing authority of the state agencies. The strategies include the reduction of passenger and 

light duty truck emissions, the reduction of idling times for diesel trucks, an overhaul of 

shipping technology/infrastructure, increased use of alternative fuels, increased recycling, and 

landfill methane capture. 

Assembly Bill 32 and CARB’s Scoping Plan 

To further the goals established in EO S-3-05, the Legislature passed Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the 

California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. AB 32 requires California to reduce its GHG 

emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. Under AB 32, CARB is responsible for and is recognized as 

having the expertise to carry out and develop the programs and requirements necessary to 

achieve the GHG emissions reduction mandate of AB 32. Under AB 32, CARB must adopt 

regulations requiring the reporting and verification of statewide GHG emissions from specified 

sources. This program is used to monitor and enforce compliance with established standards. 

CARB also is required to adopt rules and regulations to achieve the maximum technologically 

feasible and cost-effective GHG emission reductions. AB 32 authorized CARB to adopt market- 

based compliance mechanisms to meet the specified requirements. Finally, CARB is responsible 

for monitoring compliance and enforcing any rule, regulation, order, emission limitation, 

emission reduction measure, or market-based compliance mechanism adopted. 

In 2007, CARB approved a limit on the statewide GHG emissions level for year 2020 consistent 

with the determined 1990 baseline (427 MMT CO:E). CARB’s adoption of this limit is in 

accordance with Health and Safety Code, Section 38550. 

Further, in 2008, CARB adopted the Scoping Plan in accordance with Health and Safety Code 

Section 38561. The Scoping Plan establishes an overall framework for the measures that will be 

adopted to reduce California’s GHG emissions for various emission sources/sectors to 1990 
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levels by 2020. The Scoping Plan evaluates opportunities for sector-specific reductions, 

integrates all CARB and Climate Action Team early actions and additional GHG reduction 

features by both entities, identifies additional measures to be pursued as regulations, and 

outlines the role of a cap-and-trade program. The key elements of the Scoping Plan include the
 

following (CARB 2008): 

1. Expanding and strengthening existing energy efficiency programs, as well as buildin
g 

and appliance standards; 

2. Achieving a statewide renewable energy mix of 33%; 

3. Developing a California cap-and-trade program that links with other Western Climate 

Initiative partner programs to create a regional market system and caps sources 

contributing 85% of California’s GHG emissions; 

2. Establishing targets for transportation-related GHG emissions for regions throughout 

California, and pursuing policies and incentives to achieve those targets; 

3. Adopting and implementing measures pursuant to existing state laws and policies, 

including California’s clean car standards, goods movement measures, and the Low 

Carbon Fuel Standard; and 

4, Creating targeted fees, including a public goods charge on water use, fees on high GWP 

gases, and a fee to fund the administrative costs of the State of California’s long-term 

commitment to AB 32 implementation. 

In the Scoping Plan (CARB 2008), CARB determined that achieving the 1990 emissions level in 

2020 would require a reduction in GHG emissions of approximately 28.5% from the otherwise 

projected 2020 emissions level (i.e., those emissions that would occur in 2020) absent GHG 

reducing laws and regulations (referred to as Business-As-Usual (BAU)). To calculate this 

percentage reduction, CARB assumed that all new electricity generation would be supplied by 

natural gas plants, no further regulatory action would impact vehicle fuel efficiency, and 

building energy efficiency codes would be held at 2005 standards. 

In the 2011 Final Supplement to the AB 32 Scoping Plan Functional Equivalent Document 

(CARB 2011a), CARB revised its estimates of the projected 2020 emissions level in light of the 

economic recession and the availability of updated information about GHG reduction 

regulations. Based on the new data, CARB determined that achieving the 1990 emissions level 

by 2020 would require a reduction in GHG emissions of 21.7% (down from 28.5%) from the 

BAU conditions. When the 2020 emissions level projection was updated to account for newly 

implemented regulatory measures, including Pavley I (model years 2009 2016) and the 

Renewables Portfolio Standard (RPS) (12% to 20%), CARB determined that achieving the 1990 

emissions level in 2020 would require a reduction in GHG emissions of 16% (down from 28.5%) 

from the BAU conditions. 

In 2014, CARB adopted the First Update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan: Building on the 

Framework (First Update; CARB 2014). The stated purpose of the First Update is to “highlight 

California’s success to date in reducing its GHG emissions and lay the foundation for 

establishing a broad framework for continued emission reductions beyond 2020, on the path to 
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reducing laws and regulations (referred to as Business-As-Usual (BAU)). To calculate this 

percentage reduction, CARB assumed that all new electricity generation would be supplied by 

natural gas plants, no further regulatory action would impact vehicle fuel efficiency, and 

building energy efficiency codes would be held at 2005 standards. 

In the 2011 Final Supplement to the AB 32 Scoping Plan Functional Equivalent Document 

(CARB 2011a), CARB revised its estimates of the projected 2020 emissions level in light of the 

economic recession and the availability of updated information about GHG reduction 

regulations. Based on the new data, CARB determined that achieving the 1990 emissions level 

by 2020 would require a reduction in GHG emissions of 21.7% (down from 28.5%) from the 

BAU conditions. When the 2020 emissions level projection was updated to account for newly 

implemented regulatory measures, including Pavley I (model years 2009 2016) and the 
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In 2014, CARB adopted the First Update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan: Building on the 

Framework (First Update; CARB 2014). The stated purpose of the First Update is to “highlight 

California’s success to date in reducing its GHG emissions and lay the foundation for 

establishing a broad framework for continued emission reductions beyond 2020, on the path to 
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80% below 1990 levels by 2050” (CARB 2014). The First Update found that California is on track 

to meet the 2020 emissions reduction mandate established by AB 32 and noted that California 

could reduce emissions further by 2030 to levels needed to stay on track to reduce emissions to 

80% below 1990 levels by 2050 if the state realizes the expected benefits of existing policy goals. 

In conjunction with the First Update, CARB identified “six key focus areas comprising major 

components of the state’s economy to evaluate and describe the larger transformative actions 

that will be needed to meet the state’s more expansive emission reduction needs by 2050” 

(CARB 2014). Those six areas are (1) energy, (2) transportation (vehicles/equipment, sustainable 

communities, housing, fuels, and infrastructure), (3) agriculture, (4) water, (5) waste 

management, and (6) natural and working lands. The First Update identifies key recommended 

actions for each sector that will facilitate achievement of EO S-3-05’s 2050 reduction goal (CARB 

2014). 

Based on CARB’s research efforts presented in the First Update, it has a “strong sense of the mix 

of technologies needed to reduce emissions through 2050” (CARB 2014). Those technologies 

include energy demand reduction through efficiency and activity changes; large-scale 

electrification of on-road vehicles, buildings, and industrial machinery; decarbonizing electricity 

and fuel supplies; and the rapid market penetration of efficient and clean energy technologies. » 

As part of the First Update, CARB recalculated the state's 1990 emissions level using more 

recent GWPs identified by the IPCC. Using the recalculated 1990 emissions level (431 MMT 

COE) and the revised 2020-emissions-level projection identified in the 2011 Final 

Supplement, CARB determined that achieving the 1990 emissions level by 2020 would require a 

reduction in GHG emissions of approximately 15% (instead of 28.5% or 16%) from the BAU 

conditions (CARB 2014). 

In January 2017, CARB released, The 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan Update (Second 

Update; CARB 2017b), for public review and comment. This update proposes CARB’s strategy 

for achieving the state’s 2030 GHG target as established in Senate Bill (SB) 32 (discussed below), 

including continuing the Cap-and-Trade Program through 2030, and includes a new approach 

to reduce GHGs from refineries by 20%. The Second Update incorporates approaches to cutting 

short-lived climate pollutants (SLCPs) under the Short-Lived Climate Pollutant Reduction 

Strategy (a planning document that was adopted by CARB in March 2017), acknowledges the 

need for reducing emissions in agriculture, and highlights the work underway to ensure that 

California’s natural and working lands increasingly sequester carbon. During development of 

the Second Update, CARB held a number of public workshops in the N atural and Working 

Lands, Agriculture, Energy, and Transportation sectors to inform development of the 2030 

Scoping Plan Update (CARB 2016). The Second Update has not been considered by CARB’s 

Governing Board at the time this analysis was prepared. 

Executive Order S-01-07 was enacted on January 18, 2007. The order mandates that a Low Carbon 

Fuel Standard (“LCFS”) for transportation fuels be established for California to reduce the carbon 

intensity of Califomia’s transportation fuels by at least 10 percent by 2020. 
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Other regulations affecting state and local GHG planning and policy development are summarized 

as follows: 

Assembly Bill 939 and Senate Bill 1374 

Assembly Bill 939 (AB 939) requires that each jurisdiction in California to divert at least 50 

percent of its waste away from landfills, whether through waste reduction, recycling or other 

means. Senate Bill 1374 (SB 1374) requires the California Integrated Waste Management Board 

to adopt a model ordinance by March 1, 2004 suitable for adoption by any local agency to 

require 50 to 75 percent diversion of construction and demolition of waste materials from 

landfills. 

Senate Bill 1368 

SB 1368 required the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) to establish a performance 

standard for baseload generation of GHG emissions by investor-owned utilities by February 1, 

2007 and for local publicly owned utilities by June 30, 2007. These standards could not exceed 

the GHG emissions rate from a baseload combined-cycle, natural gas-fired plant. Furthermore, 

the legislation states that all electricity provided to the State, including imported electricity, 

must be generated by plants that meet the standards set by CPUC and California Energy 

Commission (CEC). 

Senate Bill 97 

Senate Bill 97 (SB 97) was adopted August 2007 and acknowledges that climate change is an 

environmental issue that requires analysis under CEQA. SB 97 directed the Governor's Office of 

Planning and Research (OPR), which is part of the State Natural Resources Agency, to prepare, 

develop, and transmit to CARB guidelines for the feasible mitigation of GHG emissions or the 

effects of GHG emissions, as required by CEQA, by July 1, 2009. The Natural Resources Agency 

was required to certify and adopt those guidelines by January 1, 2010. On December 30, 2009, 

the Natural Resources Agency adopted amendments to the CEQA guidelines that address GHG 

emissions. The CEQA Guidelines Amendments changed sections of the CEQA Guidelines and 

incorporated GHG language throughout the Guidelines. However, no GHG emissions 

thresholds of significance were provided and no specific mitigation measures were identified. 

The GHG emission reduction amendments went into effect on March 18, 2010 and are 

summarized below: 

1. Climate action plans and other greenhouse gas reduction plans can be used to determine 

whether a project has significant impacts, based upon its compliance with the plan. 

2. Local governments are encouraged to quantify the greenhouse gas emissions of 

proposed projects, noting that they have the freedom to select the models and 

methodologies that best meet their needs and circumstances. The section also 

recommends consideration of several qualitative factors that may be used in the 

determination of significance, such as the extent to which the given project complies 

with state, regional, or local GHG reduction plans and policies. OPR does not set or 

dictate specific thresholds of significance. Consistent with existing CEQA Guidelines, 
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OPR encourages local governments to develop and publish their own thresholds of 

significance for GHG impacts assessment. 

3. When creating their own thresholds of significance, local governments may consider the 

thresholds of significance adopted or recommended by other public agencies, or 

recommended by experts. 

4, New amendments include guidelines for determining methods to mitigate the effects of 

greenhouse gas emissions in Appendix F of the CEQA Guidelines. 

5. OPR is clear to state that “to qualify as mitigation, specific measures from an existing 

plan must be identified and incorporated into the project; general compliance with a 

plan, by itself, is not mitigation.” 

6. OPR’s emphasizes the advantages of analyzing GHG impacts on an institutional, 

programmatic level. OPR therefore approves tiering of environmental analyses and 

highlights some benefits of such an approach. 

7. Environmental impact reports (EIRs) must specifically consider a project's energy use 

and energy efficiency potential. 

Senate Bills 1078, 107, and X1-2 and Executive Orders S-14-08 and 5-21-09 

Senate Bill 1078 (SB 1078) requires retail sellers of electricity, including investor-owned utilities 

and community choice aggregators, to provide at least 20 percent of their supply from 

renewable sources by 2017. Senate Bill 107 (SB 107) changed the target date to 2010. Executive 

Order S-14-08 was signed on November 2008 and expands the State’s Renewable Energy 

Standard to 33 percent renewable energy by 2020. Executive Order S-21-09 directed CARB to 

adopt regulations by July 31, 2010, to enforce S-14-08. Senate Bill X1-2 codifies the 33 percent 

renewable energy requirement by 2020. 

California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 24, Part 6 

CCR Title 24, Part 6; California’s Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and 

Nonresidential Buildings (Title 24) were first established in 1978 in response to a legislative 

mandate to reduce California’s energy consumption. The standards are updated periodically to 

allow consideration and possible incorporation of new energy efficiency technologies and 

methods. Although it was not originally intended to reduce GHG emissions, electricity 

production by fossil fuels results in GHG emissions and energy efficient buildings require less 

electricity. Therefore, increased energy efficiency results in decreased GHG emissions. 

The 2022 Title 24 standards are the currently applicable building energy efficiency standards. 

These standards became effective on January 1, 2023. The 2022 Title 24 Building Energy 

Efficiency Standards will further reduce energy used and related GHG emissions compared to 

prior standards. 
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On August 11, 2021, the CEC adopted the 2022 Energy Code. In December 2021, it was
 

approved by the California Building Standards Commission for inclusion into the California
 

Building Standards Code. The 2022 Energy Code encourages efficient electric heat pumps, 

establishes electric-ready requirements for new homes, expands solar photovoltaic and battery 

storage standards, strengthens ventilation standards, and more. Buildings whose permit 

applications are applied for on or after January 1, 2023, must comply with the 2022 Energy 

Code. 

Senate Bill 375 

SB 375 (2008) addresses GHG emissions associated with the transportation sector through 

regional transportation and sustainability plans. SB 375 required CARB to adopt regional GHG 

reduction targets for the automobile and light-truck sector for 2020 and 2035. Regional 

metropolitan planning organizations are then responsible for preparing a Sustainable 

Communities Strategy (SCS) within their Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The goal of the 

SCS is to establish a forecasted development pattern for the region that, after considering 

transportation measures and policies, will achieve, if feasible, the GHG reduction targets. 
If an 

SCS is unable to achieve the GHG reduction target, a metropolitan planning organization must 

prepare an Alternative Planning Strategy demonstrating how the GHG reduction target would 

be achieved through alternative development patterns, infrastructure, or additional 

transportation measures or policies. Pursuant to California Government Code Section 

65080(b)(2)(K), an SCS does not regulate the use of land; supersede the land use authority 
of 

cities and counties; or require that a city’s or county's land use policies and regulations, 

including those in a general plan, be consistent with it. Nonetheless, SB 375 makes regional and 

local planning agencies responsible for developing those strategies as part of the federally 

required metropolitan transportation planning process and the state-mandated housing element 

process. 

In 2010, CARB adopted the SB 375 targets for the regional metropolitan planning organizations.
 

The targets adopted for SANDAG in 2010 are a 7% reduction in per-capita passenger-vehicle 

GHG emissions by 2020 and a 13% reduction by 2035, measured relative to 2005 GHG 

emissions. In 2018, CARB adopted the second round of SB 375 reduction targets, and increased
 

SANDAG's 2020 target to a 15% reduction in per-capita passenger-vehicle GHG emissions, and
 

the 2035 target to a 19% reduction using the same 2005 baseline. 

Senate Bill X7-7 

Senate Bill X7-7 (SB X7-7), enacted on November 9, 2009, mandates water conservation 
targets 

and efficiency improvements for urban and agricultural water suppliers. SB X7-7 requires the 

Department of Water Resources (DWR) to develop a task force and technical panel to develop 

alternative best management practices for the water sector. Additionally, SB X7-7 required the 

DWR to develop criteria for baseline uses for residential, commercial, and industrial 
uses for 

both indoor and landscaped area uses. The DWR was also required to develop targets and 

regulations that achieve a statewide 20 percent reduction in water usage. 
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California Green Building Standards 

Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations was established in 1978 and serves to enhance and 

regulate California’s building standards. While not initially promulgated to reduce GHG 

emissions, Part 6 of Title 24 specifically establishes Building Energy Efficiency Standards that 

are designed to ensure new and existing buildings in California achieve energy efficiency and 

preserve outdoor and indoor environmental quality. These energy efficiency standards are 

reviewed every few years by the Building Standards Commission and the California Energy 

Commission (CEC) (and revised if necessary) (California Public Resources Code, Section 

25402(b)(1)). The regulations receive input from members of industry, as well as the public, with 

the goal of “reducing of wasteful, uneconomic, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of 

energy” (California Public Resources Code, Section 25402). These regulations are carefully 

scrutinized and analyzed for technological and economic feasibility (California Public 

Resources Code, Section 25402(d)) and cost effectiveness (California Public Resources Code, 

Sections 25402(b)(2) and (b)(3)). These standards are updated to consider and incorporate new 

energy efficient technologies and construction methods. As a result, these standards save 

energy, increase electricity supply reliability, increase indoor comfort, avoid the need to 

construct new power plants, and help preserve the environment. 

The 2019 Title 24 building energy efficiency standards and became effective on January 1, 2020 

and addressed lighting, heating, cooling, ventilation, and water heating standards. The 2022 

Energy Code encourages efficient electric heat pumps, establishes electric-ready requirements 

for new homes, expands solar photovoltaic and battery storage standards and strengthens 

ventilation standards. 

Title 24, Part 11. In addition to the CEC’s efforts, in 2008, the California Building Standards 

Commission adopted the nation’s first green building standards. The California Green Building 

Standards Code (Part 11 of Title 24) is commonly referred to as “CALGreen,” and establishes 

minimum mandatory standards and voluntary standards pertaining to the planning and desig
n 

of sustainable site development, energy efficiency (in excess of the California Energy Code 

requirements), water conservation, material conservation, and interior air quality. The 

CALGreen standards initially took effect in January 2011 and instituted mandatory minimum 

environmental performance standards for all ground-up, new construction of commercial, low- 

rise residential, and state-owned buildings and schools and hospitals. The CALGreen 2019 

standards became effective on January 1, 2020. The CALGreen 2022 standards are the most 

current and became effective January 2023. The 2025 standards became effective on January 1, 

2026. The 2025 standards focus on increased electric vehicle (EV) charging requirements, stricter 

embodied carbon considerations and enhanced energy efficiency through heat pump 

technology. The mandatory standards require the following (24 CCR Part 11): 

® Mandatory reduction in indoor water use through compliance with specified flow 

rates for plumbing fixtures and fittings; 
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e Mandatory reduction in outdoor water use through compliance with a local water 

efficient landscaping ordinance or the California Department of Water Resources’ 

Model Water 

e Efficient Landscape Ordinance; 

© Diversion of 65% of construction and demolition waste from landfills; 

° Mandatory inspections of energy systems to ensure optimal working efficiency; 

e Inclusion of electric vehicle charging stations or designated spaces capable of 

supporting future charging stations; and 

e Low-pollutant-emitting exterior and interior finish materials, such as paints, carpets, 

vinyl] flooring, and particle board. 

The CALGreen standards also include voluntary efficiency measures that are provided at two 

separate tiers and implemented at the discretion of local agencies and applicants. CALGreen’s 

Tier 1 standards call for a 15% improvement in energy requirements, stricter water 

conservation, 65% diversion of construction and demolition waste, 10% recycled content in 

building materials, 20% permeable paving, 20% cement reduction, and cool/solar-reflective 

roofs. CALGreen’s more rigorous Tier 2 standards call for a 30% improvement in energy 

requirements, stricter water conservation, 75% diversion of construction and demolition waste, 

15% recycled content in building materials, 30% permeable paving, 25% cement reduction, and 

cool/solar-reflective roofs (24 CCR Part 11). 

The California Public Utilities Commission, CEC, and CARB also have a shared, established 

goal of achieving zero net energy (ZNE) for new construction in California. The key policy 

timelines include the following: (1) all new residential construction in California will be ZNE by 

2020, and (2) all new commercial construction in California will be ZNE by 2030 (CPUC 

2013).2 As most recently defined by the CEC in its 2015 Integrated Energy Policy Report., a ZNE 

code building is “one where the value of the energy produced by on-site renewable energy 

resources is equal to the value of the energy consumed annually by the building” using the 

CEC’s Time Dependent Valuation metric. 

In November 2022, CARB released a proposal to set new targets for renewable energy, clean 

buildings, carbon removal, and clean fuels in the transportation sector. If adopted by CAR
B, 

this plan will implement actions to build out a 100% clean energy gtid, achieve carbon 

neutrality by 2045. 

Title 20 

Title 20 of the California Code of Regulations requires manufacturers of appliances to meet state 

and federal standards for energy and water efficiency. Performance of appliances must be 

certified through the CEC to demonstrate compliance with standards. New appliances 

regulated under Title 20 include refrigerators, refrigerator-freezers, and freezers; room air 

2 It is expected that achievement of the ZNE goal will occur through revisions to the Title 24 standards. 
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e Low-pollutant-emitting exterior and interior finish materials, such as paints, carpets, 

vinyl] flooring, and particle board. 

The CALGreen standards also include voluntary efficiency measures that are provided at two 

separate tiers and implemented at the discretion of local agencies and applicants. CALGreen’s 

Tier 1 standards call for a 15% improvement in energy requirements, stricter water 

conservation, 65% diversion of construction and demolition waste, 10% recycled content in 

building materials, 20% permeable paving, 20% cement reduction, and cool/solar-reflective 

roofs. CALGreen’s more rigorous Tier 2 standards call for a 30% improvement in energy 

requirements, stricter water conservation, 75% diversion of construction and demolition waste, 

15% recycled content in building materials, 30% permeable paving, 25% cement reduction, and 

cool/solar-reflective roofs (24 CCR Part 11). 

The California Public Utilities Commission, CEC, and CARB also have a shared, established 

goal of achieving zero net energy (ZNE) for new construction in California. The key policy 

timelines include the following: (1) all new residential construction in California will be ZNE by 

2020, and (2) all new commercial construction in California will be ZNE by 2030 (CPUC 

2013).2 As most recently defined by the CEC in its 2015 Integrated Energy Policy Report., a ZNE 

code building is “one where the value of the energy produced by on-site renewable energy 

resources is equal to the value of the energy consumed annually by the building” using the 

CEC’s Time Dependent Valuation metric. 

In November 2022, CARB released a proposal to set new targets for renewable energy, clean 

buildings, carbon removal, and clean fuels in the transportation sector. If adopted by CAR
B, 

this plan will implement actions to build out a 100% clean energy gtid, achieve carbon 

neutrality by 2045. 

Title 20 

Title 20 of the California Code of Regulations requires manufacturers of appliances to meet state 

and federal standards for energy and water efficiency. Performance of appliances must be 

certified through the CEC to demonstrate compliance with standards. New appliances 

regulated under Title 20 include refrigerators, refrigerator-freezers, and freezers; room air 

2 It is expected that achievement of the ZNE goal will occur through revisions to the Title 24 standards. 
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conditioners and room air-conditioning heat pumps; central air conditioners; spot air 

conditioners; vented gas space heaters; gas pool heaters; plumbing fittings and plumbing 

fixtures; fluorescent lamp ballasts; lamps; emergency lighting; traffic signal modules; 

dishwaters; clothes washers and dryers; cooking products; electric motors; low voltage dry-type 

distribution transformers; power supplies; televisions and consumer audio and video 

equipment; and battery charger systems. Title 20 presents protocols for testing for each type of 

appliance covered under the regulations and appliances must meet the standards for energy 

performance, energy design, water performance, and water design. Title 20 contains three types 

of standards for appliances: federal and state standards for federally regulated appliances, state 

standards for federally regulated appliances, and state standards for non-federally regulated 

appliances. 

Executive Order B-30-15 

EO B-30-15 (April 2015) identified an interim GHG reduction target in support of targets 

previously identified under S-3-05 and AB 32. EO B-30-15 set an interim target goal of reducing 

statewide GHG emissions to 40% below 1990 levels by 2030 to keep California on its trajectory 

toward meeting or exceeding the long-term goal of reducing statewide GHG emissions to 80% 

below 1990 levels by 2050 as set forth in EO S-3-05. To facilitate achievement of this goal, EO B- 

30-15 calls for an update to CARB’s Scoping Plan to express the 2030 target in terms of MMT 

CO2E. EO B-30-15 also calls for state agencies to continue to develop and implement GHG 

emission reduction programs in support of the reduction targets. EO B-30-15 does not require 

local agencies to take any action to meet the new interim GHG reduction target. 

Senate Bill 32 and Assembly Bill 197 

SB 32 and AB 197 (enacted in 2016) are companion bills that set new statewide GHG reduction 

targets, make changes to CARB’s membership, increase legislative oversight of CARB’s climate 

change-based activities, and expand dissemination of GHG and other air quality—related 

emissions data to enhance transparency and accountability. More specifically, SB 32 codified the 

2030 emissions reduction goal of EO B-30-15 by requiring CARB to ensure that statewide GHG 

emissions are reduced to 40% below 1990 levels by 2030. AB 197 established the Joint Legislative 

Committee on Climate Change Policies, consisting of at least three members of the Senate and 

three members of the Assembly, in order to provide ongoing oversight over implementation of 

the state’s climate policies. AB 197 added two members of the Legislature to CARB as 

nonvoting members; requires CARB to make available and update (at least annually via its 

website) emissions data for GHGs, criteria air pollutants, and toxic air contaminants from 

reporting facilities; and requires CARB to identify specific information for GHG emissions 

reduction measures when updating the Scoping Plan. 

