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1 Introduction

Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines, this Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) has been
prepared by the City of Thousand Oaks (City) Planning Division to evaluate the potential
environmental impacts of the proposed T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use Multi Family Residential
Redevelopment project (“proposed project” or “project”). This document, together with the Draft EIR
(incorporated by reference) comprise the Final EIR for this project. The City has provided a good faith
effort to respond to all significant environmental issues raised by the comments.

1.1 Organization and Scope of the Final EIR

The Final EIR is organized according to the following:
= Section 1: Introduction. Summarizes the contents of the Final EIR and the environmental review
process.

= Section 2: Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR. During the public review process for the
Draft EIR, the City received 16 comment letters related to the Draft EIR. This section includes a
summary of all comment letters and the City’s responses to those comments.

= Section 3: Corrections and Additions to the Draft EIR. This section provides a list of changes that
were made to the Draft EIR. These revisions are shown in strikeeut and underline text in this
section.

= Section 4: Mitigation Monitoring and Report Program (MMRP). This section of the Final EIR
provides the MMRP for the proposed project. The MMRP is presented in tabular form and
identifies mitigation measures, the monitoring and implementation period for each mitigation
measure, as well as the appropriate mitigation agency.

= Appendices which include revised Appendices
@ Appendix A: NOP and Comment Letters
o Appendix B: AQ-GHG-Energy
@ Appendix C: Biological Resources
@ Appendix D: Cultural Resources
@ Appendix E: Geology and Soils
@ Appendix F: Hazards and Hazardous Resources
o Appendix G: Noise
@ Appendix H: Transportation and Traffic
o Appendix I: Wildfire
@ Appendix J: Utilities
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T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

1.2  Background and Purpose of the EIR

Overview of CEQA Requirements for Preparation of an EIR State CEQA
Guidelines

Section 15121(a) of the CEQA Guidelines states that an EIR is an informational document for
decisionmakers and the general public to analyze the significant environmental effects of a proposed
project, identify actions to minimize potential significant effects, and describe reasonable alternatives
to the proposed project that could reduce or avoid its adverse environmental impacts. Public agencies
with discretionary authority are therefore required to consider the information in the EIR, along with
all other relevant information, in making decisions on the proposed project. For the purposes of CEQA,
the term "project” refers to the whole of an action, which has the potential for resulting in a direct
physical change or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15378[a]).

Environmental Review Process for the Proposed Project

The following is an overview of the environmental review process for the proposed project that has
led to the preparation of this Final EIR.

Notice of Preparation and Project Scoping

In accordance with Section 15082 of the State CEQA Guidelines, a Notice of Preparation for the Draft
EIR was published December 22, 2021 and sent to all applicable responsible and trustee agencies and
the Office of Planning and Research’s State Clearinghouse (SCH, Number 2021120559). The published
NOP and associated comment letters are included as Appendix A of the Draft EIR.

A virtual scoping meeting for this project was conducted on January 12, 2022.

This proposed project received a total of four comment letters (see Table 1) during the project scoping
period between December 23, 2021 and January 31, 2022.

Commenter Date(s) Received

Agency
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) January 20, 2022
Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD) January 31, 2022

Organization

Mitchell Tsai on behalf of Southwest Regional Council of January 13,2022, resent January 31, 2022
Carpenters (SWRCC)

Individuals

Rose Ann Witt January 31, 2022, resent with update February 1, 2022

Draft EIR

A Notice of Availability (NOA) of the Draft EIR was submitted to the State Clearinghouse on April 8,
2022 and published by the California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research on April 11, 2022 to
begin the Draft EIR 45-day public review period (Public Resources Code [PRC] Section 21161), which
began on April 11, 2022 and ended on May 25, 2022. The Draft EIR contained a description of the
proposed project, identification of project impacts and mitigation measures, discussion of project
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alternatives, and other CEQA considerations. The Draft EIR was made available on the City’s website
(https://www.toaks.org/departments/community-development/planning/environmental-impact).

Final EIR

The City received 16 comment letters from agencies, organizations and interested parties regarding
the Draft EIR. This document and the Draft EIR, as amended herein, constitute the FEIR. Sections
15089 and 15132 of the State CEQA Guidelines require a lead agency to prepare a Final EIR before
approving a project. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15132, a Final EIR must contain the
following:

= The Draft EIR or any revisions to the Draft EIR;

= Alist of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR;

=  Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR;

= Responses to any comments and recommendations on the Draft EIR; and,

= Any other information added by the Lead Agency since the public availability of the Draft EIR.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Public Resources Code Section §21081.6 also requires lead agencies to adopt a mitigation monitoring
and reporting program (MMRP) describing measures to be adopted or made a condition of project
approval in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment. Therefore, this FEIR also
includes a mitigation monitoring and reporting program for the project.

Certification of the Final EIR

The City will review and consider the Final EIR and if it finds that it is "adequate and complete", the
City Council may certify the Final EIR. The EIR can be certified if: 1) it shows a good faith effort at full
disclosure of environmental information; and 2) provides sufficient analysis to allow decisions to be
made regarding the project regarding its environmental consequences.

1.3 Intended Uses of the EIR

The EIR is intended to evaluate the environmental impacts of the project and is to be used to modify,
approve, or deny the proposed project based on the analysis in the EIR. In accordance with State
CEQA Guidelines Section §15126, this EIR should be used as the primary environmental document to
evaluate all subsequent planning and permitting actions associated with the EIR.

1.4  Comments on the Draft EIR and Response to
Comments

Requirements for Responding to Comments on a Draft EIR

State CEQA Guidelines Section §15088 requires that lead agencies evaluate all comments on
environmental issues received on the DEIR and prepare a written response. The written response
must address the significant environmental issue raised and must provide a detailed response,
especially when specific comments or suggestions (e.g., additional mitigation measures) are not
accepted. In addition, there must be a good faith and reasoned analysis in the written response, if
required. However, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues associated
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with the project and do not need to provide all the information requested by commenters, as long as
a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR (State CEQA Guidelines §15204).

State CEQA Guidelines Section §15204 recommends that commenters provide detailed comments,
with relevant explanation and evidence, that focus on the sufficiency of the Draft EIR in identifying
and analyzing the possible impacts on the environment and ways in which the significant effects of
the project might be avoided or mitigated. Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section §15064, an
effect shall not be considered significant in the absence of substantial evidence supporting such a
conclusion.

State CEQA Guidelines Section §15088 also recommends that where a response to comments results
in revisions to the Draft EIR, that those revisions be incorporated as a revision to the Draft EIR or as a
separate section of the Final EIR.

Summary of Comments Received

The Draft EIR was circulated for a 45-day public review period that began on April 11, 2022 and ended
on May 25, 2022. A total of 16 comment letters were received by the City on the Draft EIR and these
include: seven from State and local agencies, five from organizations, and four from interested
parties.

1.5  EIR Certification Process and Project Approval

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15090(a), before adopting the proposed project, the lead agency is
required to certify that the Final EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA regulations, and
that the decision-making body for the jurisdiction has reviewed and considered the information,
analysis, potential impacts and associated mitigation measures, as appropriate, in the Draft EIR, and
that the Final EIR reflects the independent judgment of the lead agency. Section 15088(b) of the State
CEQA Guidelines requires a lead agency to provide a written response to a public agency on comments
made by that public agency at least 10 days prior to certifying an EIR.

Pursuant to sections 21002, 21002.1 and 21081 of CEQA and sections 15091 and 15093 of the State
CEQA Guidelines, no public agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an EIR has been
certified which identifies one or more significant effects unless both of the following occur:

(a) The public agency makes one or more of the following findings with respect to each significant
effect: 1. Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which
avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects on the environment. 2. Those
changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency and
have been or can and should be, adopted by such other agency. Specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations, including considerations for the provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives
identified in the environmental impact report.

(b) With respect to significant effects which were subject to a finding under paragraph (3) of
subdivision (a), the public agency finds that specific overriding economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits of the project outweigh the significant effects on the
environment.

If an agency approves a proposed project with unavoidable significant environmental effects, it must
prepare a written Statement of Overriding Considerations that sets forth the specific social, economic,
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or other reasons supporting the agency’s decision and explains why the proposed project’s benefits
outweigh the significant environmental effects (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15093).
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

2 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

This section includes comments received during public circulation of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) prepared for the T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use Multi Family Residential Redevelopment project
(“proposed project” or “project”)

The Draft EIR was circulated for a 45-day public review period that began on the Draft EIR was
circulated for a 45-day public review period that began on April 11, 2022 and ended on May 25, 2022.
The City of Thousand Oaks received 16 comment letters on the Draft EIR. The commenters and the
page number on which each commenter’s letter appear are listed below.