SB 350— Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act of 2015 

In October 2015, the legislature approved and the Governor signed SB 350, which reaffirms 

California’s commitment to reducing its GHG emissions and addressing climate change. Key 

provisions include an increase in the renewables portfolio standard (RPS), higher energy 

efficiency requirements for buildings, initial strategies towards a regional electricity grid, and 

improved infrastructure for electric vehicle charging stations. Provisions for a 50 percent 
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reduction in the use of petroleum statewide were removed from the Bill because of opposition 

and concern that it would prevent the Bill’s passage. Specifically, SB 350 requires the following 

to reduce statewide GHG emissions: 

1. Increase the amount of electricity procured from renewable energy sources from 

33 percent to 50 percent by 2030, with interim targets of 40 percent by 2024, and 

25 percent by 2027, 

2. Double the energy efficiency in existing buildings by 2030. This target will be 

achieved through the CPUC, the CEC, and local publicly-owned utilities. 

3. Reorganize the Independent System Operator (ISO) to develop more regional 

electrify transmission markets and to improve accessibility in these markets, 

which will facilitate the growth of renewable energy markets in the western 

United States. 

SB 100 

On September 10, 2018, Governor Brown signed SB 100, which raises California’s RPS 

requirements to 60 percent by 2030, with interim targets, and 100 percent by 2045. The bill also 

establishes a state policy that eligible renewable energy resources and zero-carbon resources 

supply 100 percent of all retail sales of electricity to California end-use customers and 100 

percent of electricity procured to serve all state agencies by December 31, 2045. Under the bill, 

the state cannot increase carbon emissions elsewhere in the western grid or allow resource 

shuffling to achieve the 100 percent carbon-free electricity target. 

Executive Order B-55-18 

On September 10, 2018, Governor Brown signed Executive Order B-55-2018 which established a 

new statewide goal to achieve carbon neutrality as soon as possible and no later than 2045. The 

executive order also states that California will achieve and maintain net negative emissions 

thereafter. 

AB 2127 

AB 2127 promotes better planning for EV infrastructure build-out across all vehicle classes. AB 

2127 would help the state meet the goal of 5 million zero-emission vehicles (ZEV) on the road 

by 2030. 

Local Regulations and CEQA Requirements 

Pursuant to the requirements of SB 97, the Resources Agency has adopted amendments to the State 

CEQA Guidelines for the feasible mitigation of GHG emissions or the effects of GHG emissions. 

The adopted CEQA Guidelines provide general regulatory guidance on the analysis and 

mitigation of GHG emissions in CEQA documents but contain no suggested thresholds of 

significance for GHG emissions. Instead, lead agencies are given the discretion to set quantitative 

or qualitative thresholds for the assessment and mitigation of GHGs and climate change impacts. 

The general approach to developing a Threshold of Significance for GHG emissions is to identify 

the emissions level for which a project would not be expected to substantially conflict with existing 
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California legislation adopted to reduce statewide GHG emissions needed to move the state 
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level, its contribution to cumulative impacts would be considered significant. 

The California Supreme Court addressed the issue of GHG emissions and the evaluation of 

potential impacts in CEQA documents, in the Center for Biological Diversity v. California 

Department of Fish and Wildlife and Newhall Land and Farming case, (2015) 224 Cal. App.4th 

1105 (CBD vs. CDFW), also known as the “Newhall Ranch” case. The justices examined one of 

the most common approaches to GHG analyses for development projects which was evaluating 

the efficiency of a project’s emissions reduction in the context of the AB 32’s 2020 reduction 

goal, as presented in the statewide CARB Scoping Plan, using a comparison to an unregulated, 

“business as usual (BAU)” emissions scenario. As discussed in the Newhall Ranch decision, 

determining consistency with local GHG reduction plans or Climate Action Plans that qualify 

under Section 15183.5 of the CEQA Guidelines may be the most effective strategy for local 

governments to assess the significance of GHG emissions from proposed land development 

projects. Qualified CAPs also provide a workable option for addressing post-2020 GHG 

emissions and resolving issues that arise out of project-level GHG analyses raised in the Court's 

decision. 

The Imperial County Transportation Commission adopted a Climate Action Plan (June 2021); 

however, no specific quantitative thresholds are provided to evaluate whether specific projects 
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lead agency's decision is supported by substantial evidence. Thus, in the absence of any GHG 
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similar geography and climate patterns as found in Imperial County and are used for 

determining the significance of GHG emissions in the Riverside County portion of the Salton 

Sea Air Basin, the air basin where the project is located. 

Therefore, the 3,000 metric ton of CO2e threshold is appropriate for analysis of the proposed 

project. The project is also evaluated for consistency with regulations or requirements adopted 

by the 2017 CARB Climate Change Scoping Plan and 2022 Scoping Plan Update. GHG 

emissions were modeled using CalEEMod 2022.1, the statewide land use emissions computer 

model designed to estimate air and GHG emissions associated with both construction and 

operations from land development projects. 
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in March 2010. These guidelines are used in evaluating the cumulative significance of GHG 

emissions from the proposed project. According to the adopted CEQA Guidelines, impact
s 

related to GHG emissions from the proposed project would be significant if the project woul
d: 

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant im
pact on 

the environment; and/or 

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the em
issions 

of greenhouse gases. 

The vast majority of individual projects do not generate sufficient GHG emissions to create a 

project-specific impact through a direct influence to climate change; therefore, the issue 
of 

climate change typically involves an analysis of whether a project's contribution towards an 

impact is cumulatively considerable. “Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental 

effects of an individual project are significant when viewed in connection with the effects of pas
t 

projects, other current projects, and probable future projects (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15355)
. 

Methodology 

GHG emissions associated with construction and operation of the proposed project and 
existing 

development have been estimated using California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) 

version 2022.1. 

Construction Emissions 

Construction of the proposed project would generate temporary GHG emissions primari
ly 

associated with the operation of construction equipment, worker trips and truck trip
s required 

for hauling excavation spoils, materials and equipment. Site preparation and grading ty
pically 

generate the greatest emission quantities because the use of heavy equipment is greatest
 during 

this phase of construction. Emissions associated with the construction period were est
imated 

based on the projected maximum amount of equipment that would be used on-site a
t one time. 

Air districts such as the SDAPCD have recommended amortizing construction-relate
d 

emissions over a 30-year period to calculate annual emissions. Complete CalEEMod 
results and 

assumptions can be viewed in Appendix A. 

Operational Emissions 

Default values used in CalEEMod version 2022.1 are based on the California Energy Commission 

(CEC) sponsored California Commercial End Use Survey (CEUS) and Residential Applianc
e 

Saturation Survey (RASS) studies. CalEEMod provides operational emissions of CO2z, NzO an
d 

CHs. This methodology has been subjected to peer review by numerous public and private 

stakeholders, and in particular by the CEC; and therefore, is considered reasonable
 and reliable for 

use in GHG impact analysis pursuant to CEQA. It is also recommended by CAPCOA (Janua
ry 

2008). 
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Emissions associated with area sources (i.e., consumer products, landscape maintenance, and 

architectural coating) were calculated in CalEEMod based on standard emission rates from CARB, 

USEPA, and district supplied emission factor values (CalEEMod User Guide, 2022). Emissions 

from waste generation were also calculated in CalEEMod and are based on the IPCC’s methods for 

quantifying GHG emissions from solid waste using the degradable organic content of waste 

(CalEEMod User Guide, 2022). Waste disposal rates by land use and overall composition of 

municipal solid waste in California was primarily based on data provided by the California 

Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle). The proposed project is expected 

to generate minimal area source or solid waste disposal emissions 

Emissions from water and wastewater usage calculated in CalEEMod were based on the default 

electricity intensity from the CEC’s 2006 Refining Estimates of Water-Related Energy Use in 

California using the average values for Northem and Southern California. Emissions from mobile 

sources were based on trip generation data provided by the applicant. 

a. Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may 

have a significant impact on the environment? 

Construction Emissions 

The construction activity analysis is based on the anticipated construction period shown in 

Table 8 below. Based on CalEEMod results, construction activity would generate an estimated 

73 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2E Amortized over a 30-year period (the 

assumed life of the project), construction of each phase would generate a combined total of 2 

metric tons of COzE per year. 

Table 8 

Estimated Construction Related Greenhouse Gas 

Emissions 

Annual Emissions 
Year (metric tons CO2E) 

2026 73 

Amortized over 30 years 2 

See Appendix for CalEEMod software program output 

Operational Indirect and Stationary Direct Emissions 

Long-term emissions relate to energy use, solid waste, water use, and transportation. Each 

source is discussed below and includes the emissions anticipated emissions that would result 

from the proposed project. 

Energy Use. Operation would consume electricity (see Appendix A for CalEEMod results). The 

generation of electricity through combustion of fossil fuels typically yields COz, and to a smaller 
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extent, NxO and CH. As shown in Table 9, the combined net increase in energy use at the 

project site would result in approximately 5 metric tons of COsE per year. 

Water Use Emissions/Solid Waste. The project would require a minimal amount of water for 

cleaning/maintenance purposes. Based on the amount of electricity needed to supply and 

convey water demand for the project and emissions generated by the disposal of solid waste, a
s 

shown in Table 10, unmitigated, the Project would generate 1 metric tons of CO2zE per year. 

Table 9 

Estimated Annual Energy-Related Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Annual Emissions 
Emission Source (CO2E) 

Electricity 5 

Natural Gas 0 

Combined Total 30 

See Appendix for GalEEMod software program output 

Table 10 

Estimated Annual 

Solid Waste and Water Use Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Emission Source 
Annual Emissions 

(CO2E) 

Water 4 metric tons 

Solid Waste 0 metric tons 

Total Water and Solid Waste 1 metric tons 

See Appendix for CalEEMod software program output 

Transportation Emissions. Mobile source GHG emissions were estimated using modified trip 

generation rates provided by the applicant. Table 11 shows the estimated mobile GHG 

emissions. The Project would generate approximately 114 metric tons of COoE associated with 

mobile sources. 

Table 11 

Estimated Annual Mobile Emissions of Greenhouse Gases 

Emission Source 
Annual Emissions 

(CQ2E) 

Mobile 114 metric tons 

Total 114 metric tons 

See Appendix for CalEEMod sofiware program output. 
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Combined Construction, Stationary and Mobile Source Emissions 

Table 12 combines construction, operational, and mobile GHG emissions associated with 
the 

proposed project. The Project would generate approximately 122 metric tons of CO2E an
nually. 

The proposed project is evaluated based on the threshold of 3,000 MT CO2E annually. 
As shown, 

GHG emissions would not exceed the 3,000 metric ton screening threshold. GHG emi
ssions 

would be less than significant per threshold a. 

Table 12 

Combined Annual Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Annual Emissions 
Emission Source (CO2E) 

Construction 2 

Operational 
Energy 5 metric tons 

Water/Solid Waste 

Area Sources 
Refrigerants 

Mobile 

1 metric tons 
0 metric ton 

0 metric tons 

114 metric tons 

Combined Total 122 

See Appendix for CalEEMod software program output. 

b. Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for t
he 

purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

As stated, the County of Imperial does not have a Climate Action Plan and the Imperial
 County 

Transportation Commission June 2021 Climate Action Plan does not provide GHG emiss
ion 

thresholds for use in determining impacts for CEQA purpose. However, as stated, the pro
ject 

would not exceed the 3,000 metric ton annual GHG standard. There are numerous State pl
ans, 

policies, and regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. The princ
ipal 

overall State plan and policy is AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 20
06. The 

quantitative goal of AB 32 is to reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. SB 32 would
 

require further reductions of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. Statewide plans and 

regulations such as GHG emissions standards for vehicles (AB 1493), the Low Carbon Fuel
 

Standard, and regulations requiring an increasing fraction of electricity to be generated f
rom 

renewable sources, are being implemented at the statewide level; as such, complian
ce at the 

Project level is not addressed. The proposed project would not conflict with statewide pl
ans and 

regulations. The following summarizes project consistency with Connect SoCal, the 2020-2
045 

Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and the 2017 CARB scop
ing 

plan and 2022 Scoping Plan Update. 

Connect SoCal 2020-2045 RTP/SCS Consistency. On September 3, 2020, SCAG’s Region
al 

Council unanimously voted to approve and fully adopt Connect SoCal (2020-2045 Regional 

Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy), and the addendum to the Conne
ct 

SoCal Program Environmental Impact Report. Connect SoCal is a long-range visioning pl
an 

County of Imperial 
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Combined Construction, Stationary and Mobile Source Emissions 
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Combined Construction, Stationary and Mobile Source Emissions 
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that builds upon and expands land use and transportation strategies established over several 

planning cycles to increase mobility options and achieve a more sustainable growth pattern. It 

charts a path toward a more mobile, sustainable and prosperous region by making connections 

between transportation networks, between planning strategies and between the people whose 

collaboration can improve the quality of life for Southern California residents within the 

counties of Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino and Ventura. 

Further, Connect SoCal is supported by a combination of transportation and land use strategies 

that outline how the region can achieve California's GHG emission reduction goals and federal 

CAA requirements. The project would utilize the existing street network for primary access to 

the project site. The project would not conflict with plans to integrate the transportation 

network and related strategies with an overall land use pattern that responds to projected 

growth, housing needs, changing demographics, and transportation demands. The project does 

not involve any improvements to the regional transportation system. The project would be 

consistent with or would not conflict with any of the goals identified in Connect SoCal. 

SB 32/2017 Scoping Plan Consistency. The 2017 Scoping Plan Update reflects the statewide 

2030 target of a 40% reduction in GHG emissions below 1990 levels, set by EP B-30-15 and 

codified by SB 32. Table 13 summarizes the Project's consistency with applicable action elements 

of the 2017 Scoping Plan. 

Table 13 

2017 Scoping Plan Consistency Summary 

ACTION RESPONSIBLE PARTIES CONSISTENCY 

Implement SB 350 by 2030 

Increase the Renewables Portfolio California Public Utility No Conflict. The Project would 

Standard to 50% of retail sales by Commission (CPUC), use energy from the Imperial 

2030 and ensure grid reliability. California Energy Irrigation District (IMD). HD has 

Commission (CEC) and met or exceed the renewable 

California Air Resources | portfolio standard of 33% by 2020. 

Board (CARB) The Project would not interfere 

with or obstruct IID’s energy 

source diversification efforts. 

Establish annual targets for No Conflict. The Project would be 

statewide energy efficiency constructed in compliance with 

savings and demand reduction current CBC requirements 

that will achieve a cumulative including the 2019 Building and 

doubling of statewide energy Energy Efficiency Standards and 

efficiency savings in electricity and the applicable 2025 California 

natural gas end uses by 2030. Green Building Standard 

requirements or those 

requirements in place at the time 

the project is submitted for design 

Reduce GHG emissions in the 

electricity sector through the 

implementation of the above 

measures and other actions as 

modeled in Integrated Resource 

review. 

County of imperial 
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ACTION RESPONSIBLE PARTIES CONSISTENCY 

Planning (IRP) to meet GHG 

emissions reductions planning 

targets in the IRP process. Load- 

serving entities and publicly- 

owned utilities meet GHG 

emissions reductions planning 

targets through a combination of 
measures as described in IRPs. 

Implement Mobile Source Strategy (Cleaner Technology and Fuels) 

At least 1.5 million zero emission 

and plugin hybrid light-duty EVs 
by 2025. 

At least 4.2 million zero emission 

and plugin hybrid light-duty EVs 

by 2030. 

CARB, California State 

Transportation Agency 

(CalSTA), Strategic Growth 

Council (SGC), California 

Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans), 

CEC, Office of Planning and 

Research (OPR), Local 

Agencies 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 

Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB zero emission 

and plug-in hybrid light-duty EV 

2025 targets. As this is a CARB 

enforced standard, vehicles that 

access the Project must comply 

with the standards as applicable; 

and thus, would comply with the 

strategy. 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 

Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB zero emission 

and plug-in hybrid light-duty EV 

2030 targets. 

Further increase GHG stringency 

on all light-duty vehicles beyond 

existing Advanced Clean cars 

regulations. 

CARB, California State 

Transportation Agency 

(CalSTA), Strategic Growth 

Council (SGC), California 

Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans), 

CEC, Office of Planning and 

Research (OPR), Local 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 
Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB efforts to 

further increase GHG stringency 

on all light-duty vehicles beyond 

existing Advanced Clean cars 

regulations. 

Medium- and Heavy-Duty GHG ad No Conflict. This is a CARB 
Phase 2. Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB efforts to 

implement Medium- and Heavy- 

Duty GHG Phase 2. 

Innovative Clean Transit: Not Applicable. This measure is 

Transition to a suite of to-be- not related to the project scope. 

determined innovative clean 
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ACTION RESPONSIBLE PARTIES CONSISTENCY 
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interfere with CARB zero emission 

and plug-in hybrid light-duty EV 

2025 targets. As this is a CARB 

enforced standard, vehicles that 

access the Project must comply 

with the standards as applicable; 

and thus, would comply with the 

strategy. 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 

Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB zero emission 

and plug-in hybrid light-duty EV 

2030 targets. 

Further increase GHG stringency 

on all light-duty vehicles beyond 

existing Advanced Clean cars 

regulations. 

CARB, California State 

Transportation Agency 

(CalSTA), Strategic Growth 

Council (SGC), California 

Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans), 

CEC, Office of Planning and 

Research (OPR), Local 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 
Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB efforts to 

further increase GHG stringency 

on all light-duty vehicles beyond 

existing Advanced Clean cars 

regulations. 

Medium- and Heavy-Duty GHG ad No Conflict. This is a CARB 
Phase 2. Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB efforts to 

implement Medium- and Heavy- 

Duty GHG Phase 2. 

Innovative Clean Transit: Not Applicable. This measure is 

Transition to a suite of to-be- not related to the project scope. 

determined innovative clean 
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Planning (IRP) to meet GHG 

emissions reductions planning 

targets in the IRP process. Load- 

serving entities and publicly- 

owned utilities meet GHG 

emissions reductions planning 

targets through a combination of 
measures as described in IRPs. 

Implement Mobile Source Strategy (Cleaner Technology and Fuels) 

At least 1.5 million zero emission 

and plugin hybrid light-duty EVs 
by 2025. 

At least 4.2 million zero emission 

and plugin hybrid light-duty EVs 

by 2030. 

CARB, California State 

Transportation Agency 

(CalSTA), Strategic Growth 

Council (SGC), California 

Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans), 

CEC, Office of Planning and 

Research (OPR), Local 

Agencies 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 

Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB zero emission 

and plug-in hybrid light-duty EV 

2025 targets. As this is a CARB 

enforced standard, vehicles that 

access the Project must comply 

with the standards as applicable; 

and thus, would comply with the 

strategy. 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 

Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB zero emission 

and plug-in hybrid light-duty EV 

2030 targets. 

Further increase GHG stringency 

on all light-duty vehicles beyond 

existing Advanced Clean cars 

regulations. 

CARB, California State 

Transportation Agency 

(CalSTA), Strategic Growth 

Council (SGC), California 

Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans), 

CEC, Office of Planning and 

Research (OPR), Local 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 
Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB efforts to 

further increase GHG stringency 

on all light-duty vehicles beyond 

existing Advanced Clean cars 

regulations. 

Medium- and Heavy-Duty GHG ad No Conflict. This is a CARB 
Phase 2. Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB efforts to 

implement Medium- and Heavy- 

Duty GHG Phase 2. 

Innovative Clean Transit: Not Applicable. This measure is 

Transition to a suite of to-be- not related to the project scope. 

determined innovative clean 
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ACTION RESPONSIBLE PARTIES CONSISTENCY 

Planning (IRP) to meet GHG 

emissions reductions planning 

targets in the IRP process. Load- 

serving entities and publicly- 

owned utilities meet GHG 

emissions reductions planning 

targets through a combination of 
measures as described in IRPs. 

Implement Mobile Source Strategy (Cleaner Technology and Fuels) 

At least 1.5 million zero emission 

and plugin hybrid light-duty EVs 
by 2025. 

At least 4.2 million zero emission 

and plugin hybrid light-duty EVs 

by 2030. 

CARB, California State 

Transportation Agency 

(CalSTA), Strategic Growth 

Council (SGC), California 

Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans), 

CEC, Office of Planning and 

Research (OPR), Local 

Agencies 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 

Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB zero emission 

and plug-in hybrid light-duty EV 

2025 targets. As this is a CARB 

enforced standard, vehicles that 

access the Project must comply 

with the standards as applicable; 

and thus, would comply with the 

strategy. 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 

Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB zero emission 

and plug-in hybrid light-duty EV 

2030 targets. 

Further increase GHG stringency 

on all light-duty vehicles beyond 

existing Advanced Clean cars 

regulations. 

CARB, California State 

Transportation Agency 

(CalSTA), Strategic Growth 

Council (SGC), California 

Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans), 

CEC, Office of Planning and 

Research (OPR), Local 

No Conflict. This is a CARB 
Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB efforts to 

further increase GHG stringency 

on all light-duty vehicles beyond 

existing Advanced Clean cars 

regulations. 

Medium- and Heavy-Duty GHG ad No Conflict. This is a CARB 
Phase 2. Mobile Source Strategy. The 

Project would not obstruct or 

interfere with CARB efforts to 

implement Medium- and Heavy- 

Duty GHG Phase 2. 

Innovative Clean Transit: Not Applicable. This measure is 

Transition to a suite of to-be- not related to the project scope. 

determined innovative clean 
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ACTION RESPONSIBLE PARTIES CONSISTENCY 

transit options. Assumed 20% of 
new urban buses purchased 

beginning in 2018 will be zero 

emission buses with the 
penetration of zero-emission 

technology ramped up to 100% of 

new sales in 2030. Also, new 

natural gas buses, starting in 2018, 

and diesel buses, starting in 2020, 

meet the optional heavy-duty low- 

NOX standard. 

Last Mile Delivery: New No Conflict. This is a CARB 

regulation that would result in the Mobile Source Strategy. The 

use of low NOX or cleaner engines Project would not obstruct or 

and the deployment of increasing interfere with CARB efforts to 

numbers of zero-emission trucks improve last mile delivery 

primarily for class 3-7 last mile emissions. 

delivery trucks in California. This 

Measure assumes ZEVs comprise 

2.5% of new Class 3-7 truck sales 

in local fleets starting in 2020, 

increasing to 10% in 2025 and 

remaining flat through 2030. 

Further reduce VMT through No Conflict. The majority of all 

continued implementation of SB project trips would be new trips. If 

375 and regional Sustainable the project triggers a VMT 

Communities Strategies; statewide reduction strategy, then one 

implementation of SB 743; and would be prepared as part of the 

potential additional VMT overall traffic impact evaluation 

reduction strategies not specified process. 

in the Mobile Source Strategy but 

included in the document 

“Potential VMT Reduction 

Strategies for Discussion.” 

Increase stringency of SB 375 CARB No Conflict. The project would 

Sustainable Communities Strategy not exceed the ICAPCD GHG 

(2035 targets). emission standards and would 

implement all applicable code 
requirements to reduce GHG 

emissions as conditions of 

approval. The project would not 

conflict with GHG reduction 

efforts. 
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transit options. Assumed 20% of 
new urban buses purchased 

beginning in 2018 will be zero 

emission buses with the 
penetration of zero-emission 

technology ramped up to 100% of 

new sales in 2030. Also, new 

natural gas buses, starting in 2018, 

and diesel buses, starting in 2020, 

meet the optional heavy-duty low- 

NOX standard. 

Last Mile Delivery: New No Conflict. This is a CARB 

regulation that would result in the Mobile Source Strategy. The 

use of low NOX or cleaner engines Project would not obstruct or 

and the deployment of increasing interfere with CARB efforts to 

numbers of zero-emission trucks improve last mile delivery 

primarily for class 3-7 last mile emissions. 

delivery trucks in California. This 

Measure assumes ZEVs comprise 

2.5% of new Class 3-7 truck sales 

in local fleets starting in 2020, 

increasing to 10% in 2025 and 

remaining flat through 2030. 

Further reduce VMT through No Conflict. The majority of all 

continued implementation of SB project trips would be new trips. If 

375 and regional Sustainable the project triggers a VMT 

Communities Strategies; statewide reduction strategy, then one 

implementation of SB 743; and would be prepared as part of the 

potential additional VMT overall traffic impact evaluation 

reduction strategies not specified process. 

in the Mobile Source Strategy but 

included in the document 

“Potential VMT Reduction 

Strategies for Discussion.” 

Increase stringency of SB 375 CARB No Conflict. The project would 

Sustainable Communities Strategy not exceed the ICAPCD GHG 

(2035 targets). emission standards and would 

implement all applicable code 
requirements to reduce GHG 

emissions as conditions of 

approval. The project would not 

conflict with GHG reduction 

efforts. 
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transit options. Assumed 20% of 
new urban buses purchased 

beginning in 2018 will be zero 

emission buses with the 
penetration of zero-emission 

technology ramped up to 100% of 

new sales in 2030. Also, new 

natural gas buses, starting in 2018, 

and diesel buses, starting in 2020, 

meet the optional heavy-duty low- 

NOX standard. 

Last Mile Delivery: New No Conflict. This is a CARB 

regulation that would result in the Mobile Source Strategy. The 

use of low NOX or cleaner engines Project would not obstruct or 

and the deployment of increasing interfere with CARB efforts to 

numbers of zero-emission trucks improve last mile delivery 

primarily for class 3-7 last mile emissions. 

delivery trucks in California. This 

Measure assumes ZEVs comprise 

2.5% of new Class 3-7 truck sales 

in local fleets starting in 2020, 

increasing to 10% in 2025 and 

remaining flat through 2030. 

Further reduce VMT through No Conflict. The majority of all 

continued implementation of SB project trips would be new trips. If 

375 and regional Sustainable the project triggers a VMT 

Communities Strategies; statewide reduction strategy, then one 

implementation of SB 743; and would be prepared as part of the 

potential additional VMT overall traffic impact evaluation 

reduction strategies not specified process. 

in the Mobile Source Strategy but 

included in the document 

“Potential VMT Reduction 

Strategies for Discussion.” 