2.1 Specific Responses

Letter Number and Commenter Date of Letter N::flfer
Agency

A-1 Ventura County Public Works 5/2/22 2-3
A-2 Ventura County Health Department 5/10/22 2-7
A-3 Conejo Recreation and Parks District 5/17/22 2-9
A-4 Conejo Recreation and Parks District 5/20/22 2-17
A-5 Department of Fish and Wildlife 5/20/22 2-20
A-6 Department of Transportation 5/20/22 2-46
A-7 Ventura County Air Pollution Control District 5/23/22 2-53
Interested Parties

IP-1 Eric De Wames 3/23/22 2-71
IP-2 Alan Huffine 5/5/22 2-74
IP-3 Rose Angela, Little Dreamers 5/10/22 2-79
P-4 William D. Koehler 5/23/22 2-82
Organizations

0-1 Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters 5/13/22 2-86
0-2 Thousand Oaks Chamber of Commerce 5/19/22 2-95
0-3 Supporters Alliance for Environmental Responsibility 5/23/22 2-107
0-4 Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters 5/23/22 2-111
0-5 Many Mansions 5/23/22 2-409

The comment letters and responses follow. The comment letters are numbered sequentially, and
each separate issue raised by the commenter, if more than one, has been assigned a number. The
responses to each comment identify first the number of the comment letter, and then the number
assigned to each issue (Response 0-1-1, for example, indicates that the response is for the first issue
raised in Comment Letter O-1).

Where a comment resulted in a change to the Draft EIR text, a notation is made in the response
indicating that the text is revised. Changes in text are signified by strikeout font (strikeeutfent) where
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text was removed and by underlined font (underlined font) where text was added. These changes in
text are also included in Section 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR.

Final Environmental Impact Report 22
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VENTURA COUNTY

WATERSHED PROTECTION

wnn Ks MEMORANDUM

DATE: May 2, 2022
TO: Anthony Ciuffetelli, Planner, Planning Division
FROM: James Maxwell, Groundwater Specialist, Water Resources Division /""

SUBJECT: RMA 22-005 - T.O. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential
Redevelopment Project

The Ventura County Public Works Agency, Water Resources Division (VCWRD)
reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) submitted by the City of
Thousand Oaks.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project is located at 325 and 391 Hampshire Road in the City of Thousand
Oaks, on the west side of Hampshire Road, north and east side of Foothill Drive, and 540
feet south of Highway 101 on Assessor’'s Parcel Numbers (APNs) 676-0-150-365, -285,
and -375. The 10.97-acre site is currently developed with vacant buildings and a large
parking lot. The project would involve demolishing the existing structures, parking lot,
landscaping, and vegetation. Approximately 420 mixed-use and multi-family residential
units and 15,000 square feet (SF) of restaurant and retail space. A two-story amenity
structure of 5,000-SF and outside area would be part of the residential open space.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

The Site overlies the Thousand Oaks Area Basin, a very low priority basin designated by
the Department of Water Resources (DWR) as Basin No. 4-019. County records indicate
there is a domestic groundwater wells located within the project parcels that is classified A-1-1
as “cannot be located”. Wells not classified as “destroyed” and that will not be used by
the Project or considered as “active” status will need to be permitted for destruction with
the County per Ventura County Ordinance No. 4468 (Well Ordinance). The proposed
development will not extract groundwater from any off-site wells.

Water for grading and construction and for the development at full build-out will be
supplied by the City of Thousand Oaks which obtains potable water from Calleguas
Municipal Water District (CMWD). CMWD purchases imported State Water Project (SWP) | a-1-2
water from Metropolitan Water District. According to the City of Thousand Oaks 2020
Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP), groundwater is not a source of potable water
for the City. According to the Preliminary Water System Capacity Study prepared by
Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. and dated November 29, 2021 in Appendix J of the
DEIR, the total average water demand for the project was calculated to be 87,541 gallons ¥y
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per day (gpd) or 98.059 acre-feet per year (AFY). The City of Thousand Oaks owns twc
groundwater wells which are used for landscape irrigation. The UWMP anticipates having A-1-2
enough sufficient supplies to meet City imported water demands through 2045. Thisis it | .ont'q
alignment with the Ventura County 2040 General Plan, Water Resources Element
Implementation Programs F and I.

The project site will be providcd wastcwater service by the City of Thousand Oaks.
Generated wastewater will be conveyed to the Hill Canyon Treatment Plant (HCTP). The
Preliminary Sanitary Sewer Capacity Study dated November 30, 2021 was provided by | .13
Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. HCTP treats an average of 8.5 million gallons per day
(mgd) with a total capacity of 14 mgd. The total calculated sewer discharge for the project
was 70,033 gpd. The excess capacity of 5.5 mgd will be sufficient to accommodate the
project demands.

The Preliminary Drainage Report and Stormwater Quality Analysis dated December 10,
2021 and prepared by Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. was included in Appendix J of
the DEIR. The amount of onsite impervious surfaces would be reduced from 91 to 75
percent. However, the report states that “Site-specific geotechnical investigations [ a_1.4
determined that the site has little to no potential for infiltration. As such, infiltration based
BMPs are not feasible for this project.” A drainage and treatment system will utilize filtered
catch basins and biofiltration BMPs along with underground detention pipes for

The proposed project would require approximately 120,000 cubic yards of material tobe | A-1-5
exported. No import of fill material is anticipated.
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Letter A-1

COMMENTER: Ventura County Public Works
DATE: May 2, 2022

Comment A-1-1

The commenter provides the state of the project site. The commenter also states the proposed
development will not extract groundwater from any off-site wells.

Response A-1-1

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment A-1-2

The commenter provides water supply information and states the Urban Water Management Plan
(UWMP) anticipates having enough sufficient supplies to meet city imported water demands through
2045. This is in alignment with the Ventura County 2040 General Plan, Water Resources Element,
Implementation Programs F and .

Response A-1-2

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment A-1-3

The commenter states the Hill Canyon Treatment Plant, treats an average of 8.5 million gallons per
day (mgd) with a total capacity of 14 mgd. The total calculated sewer discharge for the project was
70,033 gpd, with an excess capacity of 5.5 mgd which would be sufficient to accommodate the project
demands.

Response A-1-3

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment A-1-4

The commenter states the amount of onsite impervious surfaces would be reduced from 91 to
75 percent. The site-specific geotechnical investigations determined that the site has little to no
potential for infiltration and infiltration based best management practices (BMPs) are not feasible for
this project. The commenter states that a drainage and treatment system would utilize filtered catch
basins and biofiltration BMPs along with underground detention pipes for stormwater before
discharging to existing public drainage facilities.

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-5
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Response A-1-4

The comment is noted, the project would implement drainage and treatment system with filtered
catch basins and biofiltration BMPs along with underground detention pipes for stormwater before
discharging to existing public drainage facilities. Additionally, the project would be required to obtain
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) coverage under the General Permit for
Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activity (known as the Construction General
Permit or CGP) from the State Water Resource Control Board (SWRCB). Moreover, this comment does
not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental analysis or conclusions
contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider all comments on the
proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment A-1-5

The commenter states the proposed project would require approximately 120,000 cubic yards of
material to be exported. No import of fill material is anticipated.

Response A-1-5

The commenter is correct the proposed project would require approximately 120,000 cubic yards of
material to be exported. Moreover, this comment does not contain any substantive comments or
guestions about the environmental analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of
Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further
response is necessary.

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-6



RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY
CHARLES R. GENKEL
Environmental Health Director

May 10, 2022

City of Thousand Oaks, Community Development Department, Planning Division
ATTN: Carlos Contreras, Senior Planner, Development Planning Supervisor
2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Thousand Oaks Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project,
Environmental Document Review — Notice of a Draft Environmental Impact Report, (RMA
REF # 22-005)

Ventura County Environmental Health Division (Division) staff reviewed the information
submitted for the subject project.

The Division provides the following comments:

1. The proposed residential development includes construction of a community recreation area
with swimming pool. The builder/applicant shall submit plans for the public swimming pool to
this Division and obtain plan approval prior to beginning any construction of the community | A-2-1
swimming pool and auxiliary structures. A permit to operate the swimming pool is also
required prior to use inauguration. Contact the Ventura County Environmental Health
Division, Community Services Section for information on swimming pool plan review and
permitting requirements.