Increase stringency of SB 375 CARB No Conflict. The project would 

Sustainable Communities Strategy not exceed the ICAPCD GHG 

(2035 targets). emission standards and would 

implement all applicable code 
requirements to reduce GHG 

emissions as conditions of 

approval. The project would not 

conflict with GHG reduction 

efforts. 
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transit options. Assumed 20% of 
new urban buses purchased 

beginning in 2018 will be zero 

emission buses with the 
penetration of zero-emission 

technology ramped up to 100% of 

new sales in 2030. Also, new 

natural gas buses, starting in 2018, 

and diesel buses, starting in 2020, 

meet the optional heavy-duty low- 

NOX standard. 

Last Mile Delivery: New No Conflict. This is a CARB 

regulation that would result in the Mobile Source Strategy. The 

use of low NOX or cleaner engines Project would not obstruct or 

and the deployment of increasing interfere with CARB efforts to 

numbers of zero-emission trucks improve last mile delivery 

primarily for class 3-7 last mile emissions. 

delivery trucks in California. This 

Measure assumes ZEVs comprise 

2.5% of new Class 3-7 truck sales 

in local fleets starting in 2020, 

increasing to 10% in 2025 and 

remaining flat through 2030. 

Further reduce VMT through No Conflict. The majority of all 

continued implementation of SB project trips would be new trips. If 

375 and regional Sustainable the project triggers a VMT 

Communities Strategies; statewide reduction strategy, then one 

implementation of SB 743; and would be prepared as part of the 

potential additional VMT overall traffic impact evaluation 

reduction strategies not specified process. 

in the Mobile Source Strategy but 

included in the document 

“Potential VMT Reduction 

Strategies for Discussion.” 

Increase stringency of SB 375 CARB No Conflict. The project would 

Sustainable Communities Strategy not exceed the ICAPCD GHG 

(2035 targets). emission standards and would 

implement all applicable code 
requirements to reduce GHG 

emissions as conditions of 

approval. The project would not 

conflict with GHG reduction 

efforts. 

County of imperial 
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ACTION RESPONSIBLE PARTIES CONSISTENCY 

Harmonize project performance 

with emissions reductions and 

increase competitiveness of transit 

and active transportation modes 

(e.g., via guideline documents, 

funding programs, project 

selection, etc.). 

CalSTA, SGC, OPR, CARB, 

Governor's Office of 

Business and Economic 

Development (GOBiz), 

California Infrastructure 

and Economic Development 
Bank (Bank), Department 

of Finance (DOF), California 

Transportation Commission 

(CTC), Caltrans 

No Conflict. The project would 

not conflict with use of adjacent 

streets by pedestrians, bicycles or 

transit service provided by 

Imperial Valley Transit. 

By 2019, develop pricing policies 

to support low-GHG 

transportation (e.g., low emission 

vehicle zones for heavy duty, road 

user, parking pricing, transit 

discounts). 

CalSTA, Caltrans, California 

Transportation Commission 

(CTC), OPR, SGC, CARB 

Not Applicable. This measure is 

not related to the project scope. 

Implement California Sustainable Freight Action Plan 

Improve freight system efficiency. 

Deploy over 100,000 freight 

vehicles and equipment capable of 

zero emission operation and 

maximize both zero and near zero 

emission freight vehicles and 

equipment powered by renewable 

energy by 2030. 

CalSTA, CalEPA, California 

Natural Resource Agency 

(CNRA), CARB, Caltrans, 

CEC, GO-Biz 

No Conflict. This measure would 

apply to all trucks accessing the 

project site. It is presumed that 

heavy trucks would comprise the 

majority of overall traffic volumes. 

Not applicable. This measure is 

unrelated to the project scope. 

Adopt a Low Carbon Fuel 

Standard with a Carbon Intensity 

reduction of 18%. 

CARB No Conflict. When adopted, this 

measure would apply to all fuel 

sold on site and purchased for use 

in vehicles accessing the project 

site. The Project would not 

obstruct or interfere with agency 

efforts to adopt a Low Carbon 

Fuel Standard with a Carbon 

Intensity reduction of 18%. 

Implement the Short-Lived Climate Pollutant Strategy (SLPS) by 2030 

40% reduction in methane and CARB, CalRecycle, No Conflict. The Project would be 

hydrofluorocarbon emissions California Department of | required to comply with this 

below 2013 levels. Food and Agriculture measure and reduce any Project- 

(CDFA), California State _| source SLPS emissions 

County of Imperial 
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Harmonize project performance 

with emissions reductions and 

increase competitiveness of transit 

and active transportation modes 

(e.g., via guideline documents, 

funding programs, project 

selection, etc.). 

CalSTA, SGC, OPR, CARB, 

Governor's Office of 

Business and Economic 

Development (GOBiz), 

California Infrastructure 

and Economic Development 
Bank (Bank), Department 

of Finance (DOF), California 

Transportation Commission 

(CTC), Caltrans 

No Conflict. The project would 

not conflict with use of adjacent 

streets by pedestrians, bicycles or 

transit service provided by 

Imperial Valley Transit. 

By 2019, develop pricing policies 

to support low-GHG 

transportation (e.g., low emission 

vehicle zones for heavy duty, road 

user, parking pricing, transit 

discounts). 

CalSTA, Caltrans, California 

Transportation Commission 

(CTC), OPR, SGC, CARB 

Not Applicable. This measure is 

not related to the project scope. 

Implement California Sustainable Freight Action Plan 

Improve freight system efficiency. 

Deploy over 100,000 freight 

vehicles and equipment capable of 

zero emission operation and 

maximize both zero and near zero 

emission freight vehicles and 

equipment powered by renewable 

energy by 2030. 

CalSTA, CalEPA, California 

Natural Resource Agency 

(CNRA), CARB, Caltrans, 

CEC, GO-Biz 

No Conflict. This measure would 

apply to all trucks accessing the 

project site. It is presumed that 

heavy trucks would comprise the 

majority of overall traffic volumes. 

Not applicable. This measure is 

unrelated to the project scope. 

Adopt a Low Carbon Fuel 

Standard with a Carbon Intensity 

reduction of 18%. 

CARB No Conflict. When adopted, this 

measure would apply to all fuel 

sold on site and purchased for use 

in vehicles accessing the project 

site. The Project would not 

obstruct or interfere with agency 

efforts to adopt a Low Carbon 

Fuel Standard with a Carbon 

Intensity reduction of 18%. 

Implement the Short-Lived Climate Pollutant Strategy (SLPS) by 2030 

40% reduction in methane and CARB, CalRecycle, No Conflict. The Project would be 

hydrofluorocarbon emissions California Department of | required to comply with this 

below 2013 levels. Food and Agriculture measure and reduce any Project- 

(CDFA), California State _| source SLPS emissions 
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Harmonize project performance 

with emissions reductions and 

increase competitiveness of transit 

and active transportation modes 

(e.g., via guideline documents, 

funding programs, project 

selection, etc.). 

CalSTA, SGC, OPR, CARB, 

Governor's Office of 

Business and Economic 

Development (GOBiz), 

California Infrastructure 

and Economic Development 
Bank (Bank), Department 

of Finance (DOF), California 

Transportation Commission 

(CTC), Caltrans 

No Conflict. The project would 

not conflict with use of adjacent 

streets by pedestrians, bicycles or 

transit service provided by 

Imperial Valley Transit. 

By 2019, develop pricing policies 

to support low-GHG 

transportation (e.g., low emission 

vehicle zones for heavy duty, road 

user, parking pricing, transit 

discounts). 

CalSTA, Caltrans, California 

Transportation Commission 

(CTC), OPR, SGC, CARB 

Not Applicable. This measure is 

not related to the project scope. 

Implement California Sustainable Freight Action Plan 

Improve freight system efficiency. 

Deploy over 100,000 freight 

vehicles and equipment capable of 

zero emission operation and 

maximize both zero and near zero 

emission freight vehicles and 

equipment powered by renewable 

energy by 2030. 

CalSTA, CalEPA, California 

Natural Resource Agency 

(CNRA), CARB, Caltrans, 

CEC, GO-Biz 

No Conflict. This measure would 

apply to all trucks accessing the 

project site. It is presumed that 

heavy trucks would comprise the 

majority of overall traffic volumes. 

Not applicable. This measure is 

unrelated to the project scope. 

Adopt a Low Carbon Fuel 

Standard with a Carbon Intensity 

reduction of 18%. 

CARB No Conflict. When adopted, this 

measure would apply to all fuel 

sold on site and purchased for use 

in vehicles accessing the project 

site. The Project would not 

obstruct or interfere with agency 

efforts to adopt a Low Carbon 

Fuel Standard with a Carbon 

Intensity reduction of 18%. 

Implement the Short-Lived Climate Pollutant Strategy (SLPS) by 2030 

40% reduction in methane and CARB, CalRecycle, No Conflict. The Project would be 

hydrofluorocarbon emissions California Department of | required to comply with this 

below 2013 levels. Food and Agriculture measure and reduce any Project- 

(CDFA), California State _| source SLPS emissions 
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ACTION RESPONSIBLE PARTIES CONSISTENCY 

Harmonize project performance 

with emissions reductions and 

increase competitiveness of transit 

and active transportation modes 

(e.g., via guideline documents, 

funding programs, project 

selection, etc.). 

CalSTA, SGC, OPR, CARB, 

Governor's Office of 

Business and Economic 

Development (GOBiz), 

California Infrastructure 

and Economic Development 
Bank (Bank), Department 

of Finance (DOF), California 

Transportation Commission 

(CTC), Caltrans 

No Conflict. The project would 

not conflict with use of adjacent 

streets by pedestrians, bicycles or 

transit service provided by 

Imperial Valley Transit. 

By 2019, develop pricing policies 

to support low-GHG 

transportation (e.g., low emission 

vehicle zones for heavy duty, road 

user, parking pricing, transit 

discounts). 

CalSTA, Caltrans, California 

Transportation Commission 

(CTC), OPR, SGC, CARB 

Not Applicable. This measure is 

not related to the project scope. 

Implement California Sustainable Freight Action Plan 

Improve freight system efficiency. 

Deploy over 100,000 freight 

vehicles and equipment capable of 

zero emission operation and 

maximize both zero and near zero 

emission freight vehicles and 

equipment powered by renewable 

energy by 2030. 

CalSTA, CalEPA, California 

Natural Resource Agency 

(CNRA), CARB, Caltrans, 

CEC, GO-Biz 

No Conflict. This measure would 

apply to all trucks accessing the 

project site. It is presumed that 

heavy trucks would comprise the 

majority of overall traffic volumes. 

Not applicable. This measure is 

unrelated to the project scope. 

Adopt a Low Carbon Fuel 

Standard with a Carbon Intensity 

reduction of 18%. 

CARB No Conflict. When adopted, this 

measure would apply to all fuel 

sold on site and purchased for use 

in vehicles accessing the project 

site. The Project would not 

obstruct or interfere with agency 

efforts to adopt a Low Carbon 

Fuel Standard with a Carbon 

Intensity reduction of 18%. 

Implement the Short-Lived Climate Pollutant Strategy (SLPS) by 2030 

40% reduction in methane and CARB, CalRecycle, No Conflict. The Project would be 

hydrofluorocarbon emissions California Department of | required to comply with this 

below 2013 levels. Food and Agriculture measure and reduce any Project- 

(CDFA), California State _| source SLPS emissions 
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ACTION RESPONSIBLE PARTIES CONSISTENCY 

Water Resource Control accordingly. The Project would 

Board (SWRCB), Local Air | not obstruct or interfere with 

Districts agency efforts to reduce SLPS 

emissions. 

Implement the post-2020 Cap-and- CARB No Conflict. The Project would be 

Trade Program with declining required to comply with 

annual caps. applicable Cap-and-Trade 

Program provisions. The Project 

would not obstruct or interfere 

agency efforts to implement the 

post-2020 Cap-and-Trade 

Program. 

By 2018, develop Integrated Natural and Working Lands Implementation Plan 

to secure California's land base as a net carbon sink: 

Protect land from conversion CNRA, Departments Not applicable. The Project site is 

through conservation easements Within CDBA, CalEPA, not an identified property that 

and other incentives. CARB needs to be conserved. 

Increase the long-term resilience of Not applicable. The entire site is 

carbon storage in the land base planned for development. 

and enhance sequestration 

capacity. 

Utilize wood and agricultural No Conflict. The project would be 

products to increase the amount of a parking lot. No wood or 

carbon stored in the natural and agricultural products would be 

built environments. required. Landscaping would 

utilize native species. 

Establish scenario projections to Not applicable. This measure is 

serve as the foundation for the unrelated to the project scope. 

Implementation Plan. 

Implement Forest Carbon Plan. CNRA, California Not applicable. This measure is 

Department of Forestry and unrelated to the project scope. 

Fire Protection (CAL FIRE), 

CalEPA and Departments 

Within 

Identify and expand funding and State Agencies & Local Not applicable. This measure is 

financing mechanisms to support Agencies unrelated to the project scope. 

GHG reductions across all sectors. 

2022 Scoping Plan Consistency 

CARB’s 2022 Scoping Plan sets a path to achieve targets for carbon neutrality and reduce 

anthropogenic GHG emissions by 85 percent below 1990 levels by 2045 in accordance with AB 

County of Imperial 
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Water Resource Control accordingly. The Project would 

Board (SWRCB), Local Air | not obstruct or interfere with 

Districts agency efforts to reduce SLPS 

emissions. 

Implement the post-2020 Cap-and- CARB No Conflict. The Project would be 

Trade Program with declining required to comply with 

annual caps. applicable Cap-and-Trade 

Program provisions. The Project 

would not obstruct or interfere 

agency efforts to implement the 

post-2020 Cap-and-Trade 

Program. 

By 2018, develop Integrated Natural and Working Lands Implementation Plan 

to secure California's land base as a net carbon sink: 

Protect land from conversion CNRA, Departments Not applicable. The Project site is 

through conservation easements Within CDBA, CalEPA, not an identified property that 

and other incentives. CARB needs to be conserved. 

Increase the long-term resilience of Not applicable. The entire site is 

carbon storage in the land base planned for development. 

and enhance sequestration 

capacity. 

Utilize wood and agricultural No Conflict. The project would be 

products to increase the amount of a parking lot. No wood or 

carbon stored in the natural and agricultural products would be 

built environments. required. Landscaping would 

utilize native species. 

Establish scenario projections to Not applicable. This measure is 

serve as the foundation for the unrelated to the project scope. 

Implementation Plan. 

Implement Forest Carbon Plan. CNRA, California Not applicable. This measure is 

Department of Forestry and unrelated to the project scope. 

Fire Protection (CAL FIRE), 

CalEPA and Departments 

Within 

Identify and expand funding and State Agencies & Local Not applicable. This measure is 

financing mechanisms to support Agencies unrelated to the project scope. 

GHG reductions across all sectors. 

2022 Scoping Plan Consistency 

CARB’s 2022 Scoping Plan sets a path to achieve targets for carbon neutrality and reduce 

anthropogenic GHG emissions by 85 percent below 1990 levels by 2045 in accordance with AB 

County of Imperial 
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Board (SWRCB), Local Air | not obstruct or interfere with 

Districts agency efforts to reduce SLPS 
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Implement the post-2020 Cap-and- CARB No Conflict. The Project would be 

Trade Program with declining required to comply with 

annual caps. applicable Cap-and-Trade 

Program provisions. The Project 

would not obstruct or interfere 

agency efforts to implement the 

post-2020 Cap-and-Trade 

Program. 

By 2018, develop Integrated Natural and Working Lands Implementation Plan 
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Protect land from conversion CNRA, Departments Not applicable. The Project site is 

through conservation easements Within CDBA, CalEPA, not an identified property that 

and other incentives. CARB needs to be conserved. 

Increase the long-term resilience of Not applicable. The entire site is 

carbon storage in the land base planned for development. 

and enhance sequestration 

capacity. 

Utilize wood and agricultural No Conflict. The project would be 

products to increase the amount of a parking lot. No wood or 

carbon stored in the natural and agricultural products would be 

built environments. required. Landscaping would 

utilize native species. 

Establish scenario projections to Not applicable. This measure is 

serve as the foundation for the unrelated to the project scope. 

Implementation Plan. 

Implement Forest Carbon Plan. CNRA, California Not applicable. This measure is 

Department of Forestry and unrelated to the project scope. 

Fire Protection (CAL FIRE), 

CalEPA and Departments 

Within 

Identify and expand funding and State Agencies & Local Not applicable. This measure is 

financing mechanisms to support Agencies unrelated to the project scope. 

GHG reductions across all sectors. 

2022 Scoping Plan Consistency 

CARB’s 2022 Scoping Plan sets a path to achieve targets for carbon neutrality and reduce 

anthropogenic GHG emissions by 85 percent below 1990 levels by 2045 in accordance with AB 

County of Imperial 
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Water Resource Control accordingly. The Project would 
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Program provisions. The Project 

would not obstruct or interfere 

agency efforts to implement the 
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1279. The 2022 Scoping Plan focuses on zero-emission transportation, phasing out use of fossil 

gas use for heating homes and buildings; reducing chemical and refrigerants with high GWP; 

providing communities with sustainable options for walking, biking, and public transit; 

displacement of fossil-fuel fired electrical generation through use of renewable energy 

alternatives (e.g., solar arrays and wind turbines); and scaling up new options such as green 

hydrogen. Unlike the 2017 Scoping Plan, CARB no longer includes a numeric per capita 

threshold and instead advocates for compliance with a local GHG reduction strategy (i.e., 

Climate Action Plan) consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5. Statewide strategies to 

reduce GHG emissions in the latest 2022 Scoping Plan include implementing SB 100, which 

would achieve 100 percent clean electricity by 2045; achieving 100 percent zero emission vehicle 

sales in 2035 through Advanced Clean Cars II; and implementing the Advanced Clean Fleets 

regulation to deploy ZEV buses and trucks. Additional transportation policies include the Off- 

Road Zero Emission Targeted Manufacturer rule, Clean Off-Road Fleet Recognition Program, 

In-use Off-Road Diesel Fueled Fleets Regulation, Clean Off-Road Fleet Recognition Program, 

and Amendments to the In-use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulation. 

The 2022 Scoping Plan would continue to implement SB 375. GHGs would be further reduced 

through the Cap-and-Trade Program carbon pricing and SB 905. SB 905 requires CARB to create 

the Carbon Capture, Removal, Utilization, and Storage Program to evaluate, demonstrate, and 

regulate carbon dioxide removal projects and technology. As indicated above, GHG reductions 

are also achieved as a result of State of California energy and water efficiency requirements for 

new residential development. These efficiency improvements correspond to reductions in 

secondary GHG emissions. For example, in California, most of the electricity that powers homes 

is derived from natural gas combustion. Therefore, energy saving measures, such as Title 24, 

reduces GHG emissions from the power generation facilities by reducing load demand. The 

2022 Scoping Plan Appendix D provides local jurisdictions with tools to reduce GHGs and 

assist the state in meeting the ambitious targets set forth in the 2022 Scoping Plan. The 2022 

Scoping Plan Appendix D focuses on Residential and Mixed-Use Projects. The 2022 Scoping 

Plan Appendix D lists potential actions that support the State’s climate goals. However, the 2022 

Scoping Plan notes that the applicability and performance of the actions may vary across the 

regions. The document is organized into two categories (A) examples of plan-level GHG 

reduction actions that could be implemented by local governments and (B) examples of on-site 

project design features, mitigation measures, that could be required of individual projects under 

CEQA, if feasible, when the local jurisdiction is the lead agency. As individual phases or 

components of each phase are submitted for design review, it is anticipated that each would 

include standard conditions and mitigation measures to reduce construction and operational 

emissions. For example, the 2022 Scoping Plan’s construction actions include enforcing idling 

time restrictions on construction vehicles and requiring construction vehicles to operate highest 

tier engines commercially available. The project would include a majority of the feasible 

operational mitigation measures listed in the 2022 Scoping Plan Appendix D as design features. 

Some of the recommended operational measures would include providing bicycle parking, 

creating on- and off-site safety improvements for bike, pedestrian, and transit connections, 

requiring solar panels, drought-tolerant landscaping, and energy conserving appliances. As 

discussed above, the Project would be consistent with all applicable plan goals and applicable 
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secondary GHG emissions. For example, in California, most of the electricity that powers homes 

is derived from natural gas combustion. Therefore, energy saving measures, such as Title 24, 
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regions. The document is organized into two categories (A) examples of plan-level GHG 

reduction actions that could be implemented by local governments and (B) examples of on-site 

project design features, mitigation measures, that could be required of individual projects under 
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regulatory programs designed to reduce GHG emissions generated by land use projects. 

Further, the Project would be subject to compliance with all building codes in effect at the time 

of construction, which include energy conservation measures mandated by California Building 

Standards Code Title 24 - Energy Efficiency Standards. Because Title 24 standards require 

energy conservation features in new construction (e.g., high- efficiency lighting, high-efficiency 

heating, ventilating, and air-conditioning (HVAC) systems, thermal insulation, double-glazed 

windows, water conserving plumbing fixtures), they indirectly regulate and reduce GHG 

emissions. California's Building Energy Efficiency Standards are updated on an approximately 

three-year cycle. As shown above, the majority of the Project’s emissions are from energy and 

mobile sources, which would be further reduced by the 2022 Scoping Plan actions described 

above. The County has no control over vehicle emissions; however, these emissions would 

decline in the future because of Statewide measures as well as cleaner technology and fleet 

turnover. Many State plans and policies would contribute to a reduction in the Project’s mobile 

source emissions, including the following: 

CARB’s Advanced Clean Truck Regulation: Adopted in June 2020, CARB’s Advanced Clean Truck 

Regulation requires truck manufacturers to transition from diesel trucks and vans to electric 

zero-emission trucks beginning in 2024. By 2045, every new truck sold in California is required 

to be zero-emission. The Advanced Clean Truck Regulation accelerates the transition of zero- 

emission medium-and heavy-duty vehicles from Class 2b to Class 8. 

Executive Order N-79-20: Executive Order N-79-20 establishes the goal for all new passenger cars 

and trucks, as well as all drayage/cargo trucks and off-road vehicles and equipment, sold in 

California, to be zero-emission by 2035 and all medium and heavy-duty vehicles to be zero- 

emission by 2045. It also directs CARB to develop and propose rulemaking for passenger 

vehicles and trucks, medium-and heavy-duty fleets where feasible, drayage trucks, and off-road 

vehicles and equipment “requiring increasing volumes” of new ZEVs “towards the target of 100 

percent.” 

CARB’s Mobile Source Strategy: CARB’s Mobile Source Strategy takes an integrated planning 

approach to identify the level of transition to cleaner mobile source technologies needed to 

achieve all of California’s targets by increasing the adoption of ZEV buses and trucks. 

CARB’s Sustainable Freight Action Plan: The Sustainable Freight Action Plan which improves 

freight system efficiency, utilizes near-zero emissions technology, and deployment of ZEV 

trucks. This Plan applies to all trucks accessing the Project site and may include existing trucks 

or new trucks that are part of the Statewide goods movement sector. 

CARB’s Emissions Reduction Plan for Ports and Goods Movement: CARB’s Emissions Reduction 

Plan for Ports and Goods Movement identifies measures to improve goods movement 

efficiencies such as advanced combustion strategies, friction reduction, waste heat recovery, and 

electrification of accessories. While these measures are not directly applicable to the Project, any 

commercial activity associated with goods movement would be required to comply with these 

measures as adopted. 
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The Project would not obstruct or interfere with efforts to increase ZEVs or State efforts to 

improve system efficiency. Compliance with applicable State standards (e.g., continuation of the 

Cap-and-Trade regulation; CARB’s Mobile Source Strategy, Sustainable Freight Action Plan, 

and Advanced Clean Truck Regulation; Executive Order N-79-20; SB 100/renewable electricit
y 

portfolio improvements that require 60 percent renewable electricity by 2030 and 100 percent 

renewable by 2045, etc.) would ensure consistency with State and regional GHG reduction 

planning efforts, including the 2022 Scoping Plan. It is also noted that the Project would not 

convert any Natural and Working Lands (NWL) and/or decrease the State’s urban forest carbon 

stock, which are areas of emphasis in the 2022 Scoping Plan. 

Regarding goals for 2050 under Executive Order S-3-05, at this time it is not possible to quantify 

the emissions savings from future regulatory measures, as they have not yet been developed; 

nevertheless, it can be anticipated that Project operations would benefit from applicable 

measures enacted to meet State GHG reduction goals. The Project would not impede the State’s 

progress towards carbon neutrality by 2045 under the 2022 Scoping Plan. The Project would be 

required to comply with applicable current and future regulatory requirements promulgated 

through the 2022 Scoping Plan. Thus, impacts related to consistency with the 2022 Scoping Plan 

would be less than significant. The Project would not conflict with the applicable plans and 

regulatory programs that are discussed above; and therefore, with respect to this particular 

threshold, the Project does not have a significant impact 

As discussed, the project CO2e emissions would not exceed 3,000 MT annually as stated abov
e 

per threshold a. Further, the project would be consistent with Connect SoCal RTP/SCS and the 

2017 CARB scoping plan and the 2022 Scoping Plan goals intended to reduce overall regional 

GHG emissions. The project will not impede or delay local or statewide initiatives to reduce 

GHG emissions. Impacts would be less than significant. 

As stated, design measures implemented by the project per Title 24 of the California Energy 

Code and Calgreen code intended to reduce overall GHG emissions would also contribute to 

GHG reduction goals mandated by AB 32 and further address in EO S-3-05 and SB 32. Thus, the 

project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose 

of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases and impacts would be less than significant. 
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planning efforts, including the 2022 Scoping Plan. It is also noted that the Project would not 

convert any Natural and Working Lands (NWL) and/or decrease the State’s urban forest carbon 

stock, which are areas of emphasis in the 2022 Scoping Plan. 