2. Project includes the potential construction of commercial food facilities. Food facilities are
subject to plan review and permitting by this Division. The applicant/food facility operator
must submit plans to the Ventura County Environmental Health Division, Community
Services Section and obtain plan approval prior to beginning any construction of any food
facility. A Permit to Operate is required prior to beginning any retail food operations.

A-2-2

If you have any questions, please contact me at (805) 654-2830 or
Ashley.Kennedy@ventura.org.

e

Ashley Kennedy, R.E.H.S.
Land Use Section
Environmental Health Division

KB N:\Admin\TECH SERVICES\FINALED Letters\Land Use\SR0019993 ODR RMA Ref 22-005 T.O. Ranch Mixed Use and MultiFamily Res Dev Project - 05 10 2022.docx
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter A-2

COMMENTER: Ventura County Environmental Health Division
DATE: May 10, 2022

Comment A-2-1

The commenter provides information on the community recreation area with swimming pool. The
commenter requests that the Applicant submit plans for the public swimming pool to Ventura County
Environmental Health Division for approval prior to construction of the community swimming pool
and auxiliary structures. The comment also states that a permit to operate the swimming pool would
be required.

Response A-2-1

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. Nevertheless, Conditions of Approval applied to the project
require the Applicant to obtain plan approval prior to beginning any construction of the community
swimming pool and auxiliary structures. No further response is necessary.

Comment A-2-2

The commenter states the project includes the potential construction of commercial food facilities
and such facilities are subject to plan review and permitting by Ventura County Environmental Health
Division. The commenter states the Applicant/food facility operator must submit plans and plan
approval prior to beginning any construction of any food facility.

Response A-2-2

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. Nevertheless, Conditions of Approval applied to the project
require the Applicant to submit plans to the Ventura County Environmental Health Division,
Community Services Section and obtain plan approval prior to beginning any construction of any food
facility. No further response is necessary.

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-8



May 17, 2022

Carlos Contreras, Senior Planner
City of Thousand Oaks

2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd.
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

RE: Comments to Draft EIR for T.O. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment
Project

Dear Mr. Contreras,

Thank you for the opportunity for the Conejo Recreation and Park District ("CRPD") to express its concerns
and provide its comments on inaccuracies and omissions in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for the subject apartment and mixed-use project ("Project"). The Project calls for the development of 402
dwelling units on approximately 10.97 acres that were previously considered by CRPD as a commercial
use site. The addition of such a large number of dwelling units at a higher urban density of 38.29 du/pa
with the estimated new 1,121 residents to this infill site creates a significant new demand on the limited
existing "public" park facilities. That deficiency needs to be addressed and the adverse impact needs to
be mitigated.

CRPD's Park Standards

CRPD is a separate independent public entity and is not a subdivision of the County of Ventura. CRPD
can, and has, established its own park standards. CRPD was created to act independently and not be a
department of the City of Thousand Oaks or the County of Ventura. CRPD, in accordance with the 2011
CRPD Master Plan (revisions July 19, 2012 and September 3, 2020), follows the National Recreation and
Park Association's standard of providing 10 acres of parkland per 1,000 persons (5 acres for neighborhood,
playfield, community parks, and another 5 acres for a districtwide park), not the "County Standard of five
park-acres per 1,000 population" (page 4.13-6 of the DEIR).

Proposed Subject Project Private On-Site Amenities

In accordance with the 2011 CRPD Master Plan (revisions July 19, 2012 and September 3, 2020), none
of the proposed small private on-site acreage/open space/recreational apartment amenities (as described
in Section 4.13 of the DEIR), individually or cumulatively, are considered by CRPD in calculating or the
Project meeting its public park acreage contribution requirements per CRPD standards, with the possible
exception of the proposed "Dog Park/Community Park."

A simple look at Figure 4.13-2's layout, size, and location of "Park and Recreational Amenities Proposed"
for the Project in the DEIR show such are the customary and limited street scape/sidewalk improvements
that every developer must provide and are the standard apartment complex amenities of "Pocket Parks",
"Seating Garden", and "Paseo Garden Paths", none of which meet CRPD park standards. There is no

A-3-1

A-3-2

A-3-3

A-3-4

similarity between these private interior paved and narrow sidewalks or between the customary perimete '
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street scape/sidewalks, or between the Project's constructed unnatural balconies and confined interic ‘

patios with CRPD's much larger open active recreational public parks, with playfields or playgrounds and
its natural open space areas with hiking trails. There is simply no factual basis that the Project adds 4.7
acres of public open space or useable community park facilities.