Regarding goals for 2050 under Executive Order S-3-05, at this time it is not possible to quantify 

the emissions savings from future regulatory measures, as they have not yet been developed; 

nevertheless, it can be anticipated that Project operations would benefit from applicable 

measures enacted to meet State GHG reduction goals. The Project would not impede the State’s 

progress towards carbon neutrality by 2045 under the 2022 Scoping Plan. The Project would be 

required to comply with applicable current and future regulatory requirements promulgated 

through the 2022 Scoping Plan. Thus, impacts related to consistency with the 2022 Scoping Plan 

would be less than significant. The Project would not conflict with the applicable plans and 

regulatory programs that are discussed above; and therefore, with respect to this particular 

threshold, the Project does not have a significant impact 

As discussed, the project CO2e emissions would not exceed 3,000 MT annually as stated abov
e 

per threshold a. Further, the project would be consistent with Connect SoCal RTP/SCS and the 

2017 CARB scoping plan and the 2022 Scoping Plan goals intended to reduce overall regional 

GHG emissions. The project will not impede or delay local or statewide initiatives to reduce 

GHG emissions. Impacts would be less than significant. 

As stated, design measures implemented by the project per Title 24 of the California Energy 

Code and Calgreen code intended to reduce overall GHG emissions would also contribute to 

GHG reduction goals mandated by AB 32 and further address in EO S-3-05 and SB 32. Thus, the 

project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose 

of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases and impacts would be less than significant. 
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4.3. Area Emissions by Source 

4.3.1. Unmitigated 
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4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type 
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4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.8.1. Unmitigated 

4.8.2. Mitigated 
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4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.9.1. Unmitigated 

4.9.2. Mitigated 

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type 

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated 

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

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated 

4.10.4. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Mitigated 

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

4.10.6. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Mitigated 

5. Activity Data 

5.1. Construction Schedule 

5.2. Off-Road Equipment 

5.2.1. Unmitigated 

5.2.2. Mitigated 

5.3. Construction Vehicles 

5.3.1. Unmitigated 

5.3.2. Mitigated 
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5.4. Vehicles 

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies 

5.5. Architectural Coatings 

5.6. Dust Mitigation 

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities 

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies 

5.7. Construction Paving 

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors 

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources 

5.9.1. Unmitigated 

5.9.2. Mitigated 

5.10. Operational Area Sources 

5.10.1. Hearths 

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings 

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment 

5.10.4. Landscape Equipment - Mitigated 

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption 

5.11.1. Unmitigated 

5/71 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026

E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

5.4. Vehicles 

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies 

5.5. Architectural Coatings 

5.6. Dust Mitigation 

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities 

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies 

5.7. Construction Paving 

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors 

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources 

5.9.1. Unmitigated 

5.9.2. Mitigated 

5.10. Operational Area Sources 

5.10.1. Hearths 

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings 

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment 

5.10.4. Landscape Equipment - Mitigated 

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption 

5.11.1. Unmitigated 

5/71 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026

E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

5.4. Vehicles 

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies 

5.5. Architectural Coatings 

5.6. Dust Mitigation 

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities 

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies 

5.7. Construction Paving 

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors 

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources 

5.9.1. Unmitigated 

5.9.2. Mitigated 

5.10. Operational Area Sources 

5.10.1. Hearths 

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings 

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment 

5.10.4. Landscape Equipment - Mitigated 

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption 

5.11.1. Unmitigated 

5/71 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026

E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

5.4. Vehicles 

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies 

5.5. Architectural Coatings 

5.6. Dust Mitigation 

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities 

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies 

5.7. Construction Paving 

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors 

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources 

5.9.1. Unmitigated 

5.9.2. Mitigated 

5.10. Operational Area Sources 

5.10.1. Hearths 

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings 

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment 

5.10.4. Landscape Equipment - Mitigated 

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption 

5.11.1. Unmitigated 

5/71 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026



E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

5.11.2. Mitigated 

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption 

5.12.1. Unmitigated 

5.12.2. Mitigated 

5.13. Operational Waste Generation 

5.13.1. Unmitigated 

5.13.2. Mitigated 

5.14. Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment 

5.14.1. Unmitigated 

5.14.2. Mitigated 

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment 

5.15.1. Unmitigated 

5.15.2. Mitigated 

5.16. Stationary Sources 

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps 

5.16.2. Process Boilers 

5.17. User Defined 

5.18. Vegetation 
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5.18.1. Land Use Change 

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated 

5.18.1.2. Mitigated 

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type 

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated 

5.18.1.2. Mitigated 

5.18.2. Sequestration 

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated 

5.18.2.2. Mitigated 

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report 

6.1. Climate Risk Summary 

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores 

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores 

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures 

7. Health and Equity Details 

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores 

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores 

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores 
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7.4. Health & Equity Measures 

7.5. Evaluation Scorecard 

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures 

8. User Changes to Default Data 

8.1. Justifications 

8.4. Construction 

8.4.4. Dust from Material Movement 

8.4.7. On-Road Fugitive Dust 

8.5. Operations 

8.5.1. Mobile Sources 

8.5.1.1. Vehicle Data 

8.5.1.2. Fleet Mix 
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Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

1. Basic Project Information 

1.1. Basic Project Information 

Project Name Linn Parking and Storage 

Construction Start Date 6/2/2026 

Operational Year 2027 

Lead Agency Imperial County 

Land Use Scale Project/site 

Analysis Level for Defaults County 

Windspeed (m/s) 3.40000 

Precipitation (days) 4.80000 

Location 32.691066221 75066, -115.38960463281775 

County imperial 

City Unincorporated 

Air District Imperial County APCD 

Air Basin Salton Sea 

TAZ 5699 

EDFZ 19 

Electric Utility Imperial Irrigation District 

Gas Utility Southern California Gas 

App Version 2022.1.1.37 

1.2. Land Use Types 

Land Use Subtype {Size Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) |Landscape Area (sq|Special Landscape |Population Description 

Area (sq ft) 

Parking Lot 70.0000 Space 0.63000 0.00000 500.000 — — _— 
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Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector 

Construction C-2* Limit Heavy-Duty Diesel Vehicle Idling 

* Qualitative or supporting measure. Emission reductions not included in the mitigated emissions results. 

2. Emissions Summary 

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds 

Criteria Pollutants mae for si ain for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Unmit. 1.11721 11.7452 11.1343. 0.03941 0.46396 6.04657 6.51053 0.43044 2.76733 3.19777 — 5,456.23 5,456.23 0.09491 0.72004 9.72336 5,682.52 

Mit. 1.11721 11.7452 11.1343 0.03941 0.46396 6.04657 6.51053 0.43044 2.76733 3.19777 — 5,456.23 5,456.23 0.09491 0.72004 9.72336 5,682.52 

% = = = _ = = — 

Reduced 

Daily, — _ — = _ — = _ — = - 

Winter 

(Max) 

Unmit. 2.41052 4.80600 6.90565 0.01205 0.18874 0.22874 0.40781 0.17364 0.05362 0.21836 — 1,304.47 1,304.47 0.05291 0.01536 0.02245 1,308.94 

Mit. 2.41052 4.80600 6.90565 0.01205 0.18874 0.22874 0.40781 0.17364 0.05362 0.21836 — 1,304.47 1,304.47 0.05291 0.01536 0.02245 1,308.94 

% — — a —_ —_ — 

Reduced 

Average — = — amt a _ = os — — _— _ 

Daily 

(Max) 

Unmit. 0.20195 1.59258 2.25204 0.00396 0.06145 0.04493 0.10638 0.05658 0.01789 0.07447 — 438.167 438.167 0.01703 0.00747 0.03458 440.852 

Mit. 0.20195 1.59258 2.25204 0.00396 0.06145 0.04493 0.10638 0.05658 0.01789 0.07447 — 438.167 438.167 0.01703 0.00747 0.03458 440.852 

xy, — — _ —_ — — — — 

Reduced 
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Annual 

(Max) 

Unmit. 

Mit. 

% 

Reduced 

0.03686 0.29065 0.41100 0.00072 0.01122 0.00820 0.01941 

0.03686 0.29065 0.41100 0.00072 0.01122 0.00820 0.01941 

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated 

nr Pollutants aan for aie 

Daily - 

Summer 

(Max) 

2026 

Daily - 

Winter 

(Max) 

2026 

Average 

Daily 

2026 

Annual 

2026 

1.11721 

2.41052 

0.20195 

0.03686 

11.7452 

4.80600 

1.59258 

0.29065 

11.1343 0.0. 

6.90565 0.01 

2.25204 0.00 

0.41100 0.0 

0.01033 0.00326 0.01359 

0.01033 0.00326 0.01359 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

72.5435 72.5435 0.00282 0.00124 0.00573 72.9881 

72.5435 72.5435 0.00282 0.00124 0.00573 72.9881 

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

3941 

205 

396 

0072 

0.46396 

0.18874 

0.06145 

0.01122 

6.04657 

0.22874 

0.04493 

0.00820 

2.3. Construction Emissions by Year, Mitigated 

6.51053 

0.40781 

0.10638 

0.01941 

0.43044 

0.17364 

0.05658 

0.01033 

2.76733 

0.05362 

0.01789 

0.00326 

Criteria Pollutants wee as for ue! an for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, 

Daily - 

Summer 

(Max) 
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0.07447 
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MT/yr for annual) 

0.46396 6.04657 6.51053 0.43044 2.76733 3.19777 

11/71 

5,456.23 5,456.23 0.09494 

0.72004 9.72336 

0.01536 0.02245 

0.00747 0.03458 
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0.72004 9.72336 

5,682.52 

1,308.94 

440.852 
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5,682.52
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Daily- — 

Winter 

(Max) 

2026 2.41052 4.80600 6.90565 0.01205 

Average — 

Daily 

2026 0.20195 

Annual — 

2026 0.03686 0.29065 0.41100 0.00072 0.01122 

0.18874 0.22874 

1.59258 2.25204 0.00396 0.06145 0.04493 

0.00820 

0.40781 

0.10638 

0.01941 

0.17364 0.05362 

0.05658 

0.01033 

2.4. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds 

Criteria an somal “ daily, ton/yr mr 

Daily, —_ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Unmit. 0.02379 

Daily, _— 

Winter 

(Max) 

Unmit. 0.02208 

Average — 

Daily 

(Max) 

Unmit. 0.02307 

Annual — 

(Max) 

Unmit. 0.00421 

2.5. Operations Emissions by Sector, 

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

0.78272 

0.85812 

0.84276 

0.15380 

0.23412 

0.24003 

0.23661 

0.04318 

0.00616 

0.00617 

0.00616 

0.00112 

0.0140 

0.014 

0.0140 

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

PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |COQ2T Ca ca a el 

6 74.2783 

08 74.2783 

7 73.3028 

0.00257 13.3778 

74.2924 

74.2924 

73.3169 

13.3803 

Unmitigated 

0.013945 

0.01348 

0.01346 

0.00246 

0.01789 

0.00326 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.31964 

1.33583 

12/71 

0.21836 

0.07447 

0.01359 

7.43027 

7.43029 

7.33310 

1.33829 

Linn Parking 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

1,304.47 

438.167 

72.5435 

685.565 

686.300 

685.874 

113.554 

and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

1,304.47 0.05291 0.01536 0.02245 1,308.94 

438.167 0.01703 0.00747 0.03458 440.852 

72.5435 0.00282 0.00124 0.00573 72.9881 

685.565 0.00818 0.10373 1.29050 717.972 

686.300 0.00810 0.10385 0.03348 717.484 

685.874 0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 717.562 

113.554 0.00135 0.01718 0.09226 118.801
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Daily- — 

Winter 

(Max) 

2026 2.41052 4.80600 6.90565 0.01205 

Average — 

Daily 

2026 0.20195 

Annual — 
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0.00820 
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0.10638 

0.01941 

0.17364 0.05362 

0.05658 

0.01033 
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Summer 
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Daily 
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12/71 

0.21836 
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0.01359 

7.43027 

7.43029 
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Unmit. 0.02307 

Annual — 

(Max) 

Unmit. 0.00421 

2.5. Operations Emissions by Sector, 

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

0.78272 

0.85812 

0.84276 

0.15380 

0.23412 

0.24003 

0.23661 

0.04318 

0.00616 

0.00617 

0.00616 

0.00112 

0.0140 

0.014 

0.0140 

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

PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |COQ2T Ca ca a el 

6 74.2783 

08 74.2783 

7 73.3028 

0.00257 13.3778 

74.2924 

74.2924 

73.3169 

13.3803 

Unmitigated 

0.013945 

0.01348 

0.01346 

0.00246 

0.01789 

0.00326 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.31964 

1.33583 

12/71 

0.21836 

0.07447 

0.01359 

7.43027 

7.43029 

7.33310 

1.33829 

Linn Parking 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

1,304.47 

438.167 

72.5435 

685.565 

686.300 

685.874 

113.554 

and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

1,304.47 0.05291 0.01536 0.02245 1,308.94 

438.167 0.01703 0.00747 0.03458 440.852 

72.5435 0.00282 0.00124 0.00573 72.9881 

685.565 0.00818 0.10373 1.29050 717.972 

686.300 0.00810 0.10385 0.03348 717.484 

685.874 0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 717.562 

113.554 0.00135 0.01718 0.09226 118.801
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Daily- — 

Winter 

(Max) 

2026 2.41052 4.80600 6.90565 0.01205 

Average — 

Daily 

2026 0.20195 

Annual — 

2026 0.03686 0.29065 0.41100 0.00072 0.01122 

0.18874 0.22874 

1.59258 2.25204 0.00396 0.06145 0.04493 

0.00820 

0.40781 

0.10638 

0.01941 

0.17364 0.05362 

0.05658 

0.01033 

2.4. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds 

Criteria an somal “ daily, ton/yr mr 

Daily, —_ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Unmit. 0.02379 

Daily, _— 

Winter 

(Max) 

Unmit. 0.02208 

Average — 

Daily 

(Max) 

Unmit. 0.02307 

Annual — 

(Max) 

Unmit. 0.00421 

2.5. Operations Emissions by Sector, 

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

0.78272 

0.85812 

0.84276 

0.15380 

0.23412 

0.24003 

0.23661 

0.04318 

0.00616 

0.00617 

0.00616 

0.00112 

0.0140 

0.014 

0.0140 

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

PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |COQ2T Ca ca a el 

6 74.2783 

08 74.2783 

7 73.3028 

0.00257 13.3778 

74.2924 

74.2924 

73.3169 

13.3803 

Unmitigated 

0.013945 

0.01348 

0.01346 

0.00246 

0.01789 

0.00326 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.31964 

1.33583 

12/71 

0.21836 

0.07447 

0.01359 

7.43027 

7.43029 

7.33310 

1.33829 

Linn Parking 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

1,304.47 

438.167 

72.5435 

685.565 

686.300 

685.874 

113.554 

and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

1,304.47 0.05291 0.01536 0.02245 1,308.94 

438.167 0.01703 0.00747 0.03458 440.852 

72.5435 0.00282 0.00124 0.00573 72.9881 

685.565 0.00818 0.10373 1.29050 717.972 

686.300 0.00810 0.10385 0.03348 717.484 

685.874 0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 717.562 

113.554 0.00135 0.01718 0.09226 118.801
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Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Average 

Daily 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Annual 

0.01849 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02379 

0.01678 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02208 

0.01777 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02307 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

NOx Ico |so2_—_[pmt0e PM10D |PM10T |}PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 IN2o0 [Rk |coze | 

0.78272 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.78272 

0.85812 

0.00000 

0.85812 

0.84276 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.84276 

0.23412 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.23412 

0.24003 

0.00000 

0.24003 

0.23661 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.23661 

0.00616 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00616 

0.00617 

0.00000 

0.00617 

0.00616 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00616 

0.01406 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01406 

0.01408 

0.00000 

0.01408 

0.01407 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01407 

74.2783 

74.2783 

74.2783 

74.2783 

73.3028 

73.3028 

74,2924 

0.00000 

0.00000 

74,2924 

74.2924 

0.00000 

74.2924 

73.3169 

0.00000 

0.00000 

73.3169 

0.01345 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01345 

0.01348 

0.00000 

0.01348 

0.01346 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01346 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.31964 

7.31964 

13/71 

7.43027 

0.00000 

0.00000 

7.43027 

7.43029 

0.00000 

7.43029 

7.33310 

0.00000 

0.00000 

7.33310 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

655.454 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.565 

656.190 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

686.300 

655.763 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.874 

655.454 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.565 

656.190 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

686.300 

655.763 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.874 

0.00600 

0.00000 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.00818 

0.00592 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.00810 

0.00597 

0.00000 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10347 

0.00000 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10373 

0.10359 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10385 

0.10352 

0.00000 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

1.29050 

1.29050 

0.03348 

0.03348 

0.55724 

0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 

687.728 

0.00000 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.972 

687.240 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.484 

687.318 

0.00000 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.562
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Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Average 

Daily 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Annual 

0.01849 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02379 

0.01678 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02208 

0.01777 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02307 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

NOx Ico |so2_—_[pmt0e PM10D |PM10T |}PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 IN2o0 [Rk |coze | 

0.78272 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.78272 

0.85812 

0.00000 

0.85812 

0.84276 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.84276 

0.23412 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.23412 

0.24003 

0.00000 

0.24003 

0.23661 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.23661 

0.00616 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00616 

0.00617 

0.00000 

0.00617 

0.00616 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00616 

0.01406 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01406 

0.01408 

0.00000 

0.01408 

0.01407 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01407 

74.2783 

74.2783 

74.2783 

74.2783 

73.3028 

73.3028 

74,2924 

0.00000 

0.00000 

74,2924 

74.2924 

0.00000 

74.2924 

73.3169 

0.00000 

0.00000 

73.3169 

0.01345 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01345 

0.01348 

0.00000 

0.01348 

0.01346 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01346 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.31964 

7.31964 

13/71 

7.43027 

0.00000 

0.00000 

7.43027 

7.43029 

0.00000 

7.43029 

7.33310 

0.00000 

0.00000 

7.33310 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

655.454 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.565 

656.190 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

686.300 

655.763 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.874 

655.454 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.565 

656.190 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

686.300 

655.763 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.874 

0.00600 

0.00000 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.00818 

0.00592 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.00810 

0.00597 

0.00000 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10347 

0.00000 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10373 

0.10359 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10385 

0.10352 

0.00000 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

1.29050 

1.29050 

0.03348 

0.03348 

0.55724 

0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 

687.728 

0.00000 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.972 

687.240 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.484 

687.318 

0.00000 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.562

E
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Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Average 

Daily 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Annual 

0.01849 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02379 

0.01678 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02208 

0.01777 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02307 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

NOx Ico |so2_—_[pmt0e PM10D |PM10T |}PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 IN2o0 [Rk |coze | 

0.78272 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.78272 

0.85812 

0.00000 

0.85812 

0.84276 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.84276 

0.23412 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.23412 

0.24003 

0.00000 

0.24003 

0.23661 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.23661 

0.00616 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00616 

0.00617 

0.00000 

0.00617 

0.00616 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00616 

0.01406 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01406 

0.01408 

0.00000 

0.01408 

0.01407 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01407 

74.2783 

74.2783 

74.2783 

74.2783 

73.3028 

73.3028 

74,2924 

0.00000 

0.00000 

74,2924 

74.2924 

0.00000 

74.2924 

73.3169 

0.00000 

0.00000 

73.3169 

0.01345 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01345 

0.01348 

0.00000 

0.01348 

0.01346 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01346 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.31964 

7.31964 

13/71 

7.43027 

0.00000 

0.00000 

7.43027 

7.43029 

0.00000 

7.43029 

7.33310 

0.00000 

0.00000 

7.33310 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

655.454 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.565 

656.190 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

686.300 

655.763 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.874 

655.454 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.565 

656.190 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

686.300 

655.763 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.874 

0.00600 

0.00000 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.00818 

0.00592 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.00810 

0.00597 

0.00000 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10347 

0.00000 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10373 

0.10359 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10385 

0.10352 

0.00000 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

1.29050 

1.29050 

0.03348 

0.03348 

0.55724 

0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 

687.728 

0.00000 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.972 

687.240 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.484 

687.318 

0.00000 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.562
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Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Average 

Daily 

Mobile 

Area 

Energy 

Water 

Waste 

Total 

Annual 

0.01849 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02379 

0.01678 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02208 

0.01777 

0.00530 

0.00000 

0.02307 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

NOx Ico |so2_—_[pmt0e PM10D |PM10T |}PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 IN2o0 [Rk |coze | 

0.78272 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.78272 

0.85812 

0.00000 

0.85812 

0.84276 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.84276 

0.23412 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.23412 

0.24003 

0.00000 

0.24003 

0.23661 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.23661 

0.00616 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00616 

0.00617 

0.00000 

0.00617 

0.00616 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00616 

0.01406 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01406 

0.01408 

0.00000 

0.01408 

0.01407 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01407 

74.2783 

74.2783 

74.2783 

74.2783 

73.3028 

73.3028 

74,2924 

0.00000 

0.00000 

74,2924 

74.2924 

0.00000 

74.2924 

73.3169 

0.00000 

0.00000 

73.3169 

0.01345 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01345 

0.01348 

0.00000 

0.01348 

0.01346 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01346 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.41682 

7.31964 

7.31964 

13/71 

7.43027 

0.00000 

0.00000 

7.43027 

7.43029 

0.00000 

7.43029 

7.33310 

0.00000 

0.00000 

7.33310 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

655.454 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.565 

656.190 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

686.300 

655.763 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.874 

655.454 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.565 

656.190 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

686.300 

655.763 

0.00000 

30.0692 

0.04120 

0.00000 

685.874 

0.00600 

0.00000 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.00818 

0.00592 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.00810 

0.00597 

0.00000 

0.00217 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10347 

0.00000 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10373 

0.10359 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.10385 

0.10352 

0.00000 

0.00026 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

1.29050 

1.29050 

0.03348 

0.03348 

0.55724 

0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 

687.728 

0.00000 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.972 

687.240 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.484 

687.318 

0.00000 

30.2020 

0.04138 

0.00000 

717.562
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Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Mobile 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Area 0.00097 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Water — _ —_ _ on a = = -- 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _ _ — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.00421 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 0.00000 113.554 113.554 0.00135 0.01718 0.09226 118.801 

2.6. Operations Emissions by Sector, Mitigated 

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

Daily, —_ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Mobile 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Area 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000  — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ oe — — _ = — — _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _— _ _ _— _— — ~ _— 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02379 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 0.00000 685.565 685.565 0.00818 0.10373 1.29050 717.972 

Daily, _ _— — — — — = = — _ — = = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Mobile 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Area 0.00530 — _ = 2 _ — — - — — — — — —_ 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ —_ — — = — — -_ —_— 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _ — = = oo > — _— 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02208 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 0.00000 686.300 686.300 0.00810 0.10385 0.03348 717.484 
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Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Mobile 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Area 0.00097 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Water — _ —_ _ on a = = -- 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _ _ — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.00421 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 0.00000 113.554 113.554 0.00135 0.01718 0.09226 118.801 

2.6. Operations Emissions by Sector, Mitigated 

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

Daily, —_ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Mobile 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Area 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000  — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ oe — — _ = — — _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _— _ _ _— _— — ~ _— 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02379 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 0.00000 685.565 685.565 0.00818 0.10373 1.29050 717.972 

Daily, _ _— — — — — = = — _ — = = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Mobile 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Area 0.00530 — _ = 2 _ — — - — — — — — —_ 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ —_ — — = — — -_ —_— 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _ — = = oo > — _— 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02208 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 0.00000 686.300 686.300 0.00810 0.10385 0.03348 717.484 
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Mobile 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Area 0.00097 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Water — _ —_ _ on a = = -- 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _ _ — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.00421 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 0.00000 113.554 113.554 0.00135 0.01718 0.09226 118.801 

2.6. Operations Emissions by Sector, Mitigated 

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

Daily, —_ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Mobile 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Area 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000  — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ oe — — _ = — — _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _— _ _ _— _— — ~ _— 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02379 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 0.00000 685.565 685.565 0.00818 0.10373 1.29050 717.972 

Daily, _ _— — — — — = = — _ — = = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Mobile 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Area 0.00530 — _ = 2 _ — — - — — — — — —_ 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ —_ — — = — — -_ —_— 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _ — = = oo > — _— 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02208 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 0.00000 686.300 686.300 0.00810 0.10385 0.03348 717.484 
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Mobile 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Area 0.00097 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Water — _ —_ _ on a = = -- 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _ _ — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.00421 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 0.00000 113.554 113.554 0.00135 0.01718 0.09226 118.801 

2.6. Operations Emissions by Sector, Mitigated 

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

Daily, —_ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Mobile 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Area 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000  — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ oe — — _ = — — _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _— _ _ _— _— — ~ _— 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02379 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 0.00000 685.565 685.565 0.00818 0.10373 1.29050 717.972 

Daily, _ _— — — — — = = — _ — = = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Mobile 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Area 0.00530 — _ = 2 _ — — - — — — — — —_ 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ —_ — — = — — -_ —_— 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — _ _ — = = oo > — _— 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02208 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 0.00000 686.300 686.300 0.00810 0.10385 0.03348 717.484 
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Average — _ -- — — —_ a — — — 

Daily 

Mobile 0.01777 0.84276 0.23661 0.00616 0.01407 73.3028 73.3169 0.01346 7.31964 7.33310 — 655.763 655.763 0.00597 0.10352 0.55724 687.318 

Area 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ _ _ — —_ —_ _ _— _- 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — — _ _ _ _ _ = _ —_ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02307 0.84276 0.23661 0.00616 0.01407 73.3028 73.3169 0.01346 7.31964 7.33310 0.00000 685.874 685.874 0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 717.562 