In accordance with the 2011 CRPD Master Plan (revisions July 19, 2012 and September 3, 2020), a
Neighborhood Park, the District's smallest park facility, is a typical size of 2 to 10 acres and includes both
passive and active recreational opportunities such as playgrounds, multi-purpose open turf areas,
basketball and volleyball courts, picnic tables and/or picnic shelters, outdoor fithess areas, and walking
paths.

In accordance with the 2011 CRPD Master Plan (revisions July 19, 2012 and September 3, 2020), a dog
park is considered a Special Facility. Provided with additional information - size, availability to the general
public, maintenance responsibilities, operating hours, ancillary amenities (on-site parking, restrooms, etc.)
that makes the amenity available to the general public consistent with CRPD standards - CRPD may
potentially consider the "Dog Park/Community Park" meeting CRPD park acreage standards.

Impact Analysis

The public park facility availability baseline must consist of the physical conditions that actually exist at the
time of the DEIR analysis. Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, 815125. The Project is located within CRPD's
Community Planning Zone | — Planning Area 1. Not even considering districtwide park acreage
requirements, in accordance with the 2011 CRPD Master Plan (revisions July 19, 2012 and September 3,
2020), currently:

o Planning Area 1 residents have a surplus of only 0.2 acres of Neighborhood Park developed
acreage

e Zone | residents have a deficiency of 1.4 acres of Playfields developed acreage

o Zone | residents have a deficiency of 13.4 acres of Community Park developed acreage

"An EIR shall discuss cumulative impacts of a project when the project's incremental effect is cumulatively
considerable . . ." Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, 815130. The City has recently conceptually approved hundreds
of acres for similar mixed-use projects on commercial sites with the primary financial driver for that
contemplated development being adding new residential dwelling units. CRPD does not agree that the
project's incremental contribution of 1,121 new residents to the above cumulative effect is not significant
and that incremental effect is cumulatively considerable.! As described in the DEIR, the Project's proposed
"variety of open space and recreational amenities" would not provide the required parkland dedication or
even make an in-lieu mitigation fee. Any development with a proposed population increase of 1,121
persons would result in an additional parkland dedication of:

¢ Planning Area 1 — additional 2.8 acres of Neighborhood Park developed acreage
e Zone | — additional 1.4 acres of Playfields developed acreage
e Zone | — additional 1.4 acres of Community Park developed acreage

L Although the CEQA guideline does not specifically refer to the "fair argument" standard, CRPD believes
that low standard would apply.

A-3-4
(cont'd)
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Summary

Based on the 2011 CRPD Master Plan (revisions July 19, 2012 and September 3, 2020), CRPD finds that
the Project will result in an incremental effect that is cumulatively considerable in the substantial
deterioration of existing public parks and recreation facilities and will require a need to construct new or
expand recreational facilities within the Community Planning Zone | — Planning Area 1. The DEIR's
"discussion of mitigation measures shall distinguish between the measures which are proposed by project
proponents to be included in the project and other measures proposed by . . . responsible or trustee
agency" such as CRPD which the City should determine "could reasonably be expected to reduce adverse
impacts if required as conditions of approving the project". Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, 815126.4. The DEIR's
failure to Identify Feasible Mitigation Measures, including measures capable of reducing the new residents'
impacts on CRPD open space and existing public parks, possibly requires a revised Draft EIR that needs
to be prepared to remedy the deficiencies discussed above. Only that way can the public and the agencies
be adequately informed of the environmental repercussions of the project.

However, in the alternative, CRPD can discuss and collaborate with representatives of the Project on
mitigation measures to provide the required parkland acreage or on an adequate financial contribution? to
offset the increased use of existing recreational facilities that are affected by the proposed subject project.

We feel the DEIR for the project fails to satisfy CEQA's requirements and may be legally inadequate. An
EIR must provide a degree of analysis and detail about environmental or park impacts that will enable
decision-makers to make intelligent judgments in light of the environmental consequences of their
decisions. CEQA Guidelines §15151.