Annual — —_— — — _ — — — — —_ _ _— _ _ _ — _ 

Mobile 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Area 0.00097 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Water a _ — _ _ = > —_ — _ 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < — 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — — _— _ _ _- _ _— _ _ 0.00000 ‘0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.00421 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 0.00000 113.554 113.554 0.00135 0.01718 0.09226 118.801 

3. Construction Emissions Details 

3.1. Demolition (2026) - Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants (elu for mal a for annual) and GHGs Perea for a MT/yr for annual) 

Onsite —_ 

Daily, — — _ _— — — — — = _ _— — _ — — = = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.44081 4.09093 5.57793 0.00877 0.13431 — 0.13431 0.12356 — 0.12356 — 851.928 851.928 0.03456 0.00691 — 854.851 

Equipment 

Demoliti — — — _— _— 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — — — — = = = 

on 
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Average — _ -- — — —_ a — — — 

Daily 
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Area 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ _ _ — —_ —_ _ _— _- 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — — _ _ _ _ _ = _ —_ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02307 0.84276 0.23661 0.00616 0.01407 73.3028 73.3169 0.01346 7.31964 7.33310 0.00000 685.874 685.874 0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 717.562 

Annual — —_— — — _ — — — — —_ _ _— _ _ _ — _ 
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Water a _ — _ _ = > —_ — _ 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < — 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — — _— _ _ _- _ _— _ _ 0.00000 ‘0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 
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Criteria Pollutants (elu for mal a for annual) and GHGs Perea for a MT/yr for annual) 
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Daily, — — _ _— — — — — = _ _— — _ — — = = 

Summer 

(Max) 
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on 

15/71

E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Average — _ -- — — —_ a — — — 

Daily 
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Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Water — _ _ _ — —_ —_ _ _— _- 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — — _ _ _ _ _ = _ —_ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02307 0.84276 0.23661 0.00616 0.01407 73.3028 73.3169 0.01346 7.31964 7.33310 0.00000 685.874 685.874 0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 717.562 

Annual — —_— — — _ — — — — —_ _ _— _ _ _ — _ 
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3. Construction Emissions Details 

3.1. Demolition (2026) - Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants (elu for mal a for annual) and GHGs Perea for a MT/yr for annual) 

Onsite —_ 

Daily, — — _ _— — — — — = _ _— — _ — — = = 

Summer 

(Max) 
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Average — _ -- — — —_ a — — — 
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Water — _ _ _ — —_ —_ _ _— _- 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — — _ _ _ _ _ = _ —_ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.02307 0.84276 0.23661 0.00616 0.01407 73.3028 73.3169 0.01346 7.31964 7.33310 0.00000 685.874 685.874 0.00815 0.10378 0.55724 717.562 

Annual — —_— — — _ — — — — —_ _ _— _ _ _ — _ 

Mobile 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Area 0.00097 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Energy 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Water a _ — _ _ = > —_ — _ 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < — 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

Waste — — _— _ _ _- _ _— _ _ 0.00000 ‘0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Total 0.00421 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 0.00000 113.554 113.554 0.00135 0.01718 0.09226 118.801 

3. Construction Emissions Details 

3.1. Demolition (2026) - Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants (elu for mal a for annual) and GHGs Perea for a MT/yr for annual) 

Onsite —_ 

Daily, — — _ _— — — — — = _ _— — _ — — = = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.44081 4.09093 5.57793 0.00877 0.13431 — 0.13431 0.12356 — 0.12356 — 851.928 851.928 0.03456 0.00691 — 854.851 

Equipment 

Demoliti — — — _— _— 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — — — — = = = 

on 

15/71
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Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Daily, _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.01208 

Equipment 

Demoliti — 

on 

Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — 

Off-Road 0.00220 

Equipment 

Demoliti — 

on 

Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite —_ 

Daily, —_ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Worker 0.06162 

Vendor 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 

Daily, — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — 

Daily 

Worker 0.00143 

Vendor 0.00000 

0.00000 

0.11208 

0.00000 

0.02045 

0.00000 

0.05710 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00178 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.15282 

0.00000 

0.02789 

0.00000 

1.08060 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.02113 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00024 

0.00000 

0.00004 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00368 

0.00000 

0.00067 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.13071 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00357 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00368 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00067 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.13071 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00357 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00339 

0.00000 

0.00062 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.03064 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00084 

0.00000 
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0.00000 

0.00339 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00062 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.03064 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00084 

0.00000 
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0.00000 

23.3405 

0.00000 

3.86428 

0.00000 

151.087 

0.00000 

0.00000 

3.76070 

0.00000 

0.00000 

23.3405 

0.00000 

3.86428 

0.00000 

151.087 

0.00000 

0.00000 

3.76070 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00095 

0.00000 

0.00016 

0.00000 

0.00584 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00017 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00019 

0.00000 

0.00003 

0.00000 

0.00496 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00014 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.49575 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00586 

0.00000 

0.00000 

23.4206 

0.00000 

3.87754 

0.00000 

153.207 

0.00000 

0.00000 

3.81122 

0.00000
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Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Daily, _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.01208 

Equipment 

Demoliti — 

on 

Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — 

Off-Road 0.00220 

Equipment 

Demoliti — 

on 

Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite —_ 

Daily, —_ 
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Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Annual — — — os _ 

Worker 0.00026 0.00032 0.00386 0.00000 0.00000 0.00065 0.00065 0.00000 0.00015 0.00015 — 0.62263 0.62263 0.00003 0.00002 0.00097 0.63099 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

3.2. Demolition (2026) - Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ann for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs bide for daily, eas for annual) 

Onsite 

Daily, _ — — — _ — _ — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.44081 4.09093 5.57793 0.00877 0.13431 — 0.13431 0.12356 — 0.12356 — 851.928 851.928 0.03456 0.00691 a 854.851 

Equipment 

Demoliti — —_ _— — _— 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — — — _ — 

on 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Daily, _— — — = — _ _' _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — = _ _ = = — = 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.01208 0.11208 0.15282 0.00024 0.00368 — 0.00368 0.00339 — 0.00339 — 23.3405 23.3405 0.00095 0.00019 — 23.4206 

Equipment 

Demoliti — _ _ _ — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — —_ _— — = = = 

on 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 -0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 6.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — _ _— _ = = = = = = 
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Off-Road 0.00220 

Equipment 

Demoliti — 

on 

Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite — 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Worker 0.06162 

Vendor 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 

Daily, - 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — 

Daily 

Worker 0.00143 

Vendor 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 

Annual — 

Worker 0.00026 

Vendor 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 

3.3. Site Preparation (2026) - Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for ann 

Location Iroc | 

Onsite — 

0.02045 

0.00000 

0.05710 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00178 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00032 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.02789 

0.00000 

1.08060 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.02113 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00386 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00004 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00067 
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0.00000 

0.00000 
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0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 
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0.00000 
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0.00000 
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0.00062 
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0.00000 

0.00000 
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0.00000 
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0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.03064 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00084 
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0.00000 

0.00000 
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0.00015 

0.00000 

0.00000 
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0.00000 0.00000 
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0.00000 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 

ual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 
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0.00016 

0.00000 

0.00584 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00017 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00003 

0.00000 

0.00000 

Inox [co [soz |pmioe PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T lcHa | 
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Daily, _— —_ —_ — —_ — _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.43578 3.73818 5.54403 0.00793 0.18506 — 0.18506 0.17026 — 0.17026 — 858.447 858.447 0.03482 0.00696 — 861.393 

Equipment 

Dust — — — = — 0.57271 0.57271 — 0.06368 0.06368 — — _ — — 

From 

Material 

Movement 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Daily, — — — — — = — = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — — — —_ _ = — 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00119 0.01024 0.01519 0.00002 0.00051 — 0.00051 0.00047 — 0.00047 — 2.35191 2.35191 0.00010 0.00002 — 2.35998 

Equipment 

Dust — — — —_ _ 0.00157 0.00157 — 0.00017 0.00017 — — — — = — - 

From 

Material 

Movement 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — - — - _— _ — _ _ 

Off-Road 0.00022 0.00187 0.00277 < 0.00008 — 0.00009 0.00009 — 0.00009 — 0.38939 0.38939 0.00002 < - 0.39072 

Equipment 0.000005 0.000005 

Dust —_ —_ —_— — — 0.00029 0.00029 — 0.00003 0.00003 — — —_ — — _ — 

From 

Material 

Movement 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite — _ _ _ — _— — _ _ _- _ 

Daily, => os — — — — =— = — — = 

Summer 

(Max) 
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Worker 0.03081 0.02855 0.54030 0.00000 0.00000 0.06535 0.06535 0.00000 0.01532 0.01532 — 75.5433 75.5433 0.00292 0.00248 0.24787 76.6033 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.09295 5.02363 1.26678 0.03148 0.08995 1.23074 1.32069 0.08995 0.34516 0.43511 — 4,522.24 4,522.24 0.04198 0.71059 9.47549 4,744.52 

Daily, oe — = _ —_ — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — —_ = —_ — — = 

Daily 

Worker 0.00007 0.00009 0.00106 0.00000 0.00000 0.00018 0.00018 0.00000 0.00004 0.00004 — 0.18803 0.18803 0.00001 0.00001 0.00029 0.19056 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00025 0.01484 0.00350 0.00009 0.00025 0.00336 0.00361 0.00025 0.00094 0.00119 — 12.3938 12.3938 0.00012 0.00195 0.01121 12.9881 

Annual — — = = _ = — _ 

Worker 0.00001 0.00002 0.00019 0.00000 0.00000 0.00003 0.00003 0.00000 0.00001 0.00001 — 0.03113 0.03113 < < 0.00005 0.03155 

0.000005 0.000005 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00004 0.00271 0.00064 0.00002 0.00004 0.00061 0.00066 0.00004 0.00017 0.00022 — 2.05194 2.05194 0.00002 0.00032 0.00186 2.15032 

3.4. Site Preparation (2026) - Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants re for dai , ae for annual) and GHGs (lo/dey for daily, wie for annual) 

Onsite — - -- _ ne — = _ _ = 

Daily, — — _ — — — -_ = — = —_ = 
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(Max) 
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Movement 
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Movement 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00006 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0,00000 

truck 

20/71
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Worker 0.03081 0.02855 0.54030 0.00000 0.00000 0.06535 0.06535 0.00000 0.01532 0.01532 — 75.5433 75.5433 0.00292 0.00248 0.24787 76.6033 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.09295 5.02363 1.26678 0.03148 0.08995 1.23074 1.32069 0.08995 0.34516 0.43511 — 4,522.24 4,522.24 0.04198 0.71059 9.47549 4,744.52 

Daily, oe — = _ —_ — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — —_ = —_ — — = 

Daily 

Worker 0.00007 0.00009 0.00106 0.00000 0.00000 0.00018 0.00018 0.00000 0.00004 0.00004 — 0.18803 0.18803 0.00001 0.00001 0.00029 0.19056 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00025 0.01484 0.00350 0.00009 0.00025 0.00336 0.00361 0.00025 0.00094 0.00119 — 12.3938 12.3938 0.00012 0.00195 0.01121 12.9881 

Annual — — = = _ = — _ 

Worker 0.00001 0.00002 0.00019 0.00000 0.00000 0.00003 0.00003 0.00000 0.00001 0.00001 — 0.03113 0.03113 < < 0.00005 0.03155 

0.000005 0.000005 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00004 0.00271 0.00064 0.00002 0.00004 0.00061 0.00066 0.00004 0.00017 0.00022 — 2.05194 2.05194 0.00002 0.00032 0.00186 2.15032 

3.4. Site Preparation (2026) - Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants re for dai , ae for annual) and GHGs (lo/dey for daily, wie for annual) 

Onsite — - -- _ ne — = _ _ = 

Daily, — — _ — — — -_ = — = —_ = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.43578 3.73818 5.54403 0.00793 0.18506 — 0.18506 0.17026 — 0.17026 — 858.447 858.447 0.03482 0.00696 — 861.393 

Equipment 

Dust — = oe —_ ~ 0.57271 0.57271 — 0.06368 0.06368 — — — a _ _ _— 

From 

Material 

Movement 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00006 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0,00000 

truck 

20/71
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Daily, _ 
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(Max) 

Average — 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00119 
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0.00000 

0.54030 

0.00000 

1.26678 

0.00106 

0.00002 

0.00000 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.03148 

0.00000 

0.00051 

0.00000 

0.00009 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.08995 

0.00000 
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Vendor 

Hauling 

Annual 

Worker 

Vendor 

Hauling 

0.00000 

0.00025 

0.00001 

0.00000 

0.00004 

0.00000 

0.01484 

0.00002 

0.00000 

0.00271 

0.00000 

0.00350 

0.00019 

0.00000 

0.00064 

0.00000 

0.00009 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00002 

3.5. Grading (2026) - Unmitigated 
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0.00000 
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0.00017 

0.00000 

0.00119 

0.00001 
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0.00000 

12.3938 

0.03113 

0.00000 

2.05194 

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

Onsite 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

0.00000 

12.3938 

0.03113 

0.00000 

2.05194 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

0.00012 0.00195 0.01121 

< < 0.00005 

0.000005 0.000005 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

0.00002 0.00032 0.00186 

0.00000 

12.9881 

0.03155 

0.00000 

2.15032 

NOx Ico |soz__| poe PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 coat [cha |n20 |r [core | 

Off-Road 1.02452 9.19052 9.69044 0.01582 

Equipment 

Dust — 

From 

Material 

Movement 

Onsite 

truck 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Daily, —_— 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00561 

Equipment 

Dust _ 

From 

Material 

Movement 

0.05036 0.05310 0.00009 

0.41898 

0.00000 

0.00230 

5.33317 

0.00000 

0.02922 

0.41898 

§.33317 

0.00000 

0.00230 

0.02922 

0.38547 

0.00000 

0.00211 

2.57177 

0.00000 

0.01409 

22/71 

0.38547 

2.57177 

0.00000 

0.00211 

0.01409 

4,714.25 

0.00000 

9.39317 

1,714.25 

0.00000 

9.39317 

0.06954 0.01391 — 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

0.00038 0.00008 — 

1,720.14 

0.00000 

9.42540
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Vendor 

Hauling 

Annual 

Worker 

Vendor 

Hauling 
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0.00002 

3.5. Grading (2026) - Unmitigated 
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Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Onsite 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

0.00000 

12.3938 

0.03113 

0.00000 

2.05194 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

0.00012 0.00195 0.01121 

< < 0.00005 

0.000005 0.000005 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

0.00002 0.00032 0.00186 

0.00000 

12.9881 

0.03155 

0.00000 

2.15032 

NOx Ico |soz__| poe PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 coat [cha |n20 |r [core | 

Off-Road 1.02452 9.19052 9.69044 0.01582 

Equipment 

Dust — 

From 

Material 

Movement 

Onsite 

truck 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Daily, —_— 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00561 

Equipment 

Dust _ 

From 

Material 

Movement 

0.05036 0.05310 0.00009 

0.41898 

0.00000 

0.00230 

5.33317 

0.00000 

0.02922 

0.41898 

§.33317 

0.00000 

0.00230 

0.02922 

0.38547 

0.00000 

0.00211 

2.57177 

0.00000 

0.01409 
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0.38547 

2.57177 

0.00000 

0.00211 

0.01409 

4,714.25 

0.00000 

9.39317 

1,714.25 

0.00000 

9.39317 

0.06954 0.01391 — 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

0.00038 0.00008 — 

1,720.14 

0.00000 

9.42540
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Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — os — os — os _ 

Off-Road 0.00102 0.00919 0.00969 0.00002 0.00042 — 0.00042 0.00039 — 0.00039 — 1.55515 1.55515 0.00006 0.00001 — 1.56048 

Equipment 

Dust — — — a — 0.00533 0.00533 — 0.00257 0.00257 — —_ “= 

From 

Material 

Movement 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite — - _ _ = = - = ~ 

Daily, = = — — -- _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Worker 0.04621 0.04282 0.81045 0.00000 0.00000 0.09803 0.09803 0.00000 0.02298 0.02298 — 113.315 113.315 0.00438 0.00372 0.37181 114.905 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.04647 2.51181 0.63339 0.01574 0.04497 0.61537 0.66034 0.04497 0.17258 0.21756 — 2,261.12 2,261.12 0.02099 0.35530 4.73774 2,372.26 

Daily, _ _ — = — — = = = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — — — — = = = —_ — = 

Daily 

Worker 0.00022 0.00027 0.00317 0.00000 0.00000 0.00054 0.00054 0.00000 0.00013 0.00013 — 0.56410 0.56410 0.00002 0.00002 0.00088 0.57168 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00025 0.01484 0.00350 0.00009 0.00025 0.00336 0.00361 0.00025 0.00094 0.00119 — 42.3938 12.3938 0.00012 0.00195 0.01121 12.9881 

Annual — = _ — = — = — — = 

Worker 0.00004 0.00005 0.00058 0.00000 0.00000 0.00010 0.00010 0.00000 9.00002 0.00002 — 0.09339 0.09339 < < 0.00015 0.09465 

0.000005 0.000005 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00004 0.00271 0.00064 0.00002 0.00004 0.00061 0.00066 0.00004 0.00017 0.00022 — 2.05194 2.05194 0.00002 0.00032 0.00186 2.15032 
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3.6. Grading (2026) - Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ( Mees for ae cu for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daly Las for annual) 

Onsite —_ 

Daily, _ _ _ — — _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Off-Road 1.02452 9.19052 9.69044 0.01582 0.41898 — 0.41898 0.38547 — 0.38547 — 1,714.25 1,714.25 0.06954 0.01391 — 1,720.14 

Equipment 

Dust _— = — = = 5.33317 5.33317. — 2.57177 2.57177 — — — — 

From 

Material 

Movement 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 .0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Daily, — — _ _ — —_ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — _ _— _ — — = 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00561 0.05036 0.05310 0.00009 0.00230 — 0.00230 0.00211 — 0.00211 — 9.39317 9.39317 0.00038 0.00008 — 9.42540 

Equipment 

Dust _— —_ —_ = _ 0.02922 0.02922 — 0.01409 0.01409 — — — —- — 

From 

Material 

Movement 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 ‘0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — _ _ _ — _ _— _ 

Off-Road 0.00102 0.00919 0.00969 0.00002 0.00042 — 0.00042 0.00039 — 0.00039 — 1.55515 1.55515 0.00006 0.00001 — 1.56048 

Equipment 

Dust _— _ _ _— _ 0.00533 0.00533 — 0.00257 0.00257 — — — — — = 

From 

Material 

Movement 
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3.6. Grading (2026) - Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ( Mees for ae cu for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daly Las for annual) 
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Daily, _ _ _ — — _ 
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3.6. Grading (2026) - Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ( Mees for ae cu for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daly Las for annual) 
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3.6. Grading (2026) - Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ( Mees for ae cu for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daly Las for annual) 
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Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite — 

Daily, ae 

Summer 

(Max) 

Worker 0.04621 

Vendor 0.00000 

Hauling 0.04647 

Daily, — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Average — 

Daily 

Worker 0.00022 

Vendor 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00025 

Annual — 

Worker 0.00004 

Vendor 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00004 

0.00000 

0.04282 

0.00000 

2.51181 

0.00027 

0.00000 

0.01484 

0.00005 

0.00000 

0.0027 1 

0.00000 

0.81045 

0.00000 

0.63339 

0.00317 

0.00000 

0.00350 

0.00058 

0.00000 

0.00064 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01574 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00009 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00002 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.04497 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00025 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00004 

0.00000 

0.09803 

0.00000 

0.61537 

0.00054 

0.00000 

0.00336 

0.00010 

0.00000 

0.00061 

3.7. Building Construction (2026) - Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ae for malt a for annual) and 

Onsite — 

Daily, —_— 

Summer 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49393 4.80600 6.90565 0.01205 0.18874 

Equipment 

0.00000 0.00000 

0.09803 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 

0.66034 0.04497 

0.00054 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 

0.00361 0.00025 

0.00010 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 

0.00066 0.00004 

0.00000 

0.02298 

0.00000 

0.17258 

0.00013 

0.00000 

0.00094 

0.00002 

0.00000 

0.00017 

0.00000 

0.02298 

0.00000 

0.21756 

0.00013 

0.00000 

0.00119 

0.00002 

0.00000 

0.00022 
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0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

113.315 113.315 0.00438 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

2,261.12 2,261.12 0.02099 

0.56410 0.56410 0.00002 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

12.3938 12.3938 0.00012 

0.09339 0.09339 < 

0.000005 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

2.05194 2.05194 0.00002 

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

PM10T |PM2,5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |COQO2T ae Cc See eae 

0.18874 0.17364 

25/71 

0.17364 1,304.47 1,304.47 0.05291 

0.00000 

0.00372 

0.00000 

0.35530 

0.00002 

0.00000 

0.00195 

< 

0.000005 

0.00000 

0.00032 

0.01058 

0.00000 

0.37181 

0.00000 

4.73774 

0.00088 

0.00000 

0.01121 

0.00015 

0.00000 

0.00186 

0.00000 

114.905 

0.00000 

2,372.26 

0.57168 

0.00000 

12.9881 

0.09465 

0.00000 

2.15032 

1,308.94
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Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite — 

Daily, ae 

Summer 
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Average — —: _ — —_ _ os 

Daily 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Annual — — aa — _ _ _ = 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

3.8. Building Construction (2026) - Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants rods fc for aa a for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Onsite — — _— — — _ a — 

Daily, _— —_— —_ _— _ _ _— —_ _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49393 4.80600 6.90565 0.01205 0.18874 — 0.18874 0.17364 — 0.17364 — 1,304.47 1,304.47 0.05291 0.01058 — 41,308.94 

Equipment 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Daily, _ — — —_— _ _ _— — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49393 4.80600 6.90565 0.01205 0.18874 — 0.18874 0.17364 — 0.17364 — 1,304.47 1,304.47 0.05291 0.01058 — 1,308.94 

Equipment 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _- _ _ _ _ — _ — _ 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.13532 1.31671 1.89196 0.00330 0.05171 — 0.05171 0.04757 — 0.04757. — 357.388 357.388 0.01450 0.00290 — 358.614 

Equipment 
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Annual — — aa — _ _ _ = 
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Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 
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Criteria Pollutants rods fc for aa a for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 
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0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.24030 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.34528 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00060 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

3.9. Paving (2026) - Unmitigated 

0.00000 

0.00944 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00944 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00868 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 
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0.00000 

0.00868 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

59.1697 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

59.1697 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00240 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00048 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 
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0.00000 

§9.3727 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000



E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
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Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Onsite — 

Daily, — — — = = amis — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — — — = _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49102 4.24080 5.29941 0.00857 0.17907 — 0.17907 0.16474 — 0.16474 — 822.965 822.965 0.03338 0.00668 — 825.790 

Equipment 

Paving 0.33012 — — — — = = = = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _ -- — _ — _— — _- 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00673 0.05809 0.07259 0.00012 0.00245 — 0.00245 0.00226 — 0.00226 — 411.2735 11.2735 0.00046 0.00009 — 11.3122 

Equipment 

Paving 0.00452 — = — — — _— me 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — — — — _ — — — _ 

Off-Road 0.00123 0.01060 0.01325 0.00002 0.00045 — 0.00045 0.00041 — 0.00041 — 4.86646 1.86646 0.00008 0.00002 — 1.87286 

Equipment 

Paving 0.00083 — — — _ _— — = — —e = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite — — — = —_ — =: _ _ _ 

Daily, — — _ oa — — i — — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — _ = = _ _ = _ _ 

Winter 

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

Onsite — 

Daily, — — — = = amis — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — — — = _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49102 4.24080 5.29941 0.00857 0.17907 — 0.17907 0.16474 — 0.16474 — 822.965 822.965 0.03338 0.00668 — 825.790 

Equipment 

Paving 0.33012 — — — — = = = = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _ -- — _ — _— — _- 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00673 0.05809 0.07259 0.00012 0.00245 — 0.00245 0.00226 — 0.00226 — 411.2735 11.2735 0.00046 0.00009 — 11.3122 

Equipment 

Paving 0.00452 — = — — — _— me 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — — — — _ — — — _ 

Off-Road 0.00123 0.01060 0.01325 0.00002 0.00045 — 0.00045 0.00041 — 0.00041 — 4.86646 1.86646 0.00008 0.00002 — 1.87286 

Equipment 

Paving 0.00083 — — — _ _— — = — —e = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite — — — = —_ — =: _ _ _ 

Daily, — — _ oa — — i — — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — _ = = _ _ = _ _ 

Winter 

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

Onsite — 

Daily, — — — = = amis — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — — — = _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49102 4.24080 5.29941 0.00857 0.17907 — 0.17907 0.16474 — 0.16474 — 822.965 822.965 0.03338 0.00668 — 825.790 

Equipment 

Paving 0.33012 — — — — = = = = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _ -- — _ — _— — _- 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00673 0.05809 0.07259 0.00012 0.00245 — 0.00245 0.00226 — 0.00226 — 411.2735 11.2735 0.00046 0.00009 — 11.3122 

Equipment 

Paving 0.00452 — = — — — _— me 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — — — — _ — — — _ 

Off-Road 0.00123 0.01060 0.01325 0.00002 0.00045 — 0.00045 0.00041 — 0.00041 — 4.86646 1.86646 0.00008 0.00002 — 1.87286 

Equipment 

Paving 0.00083 — — — _ _— — = — —e = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite — — — = —_ — =: _ _ _ 

Daily, — — _ oa — — i — — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — _ = = _ _ = _ _ 

Winter 

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

Onsite — 

Daily, — — — = = amis — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — — — = _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49102 4.24080 5.29941 0.00857 0.17907 — 0.17907 0.16474 — 0.16474 — 822.965 822.965 0.03338 0.00668 — 825.790 

Equipment 

Paving 0.33012 — — — — = = = = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _ -- — _ — _— — _- 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00673 0.05809 0.07259 0.00012 0.00245 — 0.00245 0.00226 — 0.00226 — 411.2735 11.2735 0.00046 0.00009 — 11.3122 

Equipment 

Paving 0.00452 — = — — — _— me 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — — — — _ — — — _ 

Off-Road 0.00123 0.01060 0.01325 0.00002 0.00045 — 0.00045 0.00041 — 0.00041 — 4.86646 1.86646 0.00008 0.00002 — 1.87286 

Equipment 

Paving 0.00083 — — — _ _— — = — —e = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite — — — = —_ — =: _ _ _ 

Daily, — — _ oa — — i — — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — _ = = _ _ = _ _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

29/71
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Worker 0.08507 0.11420 1.06599 0.00000 0.00000 0.22874 0.22874 0.00000 0.05362 0.05362 — 223.442 223.442 0.01100 0.00868 0.02245 226.327 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Average — _ a 7 — = — —_ 

Daily 

Worker 0.00126 0.00155 0.01849 0.00000 0.00000 0.00312 0.00312 0.00000 0.00073 0.00073 — 3.29061 3.29061 0.00015 0.00012 0.00513 3.33481 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Annual — —_ — _ — — — — 

Worker 0.00023 0.00028 0.00337 0.00000 0.00000 0.00057 0.00057 0.00000 0.00013 0.00013 — 0.54480 0.54480 0.00002 0.00002 0.00085 0.55212 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

3.10. Paving (2026) - Mitigated 

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

Onsite — — = = = = = = = iz — ~ = = == _ — 

Daily, — a -- — — _ — oe _ a 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _— = — = _ _ _ — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49102 4.24080 5.29941 0.00857 0.17907 — 0.17907 0.16474 — 0.16474 — 822.965 822.965 0.03338 0.00668 — 825.790 

Equipment 

Paving 0.33012 — = — _ — —e — — _ = = — = — = = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _ — — — — — — = = = _— — _ _ == 

Daily 
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Worker 0.08507 0.11420 1.06599 0.00000 0.00000 0.22874 0.22874 0.00000 0.05362 0.05362 — 223.442 223.442 0.01100 0.00868 0.02245 226.327 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Average — _ a 7 — = — —_ 

Daily 

Worker 0.00126 0.00155 0.01849 0.00000 0.00000 0.00312 0.00312 0.00000 0.00073 0.00073 — 3.29061 3.29061 0.00015 0.00012 0.00513 3.33481 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Annual — —_ — _ — — — — 

Worker 0.00023 0.00028 0.00337 0.00000 0.00000 0.00057 0.00057 0.00000 0.00013 0.00013 — 0.54480 0.54480 0.00002 0.00002 0.00085 0.55212 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

3.10. Paving (2026) - Mitigated 

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

Onsite — — = = = = = = = iz — ~ = = == _ — 

Daily, — a -- — — _ — oe _ a 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _— = — = _ _ _ — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49102 4.24080 5.29941 0.00857 0.17907 — 0.17907 0.16474 — 0.16474 — 822.965 822.965 0.03338 0.00668 — 825.790 

Equipment 

Paving 0.33012 — = — _ — —e — — _ = = — = — = = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _ — — — — — — = = = _— — _ _ == 

Daily 
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Worker 0.08507 0.11420 1.06599 0.00000 0.00000 0.22874 0.22874 0.00000 0.05362 0.05362 — 223.442 223.442 0.01100 0.00868 0.02245 226.327 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Average — _ a 7 — = — —_ 

Daily 

Worker 0.00126 0.00155 0.01849 0.00000 0.00000 0.00312 0.00312 0.00000 0.00073 0.00073 — 3.29061 3.29061 0.00015 0.00012 0.00513 3.33481 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Annual — —_ — _ — — — — 

Worker 0.00023 0.00028 0.00337 0.00000 0.00000 0.00057 0.00057 0.00000 0.00013 0.00013 — 0.54480 0.54480 0.00002 0.00002 0.00085 0.55212 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

3.10. Paving (2026) - Mitigated 

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

Onsite — — = = = = = = = iz — ~ = = == _ — 

Daily, — a -- — — _ — oe _ a 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _— = — = _ _ _ — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49102 4.24080 5.29941 0.00857 0.17907 — 0.17907 0.16474 — 0.16474 — 822.965 822.965 0.03338 0.00668 — 825.790 

Equipment 

Paving 0.33012 — = — _ — —e — — _ = = — = — = = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _ — — — — — — = = = _— — _ _ == 

Daily 
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Worker 0.08507 0.11420 1.06599 0.00000 0.00000 0.22874 0.22874 0.00000 0.05362 0.05362 — 223.442 223.442 0.01100 0.00868 0.02245 226.327 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Average — _ a 7 — = — —_ 

Daily 

Worker 0.00126 0.00155 0.01849 0.00000 0.00000 0.00312 0.00312 0.00000 0.00073 0.00073 — 3.29061 3.29061 0.00015 0.00012 0.00513 3.33481 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Annual — —_ — _ — — — — 

Worker 0.00023 0.00028 0.00337 0.00000 0.00000 0.00057 0.00057 0.00000 0.00013 0.00013 — 0.54480 0.54480 0.00002 0.00002 0.00085 0.55212 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

3.10. Paving (2026) - Mitigated 

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

Onsite — — = = = = = = = iz — ~ = = == _ — 

Daily, — a -- — — _ — oe _ a 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _— = — = _ _ _ — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.49102 4.24080 5.29941 0.00857 0.17907 — 0.17907 0.16474 — 0.16474 — 822.965 822.965 0.03338 0.00668 — 825.790 

Equipment 

Paving 0.33012 — = — _ — —e — — _ = = — = — = = 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _ — — — — — — = = = _— — _ _ == 

Daily 
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Off-Road 0.00673 

Equipment 

Paving 0.00452 

Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — 

Off-Road 0.00123 

Equipment 

Paving 0.00083 

Onsite 0.00000 

truck 

Offsite — 

Daily, _— 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Worker 0.08507 

Vendor 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 

Average — 

Daily 

Worker 0.00126 

Vendor 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 

Annual — 

Worker 0.00023 

Vendor 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 

0.05809 

0.00000 

0.01060 

0.00000 

0.11420 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00155 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00028 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.07259 

0.00000 

0.01325 

0.00000 

1.06599 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.01849 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00337 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00012 

0.00000 

0.00002 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00245 

0.00000 

0.00045 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.22874 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00312 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00057 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00245 

0.00000 

0.00045 

0.00000 

0.22874 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00312 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00057 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00226 

0.00000 

0.00041 

0.00000 

0.00000 

0.00000 
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3.11. Architectural Coating (2026) - Unmitigated 

Criteria anf men for oan aces for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Onsite — 

Daily, — — — — — — == 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _ _ _ —_ — _ —_ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.12031 0.85645 1.13283 0.00173 0.02315 — 0.02315 0.02130 — 0.02130 — 133.504 133.504 0.00542 0.00108 — 133.963 

Equipment 

Architect 2.29021 — _ — — = a _ 

ural 

Coatings 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _— —_ _ —_ _— = — 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00165 0.01173 0.01552 0.00002 0.00032 — 0.00032 0.00029 — 0.00029 — 1.82883 1.82883 0.00007 0.00001 — 1.83510 

Equipment 

Architect 0.03137. — — — — _ — — a: =5 

ural 

Coatings 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — oe — — — _ _ = = _ 

Off-Road 0.00030 0.00214 0.00283 < 0.00006 — 0.00006 0.00005 — 0.00005 — 0.30278 0.30278 0.00001 < = 0.30382 

Equipment 0.000005 0.000005 

Architect 0.00573 — — _ — = = — a tae = — _ _ 

ural 

Coatings 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

32/71

E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

3.11. Architectural Coating (2026) - Unmitigated 

Criteria anf men for oan aces for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Onsite — 

Daily, — — — — — — == 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _ _ _ —_ — _ —_ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.12031 0.85645 1.13283 0.00173 0.02315 — 0.02315 0.02130 — 0.02130 — 133.504 133.504 0.00542 0.00108 — 133.963 

Equipment 

Architect 2.29021 — _ — — = a _ 

ural 

Coatings 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Average — _— —_ _ —_ _— = — 

Daily 

Off-Road 0.00165 0.01173 0.01552 0.00002 0.00032 — 0.00032 0.00029 — 0.00029 — 1.82883 1.82883 0.00007 0.00001 — 1.83510 

Equipment 

Architect 0.03137. — — — — _ — — a: =5 

ural 

Coatings 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

Annual — oe — — — _ _ = = _ 

Off-Road 0.00030 0.00214 0.00283 < 0.00006 — 0.00006 0.00005 — 0.00005 — 0.30278 0.30278 0.00001 < = 0.30382 

Equipment 0.000005 0.000005 

Architect 0.00573 — — _ — = = — a tae = — _ _ 

ural 

Coatings 

Onsite 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

truck 

32/71

E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

3.11. Architectural Coating (2026) - Unmitigated 
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3.11. Architectural Coating (2026) - Unmitigated 
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Offsite — — — — — _ — — 

Daily, — a — — — — — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — _ — — — i — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Average — — a — — _ _ — 

Daily 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Annual — _ — — _ a — a 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

3.12. Architectural Coating (2026) - Mitigated 

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

Onsite — 

Daily, — a = _ = = _ — — _ 
Summer 

(Max) 

Daily,  — = _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ = = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.12031 0.85645 1.13283 0.00173 0.02315 — 0.02315 0.02130 — 0.02130 — 133.504 133.504 0.00542 0.00108 — 133.963 

Equipment 
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Offsite — — — — — _ — — 

Daily, — a — — — — — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — _ — — — i — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Average — — a — — _ _ — 

Daily 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Annual — _ — — _ a — a 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

3.12. Architectural Coating (2026) - Mitigated 

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

Onsite — 

Daily, — a = _ = = _ — — _ 
Summer 

(Max) 

Daily,  — = _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ = = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.12031 0.85645 1.13283 0.00173 0.02315 — 0.02315 0.02130 — 0.02130 — 133.504 133.504 0.00542 0.00108 — 133.963 

Equipment 
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Offsite — — — — — _ — — 

Daily, — a — — — — — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — _ — — — i — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Average — — a — — _ _ — 

Daily 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 
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Annual — _ — — _ a — a 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

3.12. Architectural Coating (2026) - Mitigated 

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

Onsite — 

Daily, — a = _ = = _ — — _ 
Summer 

(Max) 

Daily,  — = _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ = = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.12031 0.85645 1.13283 0.00173 0.02315 — 0.02315 0.02130 — 0.02130 — 133.504 133.504 0.00542 0.00108 — 133.963 

Equipment 
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Offsite — — — — — _ — — 

Daily, — a — — — — — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, — — _ — — — i — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Average — — a — — _ _ — 

Daily 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 
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Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

3.12. Architectural Coating (2026) - Mitigated 

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

Onsite — 

Daily, — a = _ = = _ — — _ 
Summer 

(Max) 

Daily,  — = _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ = = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Off-Road 0.12031 0.85645 1.13283 0.00173 0.02315 — 0.02315 0.02130 — 0.02130 — 133.504 133.504 0.00542 0.00108 — 133.963 

Equipment 
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Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Annual — — — — — —_ 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

4. Operations Emissions Details 

4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use 

4.1.1. Unmitigated 

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

irae aee = PM10E |PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 INPXO) R CO2e 

Use 

Daily, _ —_— _— — _ _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Lot 

Total 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Daily, — _ _ _— — -- 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Lot 

Total 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01948 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Annual — _ — — — —_— — 

Parking 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Lot 

Total 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 
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4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use 

4.1.1. Unmitigated 

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

irae aee = PM10E |PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 INPXO) R CO2e 

Use 

Daily, _ —_— _— — _ _ 
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Lot 
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Annual — _ — — — —_— — 
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Parking 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Lot 

Total 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Daily, — _ _ _— — -- 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Lot 

Total 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01948 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Annual — _ — — — —_— — 

Parking 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Lot 

Total 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 
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Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Annual — — — — — —_ 

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 

4. Operations Emissions Details 

4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use 

4.1.1. Unmitigated 

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

irae aee = PM10E |PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 INPXO) R CO2e 

Use 

Daily, _ —_— _— — _ _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Lot 

Total 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Daily, — _ _ _— — -- 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Lot 

Total 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01948 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Annual — _ — — — —_— — 

Parking 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Lot 

Total 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 
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4.1.2. Mitigated 

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

Land ROG NOx a ale PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T eae led 

Use 

Daily, — — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Lot 

Total 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Daily, _ — = == — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Lot 

Total 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Annual — _ _— — _ — — _ _ — 

Parking 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 19.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 408.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Lot 

Total 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

4.2, Energy 

4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ('b aaa for at ack for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day fo
r daily, MT/yr for a 

Daily, _ 
_ ~ 

Summer 

(Max) 
_ 30.2020 

Parking — — — — — — —_ — — —_ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 

Lot 

CO2e 
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4.1.2. Mitigated 

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

Land ROG NOx a ale PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T eae led 

Use 

Daily, — — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Lot 

Total 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Daily, _ — = == — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Lot 

Total 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Annual — _ _— — _ — — _ _ — 

Parking 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 19.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 408.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Lot 

Total 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

4.2, Energy 

4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ('b aaa for at ack for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day fo
r daily, MT/yr for a 

Daily, _ 
_ ~ 

Summer 

(Max) 
_ 30.2020 

Parking — — — — — — —_ — — —_ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 

Lot 

CO2e 
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4.1.2. Mitigated 

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

Land ROG NOx a ale PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T eae led 

Use 

Daily, — — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Lot 

Total 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Daily, _ — = == — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Lot 

Total 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Annual — _ _— — _ — — _ _ — 

Parking 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 19.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 408.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Lot 

Total 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

4.2, Energy 

4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ('b aaa for at ack for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day fo
r daily, MT/yr for a 

Daily, _ 
_ ~ 

Summer 

(Max) 
_ 30.2020 

Parking — — — — — — —_ — — —_ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 

Lot 

CO2e 

36/71

E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

4.1.2. Mitigated 

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

Land ROG NOx a ale PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T eae led 

Use 

Daily, — — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Lot 

Total 0.01849 0.78272 0.23412 0.00616 0.01406 74.2783 74.2924 0.01345 7.41682 7.43027 — 655.454 655.454 0.00600 0.10347 1.29050 687.728 

Daily, _ — = == — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Lot 

Total 0.01678 0.85812 0.24003 0.00617 0.01408 74.2783 74.2924 0.01348 7.41682 7.43029 — 656.190 656.190 0.00592 0.10359 0.03348 687.240 

Annual — _ _— — _ — — _ _ — 

Parking 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 19.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 408.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

Lot 

Total 0.00324 0.15380 0.04318 0.00112 0.00257 13.3778 13.3803 0.00246 1.33583 1.33829 — 108.569 108.569 0.00099 0.01714 0.09226 113.793 

4.2, Energy 

4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ('b aaa for at ack for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day fo
r daily, MT/yr for a 

Daily, _ 
_ ~ 

Summer 

(Max) 
_ 30.2020 

Parking — — — — — — —_ — — —_ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 

Lot 

CO2e 
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Total _ _ — - _ — _— — — — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Daily, — = — — = =, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — a — — —_ _ — — _ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot 

Total — _ _ = — _ —_ = 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Annual — oe — — — — = 

Parking — _— — _ — — — — — — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Lot 

Total  — — — _ — — — —_ =— — — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

4.2.2. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated 

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

Use 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _— —_— _ = —_ _ _ = = _ 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot 

Total _ oa _— — — _— _ — ms _ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Daily, — = _ oa _ _— _ — > 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — = _ — _ — — _— — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot . 

Total _ _ _ _- _ — _ _ — _ _ 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Annual — _ _ — = = — — _ = _ _ _ _ 

Parking — _— — — — —_ — — = _ _ 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Lot 

Total _ _ _ _ _ — — _ o — _ 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 
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Total _ _ — - _ — _— — — — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Daily, — = — — = =, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — a — — —_ _ — — _ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot 

Total — _ _ = — _ —_ = 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Annual — oe — — — — = 

Parking — _— — _ — — — — — — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Lot 

Total  — — — _ — — — —_ =— — — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

4.2.2. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated 

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

Use 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _— —_— _ = —_ _ _ = = _ 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot 

Total _ oa _— — — _— _ — ms _ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Daily, — = _ oa _ _— _ — > 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — = _ — _ — — _— — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot . 

Total _ _ _ _- _ — _ _ — _ _ 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Annual — _ _ — = = — — _ = _ _ _ _ 

Parking — _— — — — —_ — — = _ _ 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Lot 

Total _ _ _ _ _ — — _ o — _ 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 
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Total _ _ — - _ — _— — — — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Daily, — = — — = =, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — a — — —_ _ — — _ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot 

Total — _ _ = — _ —_ = 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Annual — oe — — — — = 

Parking — _— — _ — — — — — — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Lot 

Total  — — — _ — — — —_ =— — — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

4.2.2. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated 

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

Use 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _— —_— _ = —_ _ _ = = _ 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot 

Total _ oa _— — — _— _ — ms _ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Daily, — = _ oa _ _— _ — > 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — = _ — _ — — _— — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot . 

Total _ _ _ _- _ — _ _ — _ _ 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Annual — _ _ — = = — — _ = _ _ _ _ 

Parking — _— — — — —_ — — = _ _ 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Lot 

Total _ _ _ _ _ — — _ o — _ 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 
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Total _ _ — - _ — _— — — — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Daily, — = — — = =, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — a — — —_ _ — — _ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot 

Total — _ _ = — _ —_ = 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Annual — oe — — — — = 

Parking — _— — _ — — — — — — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Lot 

Total  — — — _ — — — —_ =— — — 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

4.2.2. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated 

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

Use 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _— —_— _ = —_ _ _ = = _ 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot 

Total _ oa _— — — _— _ — ms _ — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Daily, — = _ oa _ _— _ — > 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — = _ — _ — — _— — 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Lot . 

Total _ _ _ _- _ — _ _ — _ _ 30.0692 30.0692 0.00217 0.00026 — 30.2020 

Annual — _ _ — = = — — _ = _ _ _ _ 

Parking — _— — — — —_ — — = _ _ 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 

Lot 

Total _ _ _ _ _ — — _ o — _ 4.97829 4.97829 0.00036 0.00004 — 5.00029 
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4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated 

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

Land ROG NOx co $02 PM10E |PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T }BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 NEO) R CO2e 

Use 

Daily, _— _ — _ oa — _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, — = — os — a -- 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — — _ —_— — — — - — _ 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.2.4. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated 

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

Soe (we ea PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |}PM2.5D |PM2.5T pas CO2T CH4 N20 R CO2e 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 
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4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated 

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

Land ROG NOx co $02 PM10E |PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T }BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 NEO) R CO2e 

Use 

Daily, _— _ — _ oa — _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, — = — os — a -- 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — — _ —_— — — — - — _ 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.2.4. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated 

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

Soe (we ea PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |}PM2.5D |PM2.5T pas CO2T CH4 N20 R CO2e 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 
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4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated 

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

Land ROG NOx co $02 PM10E |PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T }BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 NEO) R CO2e 

Use 

Daily, _— _ — _ oa — _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, — = — os — a -- 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — — _ —_— — — — - — _ 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.2.4. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated 

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

Soe (we ea PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |}PM2.5D |PM2.5T pas CO2T CH4 N20 R CO2e 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 
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4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated 

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

Land ROG NOx co $02 PM10E |PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T }BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 NEO) R CO2e 

Use 

Daily, _— _ — _ oa — _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, — = — os — a -- 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — — _ —_— — — — - — _ 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.2.4. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Mitigated 

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

Soe (we ea PM10D |PM10T |PM2.5E |}PM2.5D |PM2.5T pas CO2T CH4 N20 R CO2e 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 
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Daily, — — _ —_ — — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 9.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 _ 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — — —_ _ _— — — — 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.3. Area Emissions by Source 

4.3.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ani for aa ac for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Consum 0.00216 — _ —— — — — — = 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00314 — — — = _ _ — — _ _— 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000  — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, _ — — — = — — — — — — — = 

Winter 

(Max) 
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Daily, — — _ —_ — — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 9.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 _ 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — — —_ _ _— — — — 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.3. Area Emissions by Source 

4.3.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ani for aa ac for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Consum 0.00216 — _ —— — — — — = 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00314 — — — = _ _ — — _ _— 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000  — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, _ — — — = — — — — — — — = 

Winter 

(Max) 
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Daily, — — _ —_ — — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 9.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 _ 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — — —_ _ _— — — — 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.3. Area Emissions by Source 

4.3.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ani for aa ac for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Consum 0.00216 — _ —— — — — — = 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00314 — — — = _ _ — — _ _— 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000  — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, _ — — — = — — — — — — — = 

Winter 

(Max) 
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Daily, — — _ —_ — — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking 0.00000 9.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 _ 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — — —_ _ _— — — — 

Parking 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.3. Area Emissions by Source 

4.3.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ani for aa ac for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Consum 0.00216 — _ —— — — — — = 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00314 — — — = _ _ — — _ _— 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000  — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, _ — — — = — — — — — — — = 

Winter 

(Max) 
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Consum 

er 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Total 

Annual 

Consum 

er 

Products 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

0.00216 — — a — — — — = 

0.00314. — _ — — = — — _ 

0.00530 — — _ — a — _ —_ 

0.00039 — _ _ — = = == = 

0.00057  — —_— _ — — — — _— 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00097 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.3.2. Mitigated 

aut Pollutants at for am a for annual) and oes (Ib/d a for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Consum 

er 

Products 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

0.00216 — -— — o — — — = — — — — — — = = 

0.00314 — _ _— — _ — a — _ = _— — _ —s = = 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 6.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 
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Consum 

er 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Total 

Annual 

Consum 

er 

Products 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

0.00216 — — a — — — — = 

0.00314. — _ — — = — — _ 

0.00530 — — _ — a — _ —_ 

0.00039 — _ _ — = = == = 

0.00057  — —_— _ — — — — _— 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00097 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.3.2. Mitigated 

aut Pollutants at for am a for annual) and oes (Ib/d a for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Consum 

er 

Products 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

0.00216 — -— — o — — — = — — — — — — = = 

0.00314 — _ _— — _ — a — _ = _— — _ —s = = 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 6.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 
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Consum 

er 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Total 

Annual 

Consum 

er 

Products 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

0.00216 — — a — — — — = 

0.00314. — _ — — = — — _ 

0.00530 — — _ — a — _ —_ 

0.00039 — _ _ — = = == = 

0.00057  — —_— _ — — — — _— 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00097 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.3.2. Mitigated 

aut Pollutants at for am a for annual) and oes (Ib/d a for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Consum 

er 

Products 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

0.00216 — -— — o — — — = — — — — — — = = 

0.00314 — _ _— — _ — a — _ = _— — _ —s = = 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 6.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 
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Consum 

er 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Total 

Annual 

Consum 

er 

Products 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

0.00216 — — a — — — — = 

0.00314. — _ — — = — — _ 

0.00530 — — _ — a — _ —_ 

0.00039 — _ _ — = = == = 

0.00057  — —_— _ — — — — _— 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 9.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00097 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.3.2. Mitigated 

aut Pollutants at for am a for annual) and oes (Ib/d a for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Consum 

er 

Products 

Architect 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

0.00216 — -— — o — — — = — — — — — — = = 

0.00314 — _ _— — _ — a — _ = _— — _ —s = = 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 6.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 
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Total 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, _ —- — _ — — a 

Winter 

(Max) 

Consum 0.00216 — _ —_ — i = — — = 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00314 — _ = — — ats = —_ as 

ural 

Coatings 

Total 0.00530 — _ — = — = = — 

Annual — — — — — — —_ _ _ 

Consum 0.00039 — — — — —_ — _ _ _ 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00057 — _ — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 0.00087 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use 

4.4.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ( an for aaa a for annual) and GHGs (\b/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Land 0 pmioE |pmiop |PMioT |pM2.5— |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 |NBCO2 |CO2T CO2e 

Use 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — — — _— _ — a _— — _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 
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Total 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, _ —- — _ — — a 

Winter 

(Max) 

Consum 0.00216 — _ —_ — i = — — = 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00314 — _ = — — ats = —_ as 

ural 

Coatings 

Total 0.00530 — _ — = — = = — 

Annual — — — — — — —_ _ _ 

Consum 0.00039 — — — — —_ — _ _ _ 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00057 — _ — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 0.00087 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use 

4.4.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ( an for aaa a for annual) and GHGs (\b/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Land 0 pmioE |pmiop |PMioT |pM2.5— |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 |NBCO2 |CO2T CO2e 

Use 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — — — _— _ — a _— — _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 
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Total 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, _ —- — _ — — a 

Winter 

(Max) 

Consum 0.00216 — _ —_ — i = — — = 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00314 — _ = — — ats = —_ as 

ural 

Coatings 

Total 0.00530 — _ — = — = = — 

Annual — — — — — — —_ _ _ 

Consum 0.00039 — — — — —_ — _ _ _ 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00057 — _ — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 0.00087 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use 

4.4.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ( an for aaa a for annual) and GHGs (\b/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Land 0 pmioE |pmiop |PMioT |pM2.5— |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 |NBCO2 |CO2T CO2e 

Use 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — — — _— _ — a _— — _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 
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Total 0.00530 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, _ —- — _ — — a 

Winter 

(Max) 

Consum 0.00216 — _ —_ — i = — — = 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00314 — _ = — — ats = —_ as 

ural 

Coatings 

Total 0.00530 — _ — = — = = — 

Annual — — — — — — —_ _ _ 

Consum 0.00039 — — — — —_ — _ _ _ 

er 

Products 

Architect 0.00057 — _ — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ 

ural 

Coatings 

Landsca 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

pe 

Equipme 

nt 

Total 0.00087 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use 

4.4.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants ( an for aaa a for annual) and GHGs (\b/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Land 0 pmioE |pmiop |PMioT |pM2.5— |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 |NBCO2 |CO2T CO2e 

Use 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — — — _— _ — a _— — _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

41/71 



E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Total — — — — “= - oe — — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Daily, — _ — ooo _— - _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — — — -_ — _ _ _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

Lot 0.000005 0.000005 

Total — _ —_ — _— _ _ — _ — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < ~- 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Annual — _— — _ — _ — _ 

Parking — _ _ — _ — — _- — _ 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < — 0.00685 

Lot 0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _- = — — _ = _ = 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

4.4.2. Mitigated 

Criteria an Meas for colts in for annua ) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Use 

Daily, = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _ _ — _ = — _ —. — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

Lot 
0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _ we _ = — _ _ — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _— 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Daily, _- _ _ — = — — — — _ _ = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — _ _ — _- — — _ _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < —_ 0.04138 

Lot 
0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _ _ = — — = _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Annual — _ — — — — i — _ — — _ = = — = me 
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Total — — — — “= - oe — — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Daily, — _ — ooo _— - _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — — — -_ — _ _ _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

Lot 0.000005 0.000005 

Total — _ —_ — _— _ _ — _ — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < ~- 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Annual — _— — _ — _ — _ 

Parking — _ _ — _ — — _- — _ 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < — 0.00685 

Lot 0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _- = — — _ = _ = 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

4.4.2. Mitigated 

Criteria an Meas for colts in for annua ) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Use 

Daily, = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _ _ — _ = — _ —. — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

Lot 
0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _ we _ = — _ _ — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _— 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Daily, _- _ _ — = — — — — _ _ = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — _ _ — _- — — _ _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < —_ 0.04138 

Lot 
0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _ _ = — — = _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Annual — _ — — — — i — _ — — _ = = — = me 

42/71

E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Total — — — — “= - oe — — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Daily, — _ — ooo _— - _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — — — -_ — _ _ _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

Lot 0.000005 0.000005 

Total — _ —_ — _— _ _ — _ — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < ~- 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Annual — _— — _ — _ — _ 

Parking — _ _ — _ — — _- — _ 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < — 0.00685 

Lot 0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _- = — — _ = _ = 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

4.4.2. Mitigated 

Criteria an Meas for colts in for annua ) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Use 

Daily, = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _ _ — _ = — _ —. — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

Lot 
0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _ we _ = — _ _ — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _— 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Daily, _- _ _ — = — — — — _ _ = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — _ _ — _- — — _ _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < —_ 0.04138 

Lot 
0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _ _ = — — = _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Annual — _ — — — — i — _ — — _ = = — = me 
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Total — — — — “= - oe — — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Daily, — _ — ooo _— - _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — — — -_ — _ _ _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < — 0.04138 

Lot 0.000005 0.000005 

Total — _ —_ — _— _ _ — _ — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < ~- 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Annual — _— — _ — _ — _ 

Parking — _ _ — _ — — _- — _ 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < — 0.00685 

Lot 0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _- = — — _ = _ = 0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

4.4.2. Mitigated 

Criteria an Meas for colts in for annua ) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Use 

Daily, = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _ _ — _ = — _ —. — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

Lot 
0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _ we _ = — _ _ — 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _— 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Daily, _- _ _ — = — — — — _ _ = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — _ _ — _- — — _ _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < —_ 0.04138 

Lot 
0.000005 0.000005 

Total _ — _ _ = — — = _ _ 0.00000 0.04120 0.04120 < < _ 0.04138 

0.000005 0.000005 

Annual — _ — — — — i — _ — — _ = = — = me 

42/71



E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

Parking — — — = — — — 

Lot 

Total — ce a — _ — — 

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use 

4.5.1. Unmitigated 
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0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

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

ee ae PM10D |PM1i0T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T ie 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _ — _— -- — — 

Lot 

Total — _ _ — — _ — 

Daily, _ _ = = ve — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — _ — — —- — 

Lot 

Total woe _ = _ _ os — 

Annual — — — — — — — 

Parking — _ — — — _ — 

Lot 

Total = — = = ~ - - = 

4.5.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants auias for = ie for annual) and GHGs (I aay for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Fe 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 -0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 -- 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 
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Parking — — — = — — — 

Lot 

Total — ce a — _ — — 

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use 

4.5.1. Unmitigated 
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0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

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

ee ae PM10D |PM1i0T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T ie 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _ — _— -- — — 

Lot 

Total — _ _ — — _ — 

Daily, _ _ = = ve — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — _ — — —- — 

Lot 

Total woe _ = _ _ os — 

Annual — — — — — — — 

Parking — _ — — — _ — 

Lot 

Total = — = = ~ - - = 

4.5.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants auias for = ie for annual) and GHGs (I aay for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Fe 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 -0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 -- 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 
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Parking — — — = — — — 

Lot 

Total — ce a — _ — — 

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use 

4.5.1. Unmitigated 
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0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

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

ee ae PM10D |PM1i0T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T ie 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _ — _— -- — — 

Lot 

Total — _ _ — — _ — 

Daily, _ _ = = ve — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — _ — — —- — 

Lot 

Total woe _ = _ _ os — 

Annual — — — — — — — 

Parking — _ — — — _ — 

Lot 

Total = — = = ~ - - = 

4.5.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants auias for = ie for annual) and GHGs (I aay for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Fe 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 -0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 -- 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 
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Parking — — — = — — — 

Lot 

Total — ce a — _ — — 

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use 

4.5.1. Unmitigated 
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0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

0.00000 0.00682 0.00682 < < _ 0.00685 

0.000005 0.000005 

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

ee ae PM10D |PM1i0T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T ie 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — _ — _— -- — — 

Lot 

Total — _ _ — — _ — 

Daily, _ _ = = ve — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — — _ — — —- — 

Lot 

Total woe _ = _ _ os — 

Annual — — — — — — — 

Parking — _ — — — _ — 

Lot 

Total = — = = ~ - - = 

4.5.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants auias for = ie for annual) and GHGs (I aay for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Fe 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 -0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 -- 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 
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Daily, — — — _ — — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — — — — — = _— _ = _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total — — _ — — _— — — = _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, — — — -_ — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — —_— — — —= = = = _ a 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total — — — _ _ _ _ — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — _ = — -- — — 

Parking — _ _ —_ _ _ — -- 

Lot 

_ — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 ~— 0.00000 

Total — — _ — _ _ — _ _— _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use 

4.6.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants a for at an for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for cay MT/yr for annual) 

Use 

Daily, _- 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — — = — = = = = - _ 

Daily, _— — — -- — — _ _ _ _ _ = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — oe _ _ — — -- —_ — — — — — — -) — 

Annual — —_ — — — _ — — — _ — — sis — = = — 

Total = — - _ = as = om a as _ _ = — — = = = 
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Daily, — — — _ — — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — — — — — = _— _ = _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total — — _ — — _— — — = _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, — — — -_ — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — —_— — — —= = = = _ a 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total — — — _ _ _ _ — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — _ = — -- — — 

Parking — _ _ —_ _ _ — -- 

Lot 

_ — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 ~— 0.00000 

Total — — _ — _ _ — _ _— _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use 

4.6.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants a for at an for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for cay MT/yr for annual) 

Use 

Daily, _- 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — — = — = = = = - _ 

Daily, _— — — -- — — _ _ _ _ _ = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — oe _ _ — — -- —_ — — — — — — -) — 

Annual — —_ — — — _ — — — _ — — sis — = = — 

Total = — - _ = as = om a as _ _ = — — = = = 
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Daily, — — — _ — — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — — — — — = _— _ = _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total — — _ — — _— — — = _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, — — — -_ — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — —_— — — —= = = = _ a 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total — — — _ _ _ _ — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — _ = — -- — — 

Parking — _ _ —_ _ _ — -- 

Lot 

_ — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 ~— 0.00000 

Total — — _ — _ _ — _ _— _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use 

4.6.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants a for at an for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for cay MT/yr for annual) 

Use 

Daily, _- 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — — = — = = = = - _ 

Daily, _— — — -- — — _ _ _ _ _ = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — oe _ _ — — -- —_ — — — — — — -) — 

Annual — —_ — — — _ — — — _ — — sis — = = — 

Total = — - _ = as = om a as _ _ = — — = = = 
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Daily, — — — _ — — = 

Summer 

(Max) 

Parking — — — — — = _— _ = _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total — — _ — — _— — — = _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Daily, — — — -_ — — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Parking — —_— — — —= = = = _ a 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Lot 

Total — — — _ _ _ _ — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

Annual — _ = — -- — — 

Parking — _ _ —_ _ _ — -- 

Lot 

_ — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 ~— 0.00000 

Total — — _ — _ _ — _ _— _ 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 

4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use 

4.6.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants a for at an for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for cay MT/yr for annual) 

Use 

Daily, _- 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — — = — = = = = - _ 

Daily, _— — — -- — — _ _ _ _ _ = 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — oe _ _ — — -- —_ — — — — — — -) — 

Annual — —_ — — — _ — — — _ — — sis — = = — 

Total = — - _ = as = om a as _ _ = — — = = = 
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4.6.2. Mitigated 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Criteria ee ar for aap a for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total 

Annual 

Total 

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.7.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr 

pled ea PM10D |PM10T |PM2,5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 CH4 N20 R CO2e 
mae 

oe 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total 

Annual 

Total 

for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 
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4.6.2. Mitigated 
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Criteria ee ar for aap a for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total 

Annual 

Total 

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.7.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr 

pled ea PM10D |PM10T |PM2,5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 CH4 N20 R CO2e 
mae 

oe 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total 

Annual 

Total 

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

45/71
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4.6.2. Mitigated 
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Criteria ee ar for aap a for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total 

Annual 

Total 

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.7.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr 

pled ea PM10D |PM10T |PM2,5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 CH4 N20 R CO2e 
mae 

oe 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total 

Annual 

Total 

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

45/71

E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

4.6.2. Mitigated 
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Criteria ee ar for aap a for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total 

Annual 

Total 

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.7.1. Unmitigated 

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr 

pled ea PM10D |PM10T |PM2,5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 CH4 N20 R CO2e 
mae 

oe 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total 

Daily, 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total 

Annual 

Total 

for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 
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4.7.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants Sia for oe — for annual) and GHGs ea for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Eco ROG PM10E |PM10D |PMi10T PM2.5D }PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 CH4 N20 R 

a 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total oo — — _ — — = — 

Daily, = — _ —_ i = = — =< _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — = — = — — = — a -_ — 

Annual — — - _ — _ = _ — — 

Total i — —_ — — — — —_ _ — 

4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.8.1. Unmitigated 

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

Equipme |ROG $02 PM10E |PM10D M10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D }PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 

nt 

Type 

Daily, — — — — = — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — = = = = = - — _ = = = = = om = — 

Daily, -- — — _— os = es = —_ = _ _ _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total = — = = = =i ss sms = = _ - _ = = = = — 

Annual — — — — _ — — = = = = —_ = _ — — = 
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4.7.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants Sia for oe — for annual) and GHGs ea for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Eco ROG PM10E |PM10D |PMi10T PM2.5D }PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 CH4 N20 R 

a 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total oo — — _ — — = — 

Daily, = — _ —_ i = = — =< _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — = — = — — = — a -_ — 

Annual — — - _ — _ = _ — — 

Total i — —_ — — — — —_ _ — 

4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.8.1. Unmitigated 

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

Equipme |ROG $02 PM10E |PM10D M10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D }PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 

nt 

Type 

Daily, — — — — = — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — = = = = = - — _ = = = = = om = — 

Daily, -- — — _— os = es = —_ = _ _ _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total = — = = = =i ss sms = = _ - _ = = = = — 

Annual — — — — _ — — = = = = —_ = _ — — = 
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4.7.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants Sia for oe — for annual) and GHGs ea for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Eco ROG PM10E |PM10D |PMi10T PM2.5D }PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 CH4 N20 R 

a 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total oo — — _ — — = — 

Daily, = — _ —_ i = = — =< _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — = — = — — = — a -_ — 

Annual — — - _ — _ = _ — — 

Total i — —_ — — — — —_ _ — 

4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.8.1. Unmitigated 

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

Equipme |ROG $02 PM10E |PM10D M10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D }PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 

nt 

Type 

Daily, — — — — = — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — = = = = = - — _ = = = = = om = — 

Daily, -- — — _— os = es = —_ = _ _ _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total = — = = = =i ss sms = = _ - _ = = = = — 

Annual — — — — _ — — = = = = —_ = _ — — = 
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4.7.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants Sia for oe — for annual) and GHGs ea for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Eco ROG PM10E |PM10D |PMi10T PM2.5D }PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 CH4 N20 R 

a 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total oo — — _ — — = — 

Daily, = — _ —_ i = = — =< _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — = — = — — = — a -_ — 

Annual — — - _ — _ = _ — — 

Total i — —_ — — — — —_ _ — 

4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.8.1. Unmitigated 

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

Equipme |ROG $02 PM10E |PM10D M10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D }PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 

nt 

Type 

Daily, — — — — = — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — = = = = = - — _ = = = = = om = — 

Daily, -- — — _— os = es = —_ = _ _ _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total = — = = = =i ss sms = = _ - _ = = = = — 

Annual — — — — _ — — = = = = —_ = _ — — = 
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Total — — _ _ _ _ 

4.8.2. Mitigated 

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

tie ROG CO PM10E |PM10D |PM1CT |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 

a 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — - — _ = = = 

Daily, - _ -- _ -- _ — _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — oe os — oe — 

Annual — = — — a — — 

Total = - _ — _— _ _ 

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.9.1. Unmitigated 

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

saa relia PM10D | PM10T sna wei 5D |PM25T |BCO2 NBCO2 

Daily, oa 

Total _ — — — — — — — — 

CH4 N20 R CO2e 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _ _ _ _ — -- — ~ - — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — — —_= — = = _ _ — _— — 
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Total — — _ _ _ _ 

4.8.2. Mitigated 

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

tie ROG CO PM10E |PM10D |PM1CT |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 

a 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — - — _ = = = 

Daily, - _ -- _ -- _ — _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — oe os — oe — 

Annual — = — — a — — 

Total = - _ — _— _ _ 

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.9.1. Unmitigated 

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

saa relia PM10D | PM10T sna wei 5D |PM25T |BCO2 NBCO2 

Daily, oa 

Total _ — — — — — — — — 

CH4 N20 R CO2e 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _ _ _ _ — -- — ~ - — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — — —_= — = = _ _ — _— — 
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Total — — _ _ _ _ 

4.8.2. Mitigated 

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

tie ROG CO PM10E |PM10D |PM1CT |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 

a 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — - — _ = = = 

Daily, - _ -- _ -- _ — _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — oe os — oe — 

Annual — = — — a — — 

Total = - _ — _— _ _ 

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.9.1. Unmitigated 

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

saa relia PM10D | PM10T sna wei 5D |PM25T |BCO2 NBCO2 

Daily, oa 

Total _ — — — — — — — — 

CH4 N20 R CO2e 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _ _ _ _ — -- — ~ - — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — — —_= — = = _ _ — _— — 
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Total — — _ _ _ _ 

4.8.2. Mitigated 

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

tie ROG CO PM10E |PM10D |PM1CT |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 

a 

Daily, 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total = — - — _ = = = 

Daily, - _ -- _ -- _ — _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — oe os — oe — 

Annual — = — — a — — 

Total = - _ — _— _ _ 

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type 

4.9.1. Unmitigated 

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

saa relia PM10D | PM10T sna wei 5D |PM25T |BCO2 NBCO2 

Daily, oa 

Total _ — — — — — — — — 

CH4 N20 R CO2e 

Summer 

(Max) 

Daily, _ _ _ _ — -- — ~ - — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — — —_= — = = _ _ — _— — 
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Annual — _ — — — — 

Total _ _ —- — — _ 

4.9.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants et for aan a. for annual) and GHGs (|lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Ser ROG PM10E |JPM10D |PM10T |JPM2.5E |}PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 N20 IR CO2e 

ie 

Daily, ae 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — — _ = — — 

Daily, a — —_ = _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total _ = = — _ — _ 

Annual — — oa _ — — _ _ 

Total = — _ = = = _ _ _ 

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type 

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated 

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

Re APRS pop |pmtot |pm2se |pm2so |pm2st |sco2 |Neco2 |co2r pe ee 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — oa — — _ — _ _— 

Daily, _ _ —_ _ _ — oad _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 
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Annual — _ — — — — 

Total _ _ —- — — _ 

4.9.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants et for aan a. for annual) and GHGs (|lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Ser ROG PM10E |JPM10D |PM10T |JPM2.5E |}PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 N20 IR CO2e 

ie 

Daily, ae 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — — _ = — — 

Daily, a — —_ = _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total _ = = — _ — _ 

Annual — — oa _ — — _ _ 

Total = — _ = = = _ _ _ 

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type 

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated 

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

Re APRS pop |pmtot |pm2se |pm2so |pm2st |sco2 |Neco2 |co2r pe ee 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — oa — — _ — _ _— 

Daily, _ _ —_ _ _ — oad _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 
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Annual — _ — — — — 

Total _ _ —- — — _ 

4.9.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants et for aan a. for annual) and GHGs (|lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Ser ROG PM10E |JPM10D |PM10T |JPM2.5E |}PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 N20 IR CO2e 

ie 

Daily, ae 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — — _ = — — 

Daily, a — —_ = _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total _ = = — _ — _ 

Annual — — oa _ — — _ _ 

Total = — _ = = = _ _ _ 

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type 

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated 

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

Re APRS pop |pmtot |pm2se |pm2so |pm2st |sco2 |Neco2 |co2r pe ee 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — oa — — _ — _ _— 

Daily, _ _ —_ _ _ — oad _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 
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Annual — _ — — — — 

Total _ _ —- — — _ 

4.9.2. Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants et for aan a. for annual) and GHGs (|lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Ser ROG PM10E |JPM10D |PM10T |JPM2.5E |}PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 N20 IR CO2e 

ie 

Daily, ae 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — — _ = — — 

Daily, a — —_ = _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total _ = = — _ — _ 

Annual — — oa _ — — _ _ 

Total = — _ = = = _ _ _ 

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type 

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated 

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

Re APRS pop |pmtot |pm2se |pm2so |pm2st |sco2 |Neco2 |co2r pe ee 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — oa — — _ — _ _— 

Daily, _ _ —_ _ _ — oad _ — 

Winter 

(Max) 

48/71
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Total — oe _ - — 

Annual — — = — = 

Total — _ _ — 

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

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

Use 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — — oe = 

Daily, _ — — — - — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total _ _ oo — a — 

Annual — _ _— _ — _ — 

Total _ - _ a _ _ 

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated 

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

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Avoided — — — o= _ _ = 

Subtotal — _ — _ —_ a 

Sequest — _ — _ _ 

ered 

Subtotal — _ = _ _ — — 
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Total — oe _ - — 

Annual — — = — = 

Total — _ _ — 

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

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

Use 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — — oe = 

Daily, _ — — — - — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total _ _ oo — a — 

Annual — _ _— _ — _ — 

Total _ - _ a _ _ 

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated 

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

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Avoided — — — o= _ _ = 

Subtotal — _ — _ —_ a 

Sequest — _ — _ _ 

ered 

Subtotal — _ = _ _ — — 
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Total — oe _ - — 

Annual — — = — = 

Total — _ _ — 

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

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

Use 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — — oe = 

Daily, _ — — — - — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total _ _ oo — a — 

Annual — _ _— _ — _ — 

Total _ - _ a _ _ 

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated 

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

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Avoided — — — o= _ _ = 

Subtotal — _ — _ —_ a 

Sequest — _ — _ _ 

ered 

Subtotal — _ = _ _ — — 
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Total — oe _ - — 

Annual — — = — = 

Total — _ _ — 

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

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

Use 

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — — oe = 

Daily, _ — — — - — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total _ _ oo — a — 

Annual — _ _— _ — _ — 

Total _ - _ a _ _ 

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated 

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

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Avoided — — — o= _ _ = 

Subtotal — _ — _ —_ a 

Sequest — _ — _ _ 

ered 

Subtotal — _ = _ _ — — 
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Remove — — — _ 

d 

Subtotal — = _ — 

Daily, = — = _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Avoided — - _ — 

Subtotal — — os — 

Sequest — _— — — 

ered 

Subtotal — — —_ — 

Remove — — — — 

d 

Subtotal — _ _— 

Annual — — _— — 

Avoided — — — —_ 

Subtotal — _ — — 

Sequest — — = — 

ered 

Subtotal — = — — 

Remove — _— — — 

d 

Subtotal — - — — 

4.10.4. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Mitigated 

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

50/71
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C
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G
 

Remove — — — _ 

d 

Subtotal — = _ — 

Daily, = — = _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Avoided — - _ — 

Subtotal — — os — 

Sequest — _— — — 

ered 

Subtotal — — —_ — 

Remove — — — — 

d 

Subtotal — _ _— 

Annual — — _— — 

Avoided — — — —_ 

Subtotal — _ — — 

Sequest — — = — 

ered 

Subtotal — = — — 

Remove — _— — — 

d 

Subtotal — - — — 

4.10.4. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Mitigated 

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

50/71

E
E
C
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R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

Remove — — — _ 

d 

Subtotal — = _ — 

Daily, = — = _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Avoided — - _ — 

Subtotal — — os — 

Sequest — _— — — 

ered 

Subtotal — — —_ — 

Remove — — — — 

d 

Subtotal — _ _— 

Annual — — _— — 

Avoided — — — —_ 

Subtotal — _ — — 

Sequest — — = — 

ered 

Subtotal — = — — 

Remove — _— — — 

d 

Subtotal — - — — 

4.10.4. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Mitigated 

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

50/71

E
E
C
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R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

Remove — — — _ 

d 

Subtotal — = _ — 

Daily, = — = _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Avoided — - _ — 

Subtotal — — os — 

Sequest — _— — — 

ered 

Subtotal — — —_ — 

Remove — — — — 

d 

Subtotal — _ _— 

Annual — — _— — 

Avoided — — — —_ 

Subtotal — _ — — 

Sequest — — = — 

ered 

Subtotal — = — — 

Remove — _— — — 

d 

Subtotal — - — — 

4.10.4. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Mitigated 

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (|b/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 
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n 
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Daily, _ = = — — _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — —_ — = — _— _— _ 

Daily, — — = —s = — _ _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — _ — _ — — —_ 

Annual — _ — —_ — — _— _— 

Total _ —_— —_ ~ _— — _— _— 

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

Criteria Pollutants ( <a = for uate a for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — _ _ i ~ = — _ _— 

Daily, _ os _- _ a — = — — -- — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — = — aime = = a _ — 

Annual — — = _ — — = = = = —_ = = 

Total = — — — as a _ — _ =: — — = = 

4.10.6. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Mitigated 

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

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 
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Daily, _ = = — — _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — —_ — = — _— _— _ 

Daily, — — = —s = — _ _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — _ — _ — — —_ 

Annual — _ — —_ — — _— _— 

Total _ —_— —_ ~ _— — _— _— 

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

Criteria Pollutants ( <a = for uate a for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — _ _ i ~ = — _ _— 

Daily, _ os _- _ a — = — — -- — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — = — aime = = a _ — 

Annual — — = _ — — = = = = —_ = = 

Total = — — — as a _ — _ =: — — = = 

4.10.6. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Mitigated 

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

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

51/71

E
E
C
 O
R
I
G
I
N
A
L
 P
K
G
 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Daily, _ = = — — _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — —_ — = — _— _— _ 

Daily, — — = —s = — _ _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — _ — _ — — —_ 

Annual — _ — —_ — — _— _— 

Total _ —_— —_ ~ _— — _— _— 

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

Criteria Pollutants ( <a = for uate a for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — _ _ i ~ = — _ _— 

Daily, _ os _- _ a — = — — -- — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — = — aime = = a _ — 

Annual — — = _ — — = = = = —_ = = 

Total = — — — as a _ — _ =: — — = = 

4.10.6. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Mitigated 

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

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 
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Daily, _ = = — — _ 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — —_ — = — _— _— _ 

Daily, — — = —s = — _ _ 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — _ — _ — — —_ 

Annual — _ — —_ — — _— _— 

Total _ —_— —_ ~ _— — _— _— 

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

Criteria Pollutants ( <a = for uate a for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual) 

Daily, — 

Summer 

(Max) 

Total — _ _ i ~ = — _ _— 

Daily, _ os _- _ a — = — — -- — 

Winter 

(Max) 

Total — — = — aime = = a _ — 

Annual — — = _ — — = = = = —_ = = 

Total = — — — as a _ — _ =: — — = = 

4.10.6. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Mitigated 

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

Daily, _ 

Summer 

(Max) 
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5. Activity Data 

5.1. Construction Schedule 

PhaseName | Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

5.2. Off-Road Equipment 

5.2.1. Unmitigated 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Tractors/Loaders/Back 

hoes 

Rubber Tired Dozers 

Concrete/industrial 

Saws 

Graders 

Tractors/_oaders/Back 

hoes 

Graders 

Rubber Tired Dozers 

Tractors/Loaders/Back 

hoes 

Cranes 

Forklifts 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diese! 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

6/2/2026 

6/17/2026 

6/19/2026 

6/22/2026 

11/10/2026 

41/18/2026 

6/16/2026 

6/18/2026 

6/21/2026 

11/9/2026 

11/17/2026 

11/25/2026 

Engine Tier 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

Number per Day 

2.00000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

4.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 
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6.00000 

1.000000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

6.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

4.00000 

6.00000 

10.00000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

100.0000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

Hours Per Day Horsepower | Load Factor 

84.0000 

367.000 

33.0000 

148.000 

84.0000 

148.000 

367.000 

84.0000 

367.000 

82.0000 

Phase Description 

0.37000 

0.40000 

0.73000 

0.41000 

0.37000 

0.41000 

0.40000 

0.37000 

0.29000 

0.20000 
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5. Activity Data 

5.1. Construction Schedule 

PhaseName | Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

5.2. Off-Road Equipment 

5.2.1. Unmitigated 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Tractors/Loaders/Back 

hoes 

Rubber Tired Dozers 

Concrete/industrial 

Saws 

Graders 

Tractors/_oaders/Back 

hoes 

Graders 

Rubber Tired Dozers 

Tractors/Loaders/Back 

hoes 

Cranes 

Forklifts 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diese! 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

6/2/2026 

6/17/2026 

6/19/2026 

6/22/2026 

11/10/2026 

41/18/2026 

6/16/2026 

6/18/2026 

6/21/2026 

11/9/2026 

11/17/2026 

11/25/2026 

Engine Tier 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

Number per Day 

2.00000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

4.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 
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6.00000 

1.000000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

6.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

4.00000 

6.00000 

10.00000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

100.0000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

Hours Per Day Horsepower | Load Factor 

84.0000 

367.000 

33.0000 

148.000 

84.0000 

148.000 

367.000 

84.0000 

367.000 

82.0000 

Phase Description 

0.37000 

0.40000 

0.73000 

0.41000 

0.37000 

0.41000 

0.40000 

0.37000 

0.29000 

0.20000 
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5. Activity Data 

5.1. Construction Schedule 

PhaseName | Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

5.2. Off-Road Equipment 

5.2.1. Unmitigated 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Tractors/Loaders/Back 

hoes 

Rubber Tired Dozers 

Concrete/industrial 

Saws 

Graders 

Tractors/_oaders/Back 

hoes 

Graders 

Rubber Tired Dozers 

Tractors/Loaders/Back 

hoes 

Cranes 

Forklifts 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diese! 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

6/2/2026 

6/17/2026 

6/19/2026 

6/22/2026 

11/10/2026 

41/18/2026 

6/16/2026 

6/18/2026 

6/21/2026 

11/9/2026 

11/17/2026 

11/25/2026 

Engine Tier 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

Number per Day 

2.00000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

4.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 
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6.00000 

1.000000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

6.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

4.00000 

6.00000 

10.00000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

100.0000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

Hours Per Day Horsepower | Load Factor 

84.0000 

367.000 

33.0000 

148.000 

84.0000 

148.000 

367.000 

84.0000 

367.000 

82.0000 

Phase Description 

0.37000 

0.40000 

0.73000 

0.41000 

0.37000 

0.41000 

0.40000 

0.37000 

0.29000 
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5. Activity Data 

5.1. Construction Schedule 

PhaseName | Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

5.2. Off-Road Equipment 

5.2.1. Unmitigated 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Tractors/Loaders/Back 

hoes 

Rubber Tired Dozers 

Concrete/industrial 

Saws 

Graders 

Tractors/_oaders/Back 

hoes 

Graders 

Rubber Tired Dozers 

Tractors/Loaders/Back 

hoes 

Cranes 

Forklifts 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diese! 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

6/2/2026 

6/17/2026 

6/19/2026 

6/22/2026 

11/10/2026 

41/18/2026 

6/16/2026 

6/18/2026 

6/21/2026 

11/9/2026 

11/17/2026 

11/25/2026 

Engine Tier 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

Number per Day 

2.00000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

4.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 
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6.00000 

1.000000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

6.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

4.00000 

6.00000 

10.00000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

100.0000 

5.00000 

5.00000 

Hours Per Day Horsepower | Load Factor 

84.0000 

367.000 

33.0000 

148.000 

84.0000 

148.000 

367.000 

84.0000 

367.000 

82.0000 

Phase Description 

0.37000 

0.40000 

0.73000 

0.41000 

0.37000 

0.41000 

0.40000 

0.37000 

0.29000 

0.20000 
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Building Construction 

Paving 

Paving 

Paving 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

5.2.2. Mitigated 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Paving 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cement and Mortar Diesel 

Mixers 

Pavers Diesel 

Rollers Diesel 

Air Compressors Diesel 

Equipment Type 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Rubber Tired Dozers _ Diesel 

Concrete/Industrial Diesel 

Saws 

Graders Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Graders Diesel 

Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cranes Diesel 

Forklifts Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cement and Mortar Diesel 

Mixers 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Fuel Type Engine Tier 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

2.00000 

1.000000 

4.00000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

4.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

2.00000 

1.000000 

4.00000 
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8.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

84.0000 

84.0000 

10.00000 

81.0000 

36.0000 

37.0000 

0.37000 

0.37000 

0.56000 

0.42000 

0.38000 

0.48000 

Hours Per Day Horsepower | Load Factor 

6.00000 

4.000000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

6.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

4.00000 

6.00000 

8.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

84.0000 

367.000 

33.0000 

148.000 

84.0000 

148.000 

367.000 

84.0000 

367.000 

82.0000 

84,0000 

84.0000 

10.00000 

0.37000 

0.40000 

0.73000 

0.41000 

0.37000 

0.41000 

0.40000 

0.37000 

0.29000 

0.20000 

0.37000 

0.37000 

0.56000
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Building Construction 

Paving 

Paving 

Paving 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

5.2.2. Mitigated 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Paving 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cement and Mortar Diesel 

Mixers 

Pavers Diesel 

Rollers Diesel 

Air Compressors Diesel 

Equipment Type 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Rubber Tired Dozers _ Diesel 

Concrete/Industrial Diesel 

Saws 

Graders Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Graders Diesel 

Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cranes Diesel 

Forklifts Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cement and Mortar Diesel 

Mixers 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Fuel Type Engine Tier 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

2.00000 

1.000000 

4.00000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

4.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

2.00000 

1.000000 

4.00000 
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8.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

84.0000 

84.0000 

10.00000 

81.0000 

36.0000 

37.0000 

0.37000 

0.37000 

0.56000 

0.42000 

0.38000 

0.48000 

Hours Per Day Horsepower | Load Factor 

6.00000 

4.000000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

6.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

4.00000 

6.00000 

8.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

84.0000 

367.000 

33.0000 

148.000 

84.0000 

148.000 

367.000 

84.0000 

367.000 

82.0000 

84,0000 

84.0000 

10.00000 

0.37000 

0.40000 

0.73000 

0.41000 

0.37000 

0.41000 

0.40000 

0.37000 

0.29000 

0.20000 

0.37000 

0.37000 

0.56000
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Building Construction 

Paving 

Paving 

Paving 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

5.2.2. Mitigated 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Paving 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cement and Mortar Diesel 

Mixers 

Pavers Diesel 

Rollers Diesel 

Air Compressors Diesel 

Equipment Type 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Rubber Tired Dozers _ Diesel 

Concrete/Industrial Diesel 

Saws 

Graders Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Graders Diesel 

Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cranes Diesel 

Forklifts Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cement and Mortar Diesel 

Mixers 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Fuel Type Engine Tier 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

2.00000 

1.000000 

4.00000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

4.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

2.00000 

1.000000 

4.00000 
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8.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

84.0000 

84.0000 

10.00000 

81.0000 

36.0000 

37.0000 

0.37000 

0.37000 

0.56000 

0.42000 

0.38000 

0.48000 

Hours Per Day Horsepower | Load Factor 

6.00000 

4.000000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

6.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

4.00000 

6.00000 

8.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

84.0000 

367.000 

33.0000 

148.000 

84.0000 

148.000 

367.000 

84.0000 

367.000 

82.0000 

84,0000 

84.0000 

10.00000 

0.37000 

0.40000 

0.73000 

0.41000 

0.37000 

0.41000 

0.40000 

0.37000 

0.29000 

0.20000 

0.37000 

0.37000 

0.56000
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Building Construction 

Paving 

Paving 

Paving 

Paving 

Architectural Coating 

5.2.2. Mitigated 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Demolition 

Site Preparation 

Site Preparation 

Grading 

Grading 

Grading 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Building Construction 

Paving 

Paving 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cement and Mortar Diesel 

Mixers 

Pavers Diesel 

Rollers Diesel 

Air Compressors Diesel 

Equipment Type 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Rubber Tired Dozers _ Diesel 

Concrete/Industrial Diesel 

Saws 

Graders Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Graders Diesel 

Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cranes Diesel 

Forklifts Diesel 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Tractors/Loaders/Back Diesel 

hoes 

Cement and Mortar Diesel 

Mixers 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Fuel Type Engine Tier 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

Average 

2.00000 

1.000000 

4.00000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

4.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

1.000000 

2.00000 

2.00000 

1.000000 

4.00000 

54/71 

Number per Day 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

8.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

84.0000 

84.0000 

10.00000 

81.0000 

36.0000 

37.0000 

0.37000 

0.37000 

0.56000 

0.42000 

0.38000 

0.48000 

Hours Per Day Horsepower | Load Factor 

6.00000 

4.000000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

8.00000 

6.00000 

6.00000 

7.00000 

4.00000 

6.00000 

8.00000 

7.00000 

6.00000 

84.0000 

367.000 

33.0000 

148.000 

84.0000 

148.000 

367.000 

84.0000 

367.000 

82.0000 

84,0000 

84.0000 

10.00000 

0.37000 

0.40000 

0.73000 

0.41000 

0.37000 

0.41000 

0.40000 

0.37000 

0.29000 

0.20000 

0.37000 

0.37000 

0.56000
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Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Paving Pavers Diesel Average 1.000000 7.00000 81.0000 0.42000 

Paving Rollers Diesel Average 1.000000 7.00000 36.0000 0.38000 

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.000000 6.00000 37.0000 0.48000 

5.3. Construction Vehicles 

5.3.1. Unmitigated 

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

Demolition Worker 10.00000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

Demolition Vendor — 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Demolition Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT 

Demolition Onsite truck — —_— HHDT 

Site Preparation Worker 5.00000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

Site Preparation Vendor _ 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Site Preparation Hauling 68.0000 20.0000 HHDT 

Site Preparation Onsite truck _— — HHDT 

Grading Worker 7.50000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

Grading Vendor = 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Grading Hauling 34.0000 20.0000 HHDT 

Grading Onsite truck _— — HHDT 

Building Construction Worker 0.00000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

Building Construction Vendor 0.00000 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Building Construction Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT 

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT 

Paving Worker 17.5000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

Paving Vendor _— 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Paving Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT 

Paving Onsite truck _ _ HHDT 
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Architectural Coating Worker 0.00000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

Architectural Coating Vendor _ 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT 

Architectural Coating Onsite truck a HHDT 

5.3.2. Mitigated 

Demolition Worker 10.00000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix 

Demolition Vendor _ 40.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Demolition Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT 

Demolition Onsite truck — _— HHDT 

Site Preparation Worker 5.00000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

Site Preparation Vendor ~~ 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Site Preparation Hauling 68.0000 20.0000 HHDT 

Site Preparation Onsite truck — — HHDT 

Grading Worker 7.50000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

Grading Vendor — 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Grading Hauling 34.0000 20.0000 HHDT 

Grading Onsite truck 7 _— HHDT 

Building Construction Worker 0.00000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

Building Construction Vendor 0.00000 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Building Construction Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT 

Building Construction Onsite truck _ —_ HHDT 

Paving Worker 17.5000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 

Paving Vendor — 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Paving Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT 

Paving Onsite truck — o HHDT 

Architectural Coating Worker 0.00000 18.5000 LDA,LDT1,LDT2 
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Architectural Coating Vendor — 10.2000 HHDT,MHDT 

Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT 

Architectural Coating Onsite truck = _ HHDT 

5.4. Vehicles 

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies 

Non-applicable. No contro! strategies activated by user, 

5.5. Architectural Coatings 

Phase Name Residential Interior Area Residential Exterior Area Non-Residential Interior Area |Non-Residential Exterior Area |Parking Area Coaled (sq ft) 

Coated (sq ft) Coated (sq ft) Coated (sq fl) Coated (sq ft) 

Architectural Coating 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 1,646.57 

5.6. Dust Mitigation 

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities 

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

Yards) Yards) 

Demolition 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 oe 0.00000 

Site Preparation _ 540.000 0.50000 0.00000 0.00000 

Grading — 540.000 1.50000 0.00000 0.00000 

Paving 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.63000 

5.6.2, Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies 

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

Water Demolished Area 2 36% 36% 

5.7. Construction Paving 
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Paving Parking Lot 0.63000 100% 

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors 

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (Ib/MWh) 

2026 0.00000 456.543 0.03300 0.00400 

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources 

5.9.1. Unmitigated 

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

Parking Lot 14.0000 14.0000 14.0000 5,110.00 199.285 499.285 199.285 72,738.9 

5.9.2. Mitigated 

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

Parking Lot 14.0000 14.0000 14.0000 5,110.00 199.285 199.285 199.285 72,7389 

5.10. Operational Area Sources 

5.10.1. Hearths 

Parking Lot Wood Fireplaces 0 0 

Miligated (number) 

Parking Lot Gas Fireplaces 

Parking Lot Propane Fireplaces 

Parking Lot Electric Fireplaces 

o
>
 

=
)
 

o
 

O
o
 
o
O
 
9
 Parking Lot No Fireplaces 
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Parking Lot Conventional Wood Stoves 

Parking Lot Catalytic Wood Stoves 

Parking Lot Non-Catalytic Wood Stoves 

o
o
.
 

.6.Oo 
6
8
 

o
 

O
o
 

O
o
 
2
 Parking Lot Pellet Wood Stoves 

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings 

Residential Interior Area Coated (sq |Residential Exterior Area Coated (sq |Non-Residential Interior Area Coated |Non-Residential Extertor Area Parking Area Coated (sq ft) 

Coated (sq ft) 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 1,646.57 

5.10.3, Landscape Equipment 

Snow Days day/yr 0.00000 

Summer Days day/yr 180.000 

5.10.4. Landscape Equipment - Mitigated 

Snow Days day/yr 0.00000 

Summer Days day/yr 180.000 

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption 

5.11.1. Unmitigated 

Electricity (kKWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr) 

Parking Lot 24,039.9 456.543 0.0330 0.0040 0.00000 
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Parking Lot Conventional Wood Stoves 

Parking Lot Catalytic Wood Stoves 

Parking Lot Non-Catalytic Wood Stoves 

o
o
.
 

.6.Oo 
6
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o
 

O
o
 

O
o
 
2
 Parking Lot Pellet Wood Stoves 

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings 

Residential Interior Area Coated (sq |Residential Exterior Area Coated (sq |Non-Residential Interior Area Coated |Non-Residential Extertor Area Parking Area Coated (sq ft) 

Coated (sq ft) 

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 1,646.57 

5.10.3, Landscape Equipment 

Snow Days day/yr 0.00000 

Summer Days day/yr 180.000 

5.10.4. Landscape Equipment - Mitigated 

Snow Days day/yr 0.00000 

Summer Days day/yr 180.000 

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption 

5.11.1. Unmitigated 

Electricity (kKWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr) 

Parking Lot 24,039.9 456.543 0.0330 0.0040 0.00000 
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5.11.2. Mitigated 

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr) 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Parking Lot 24,039.9 456.543 0.0330 

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption 

5.12.1. Unmitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.12.2. Mitigated 

0.0040 0.00000 

Ouldoor Water (gal/year) 

10,234.9 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.13. Operational Waste Generation 

5.13.1. Unmitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.13.2. Mitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.14, Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment 

60/71 

Outdoor Waler (gal/year) 

10,234.9 

Cogeneration (kWh/year) 

0.00000 

Cogeneration (kWh/year) 

0.00000
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5.11.2. Mitigated 

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr) 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Parking Lot 24,039.9 456.543 0.0330 

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption 

5.12.1. Unmitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.12.2. Mitigated 

0.0040 0.00000 

Ouldoor Water (gal/year) 

10,234.9 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.13. Operational Waste Generation 

5.13.1. Unmitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.13.2. Mitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.14, Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment 

60/71 

Outdoor Waler (gal/year) 

10,234.9 

Cogeneration (kWh/year) 

0.00000 

Cogeneration (kWh/year) 

0.00000
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5.11.2. Mitigated 

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr) 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Parking Lot 24,039.9 456.543 0.0330 

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption 

5.12.1. Unmitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.12.2. Mitigated 

0.0040 0.00000 

Ouldoor Water (gal/year) 

10,234.9 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.13. Operational Waste Generation 

5.13.1. Unmitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.13.2. Mitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.14, Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment 

60/71 

Outdoor Waler (gal/year) 

10,234.9 

Cogeneration (kWh/year) 

0.00000 

Cogeneration (kWh/year) 

0.00000
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5.11.2. Mitigated 

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr) 

Linn Parking and Storage Detailed Report, 2/16/2026 

Parking Lot 24,039.9 456.543 0.0330 

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption 

5.12.1. Unmitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.12.2. Mitigated 

0.0040 0.00000 

Ouldoor Water (gal/year) 

10,234.9 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.13. Operational Waste Generation 

5.13.1. Unmitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.13.2. Mitigated 

Parking Lot 0.00000 

5.14, Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment 

60/71 

Outdoor Waler (gal/year) 

10,234.9 

Cogeneration (kWh/year) 

0.00000 

Cogeneration (kWh/year) 

0.00000
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5.14.1. Unmitigated 

5.14.2. Mitigated 

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment 

5.15.1. Unmitigated 

5.15.2. Mitigated 

5.16. Stationary Sources 

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps 

5.16.2. Process Boilers 

5.17. User Defined 

5.18. Vegetation 

5.18.1. Land Use Change 

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated 

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres 

5.18.1.2. Mitigated 

Vegetalion Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres 

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type 

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated 
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5.14.1. Unmitigated 

5.14.2. Mitigated 

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment 

5.15.1. Unmitigated 

5.15.2. Mitigated 

5.16. Stationary Sources 

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps 

5.16.2. Process Boilers 

5.17. User Defined 

5.18. Vegetation 

5.18.1. Land Use Change 

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated 

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres 

5.18.1.2. Mitigated 

Vegetalion Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres 

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type 

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated 
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5.14.1. Unmitigated 

5.14.2. Mitigated 

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment 

5.15.1. Unmitigated 

5.15.2. Mitigated 

5.16. Stationary Sources 

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps 

5.16.2. Process Boilers 

5.17. User Defined 

5.18. Vegetation 

5.18.1. Land Use Change 

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated 

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres 

5.18.1.2. Mitigated 

Vegetalion Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres 

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type 

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated 
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5.14.1. Unmitigated 

5.14.2. Mitigated 

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment 

5.15.1. Unmitigated 

5.15.2. Mitigated 

5.16. Stationary Sources 

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps 

5.16.2. Process Boilers 

5.17. User Defined 

5.18. Vegetation 

5.18.1. Land Use Change 

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated 

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres 

5.18.1.2. Mitigated 

Vegetalion Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres 

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type 

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated 
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5.18.1.2. Mitigated 

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres 

5.18.2. Sequestration 

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated 

5.18.2.2. Mitigated 

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report 

Natural Gas Saved (btu/year) 

Natural Gas Saved (btu/year) 

6.1. Climate Risk Summary 

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040-2059 average projections for four hazards are reported be
low for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway 

(RCP) 8.5 which 

assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau a
round 2100. 

Temperature and Extreme Heat 29.4800 annual days of extreme heat 
Climale Hazard Result for Project Location 

Extreme Precipitation 0.00000 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm 

Sea Level Rise _ meters of inundation depth 

Wildfire 0.00000 annual hectares burned 

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your proj
ect are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentil

e of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from 

observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 
2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (

km) by 6 km, or 3.7 mites (mi) by 3.7 mi. 

Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are l
ocated. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about % an inch of rain, 

which would be light to moderate rainfall if 

received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cel
l is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi. 
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5.18.1.2. Mitigated 

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres 

5.18.2. Sequestration 

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated 

5.18.2.2. Mitigated 

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report 

Natural Gas Saved (btu/year) 

Natural Gas Saved (btu/year) 

6.1. Climate Risk Summary 

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040-2059 average projections for four hazards are reported be
low for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway 

(RCP) 8.5 which 

assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau a
round 2100. 

Temperature and Extreme Heat 29.4800 annual days of extreme heat 
Climale Hazard Result for Project Location 

Extreme Precipitation 0.00000 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm 

Sea Level Rise _ meters of inundation depth 

Wildfire 0.00000 annual hectares burned 

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your proj
ect are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentil

e of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from 

observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 
2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (

km) by 6 km, or 3.7 mites (mi) by 3.7 mi. 

Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are l
ocated. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about % an inch of rain, 

which would be light to moderate rainfall if 

received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cel
l is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi. 
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5.18.1.2. Mitigated 

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres 

5.18.2. Sequestration 

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated 

5.18.2.2. Mitigated 

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report 

Natural Gas Saved (btu/year) 

Natural Gas Saved (btu/year) 

6.1. Climate Risk Summary 

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040-2059 average projections for four hazards are reported be
low for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway 

(RCP) 8.5 which 

assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau a
round 2100. 

Temperature and Extreme Heat 29.4800 annual days of extreme heat 
Climale Hazard Result for Project Location 

Extreme Precipitation 0.00000 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm 

Sea Level Rise _ meters of inundation depth 

Wildfire 0.00000 annual hectares burned 

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your proj
ect are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentil

e of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from 

observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 
2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (

km) by 6 km, or 3.7 mites (mi) by 3.7 mi. 

Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are l
ocated. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about % an inch of rain, 

which would be light to moderate rainfall if 

received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cel
l is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi. 
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5.18.1.2. Mitigated 

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres 

5.18.2. Sequestration 

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated 

5.18.2.2. Mitigated 

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report 

Natural Gas Saved (btu/year) 

Natural Gas Saved (btu/year) 

6.1. Climate Risk Summary 

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040-2059 average projections for four hazards are reported be
low for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway 

(RCP) 8.5 which 

assumes GHG emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau a
round 2100. 

Temperature and Extreme Heat 29.4800 annual days of extreme heat 
Climale Hazard Result for Project Location 

Extreme Precipitation 0.00000 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm 

Sea Level Rise _ meters of inundation depth 

Wildfire 0.00000 annual hectares burned 

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your proj
ect are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentil

e of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from 

observed historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 
2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (

km) by 6 km, or 3.7 mites (mi) by 3.7 mi. 

Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are l
ocated. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about % an inch of rain, 

which would be light to moderate rainfall if 

received over a full day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cel
l is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi. 
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Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and 

consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with 

extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters 

Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data 

of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The 

four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of 

different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROCS5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi. 

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores 

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, w
ith a score of 5 representing the 

greatest exposure. 

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

representing the greatest ability to adapt. 

The overail vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores d
o not include implementation of climate risk reduction 

measures. 

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores 

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score 

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

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

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

Wildfire NIA N/A N/A N/A 

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

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A 
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Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and 

consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with 

extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters 

Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data 

of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The 

four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of 

different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROCS5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi. 

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores 

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, w
ith a score of 5 representing the 

greatest exposure. 

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

representing the greatest ability to adapt. 

The overail vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores d
o not include implementation of climate risk reduction 

measures. 

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores 

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score 

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

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

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

Wildfire NIA N/A N/A N/A 

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

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A 
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Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and 

consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with 

extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters 

Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data 

of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The 

four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of 

different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROCS5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi. 

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores 

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, w
ith a score of 5 representing the 

greatest exposure. 

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

representing the greatest ability to adapt. 

The overail vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores d
o not include implementation of climate risk reduction 

measures. 

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores 

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score 

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

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

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

Wildfire NIA N/A N/A N/A 

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

Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A 
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Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and 

consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with 

extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters 

Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data 

of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The 

four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of 

different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROCS5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi. 

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores 

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, w
ith a score of 5 representing the 

greatest exposure. 

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

representing the greatest ability to adapt. 

The overail vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores d
o not include implementation of climate risk reduction 

measures. 

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores 

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score 

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

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

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

Wildfire NIA N/A N/A N/A 

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

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

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

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

greatest exposure. 

The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 
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7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores 

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100 

Indicator 

Economic 

Above Poverty 

Employed 

Median HI 

Education 

Bachelor's or higher 

High school enrollment 

Preschool enrollment 

Transportation 

Auto Access 

Active commuting 

Social 

2-parent households 

Voting 

A high score (i.e., 
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68.4696 

89.3819 

20.3490 

73.4244 

39.6958 

85.2483 

72.0854 

65.6299 

greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state. 

Result for Project Census Tract 

24.4193507 

22.93083537 

21.92993712 

23.23880405 

14.0639035 

58.10342615 

48.80020531 

25.67688952 

77.12049275 

20.99319902 
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Obesity 0.0 

Pedestrian Injuries 39.5 

Physical Health Not Good 0.0 

Stroke 0.0 

Health Risk Behaviors = 

Binge Drinking 0.0 

Current Smoker 0.0 

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity 0.0 

Climate Change Exposures — 

Wildfire Risk 0.0 

SLR Inundation Area 0.0 

Children 33.8 

Elderly 39.7 

English Speaking 4.1 

Foreign-born 93.6 

Outdoor Workers 18.3 

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity a 

Impervious Surface Cover 72.6 

Traffic Density 16.8 

Traffic Access 23.0 
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Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 26.0000 

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) Yes 

Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) Yes 

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No 

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

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

7.4. Health & Equity Measures 

No Health & Equity Measures selected. 

7.5. Evaluation Scorecard 

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed. 

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures 

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created. 

8. User Changes to Default Data 

8.1. Justifications 

Construction: Dust From Material Movement A total of 1,080 cy of spoils would be removed from the site. 

Construction: On-Road Fugitive Dust Assumes all roads are paved. 

Operations: Vehicle Data Assumes 15 truck/trailer trips daily. 

Operations: Fleet Mix Assumes 100 percent of fleet is heavy duty trucks. 

8.4. Construction 

8.4.4. Dust from Material Movement 

Site Preparation Material Exported Cubic Yards oom 540.000 
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8.5. Operations 

8.5.1. Mobile Sources 

8.5.1.1. Vehicle Data 
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