Sincerely,

T

T. P. Hare, Administrator
Parks and Planning

2\We point to TOMC Sec. 9-4.2602 that requires residential developments not seeking a subdivision shall
dedicate land, pay a fee, or both, for park and recreational purposes as set forth in Sections 9-4.2603
through 9-4.2611 of this article. As a result, CRPD has created an understanding with the developers of
similar mixed-use projects with new residential units on commercial sites on Thousand Oaks Boulevard to
make a contribution of $11,724 per dwelling unit, a fee that goes up every February 5" and the CRPD
needs to be consistent and fair with every mixed-use developer. See also: TOMC Sec. 9-4.2607 Amount
of fees in lieu of land dedication.
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter A-3

COMMENTER: Conejo Recreation and Parks District (CRPD)
DATE: May 17, 2022

Comment A-3-1

The commenter states the project calls for the development of 402 dwelling units on approximately
10.97 acres that were previously considered by CRPD as a commercial use site and the new 1,121
residents may create recreational needs to be addressed and mitigated.

Response A-3-1

CRPD's Park Standards are noted, Impacts regarding recreation associated with the project are
discussed in Section 4.13, Recreation of the Draft EIR. The project provides open space in excess of
City requirements (see Draft EIR, Tables 4.13-2 and 4.13-3), which would help offset any potential
demand on parks in the vicinity of the project site. Therefore, the project would not significantly
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 and impacts would be
less than significant.

Comment A-3-2

The commenter states the CRPD is a separate independent public entity and is not a subdivision of
the County of Ventura. CRPD has its own park standards. CRPD was created to act independently and
not be a department of the City of Thousand Oaks or the County of Ventura. CRPD, in accordance with
the 2011 CRPD Master Plan (revisions July 19, 2012 and September 3, 2020), follows the National
Recreation and Park Association's standard of providing 10 acres of parkland per 1,000 persons (5
acres for neighborhood, playfield, community parks, and another 5 acres for a districtwide park), not
the "County Standard of five park-acres per 1,000 population" (page 4.13-6 of the Draft EIR).

Response A-3-2

CRPD's Park Standards are noted. As stated in Section 4.13.2 of the Draft EIR, California State
Legislature established the Quimby Act which allows the legislative body of a city or county to
establish an ordinance requiring the dedication of land, payment of fees in lieu thereof, or a
combination of both, for the provision of parks or recreational facilities as a condition to the approval
of a tentative tract map or parcel map. Conditions of Approval applied to the project requires the
Applicant to pay all required Quimby Fees to CRPD to meet the equate financial contribution to offset
the increased use of existing recreational facilities that are affected by the proposed subject project.
Moreover, this comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the
environmental analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision
makers will consider all comments on the proposed project.

Comment A-3-3

The commenter states that in accordance with the 2011 CRPD Master Plan (revisions July 19, 2012
and September 3, 2020), none of the proposed small private on-site acreage/open space/recreational
apartment amenities (as described in Section 4.13 of the Draft EIR), are considered by CRPD in
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

calculating or the project meeting its public park acreage contribution requirements per CRPD
standards, with the possible exception of the proposed "Dog Park/Community Park."

Response A-3-3

As stated in Section 4.13.2 of the Draft EIR, California State Legislature established the Quimby Act
which allows the legislative body of a city or county to establish an ordinance requiring the dedication
of land, payment of fees in lieu thereof, or a combination of both, for the provision of parks or
recreational facilities as a condition to the approval of a tentative tract map or parcel map. Conditions
of Approval applied to the project requires the Applicant to pay all required Quimby Fees to CRPD to
meet the equate financial contribution to offset the increased use of existing recreational facilities
that are affected by the proposed subject project.

Comment A-3-4

The commenter states the standard apartment complex amenities of "Pocket Parks," "Seating
Garden,” and" Paseo Garden Paths,” do not meet CRPD park standards.

Response A-3-4

The comment is noted. As stated in Section 4.13.2 of the Draft EIR, Conditions of Approval applied to
the project requires the Applicant to pay all required Quimby Fees to CRPD to meet the equate
financial contribution to offset the increased use of existing recreational facilities that are affected by
the proposed subject project. In addition, Government Code Section 66477 (The Quimby Act) permits
credit for park and recreational improvements to dedicated land to be used strictly for said purposes
if appropriate.

Comment A-3-5

The commenter states the 2011 CRPD Master Plan (revisions July 19, 2012 and September 3, 2020),
a Neighborhood Park, the District's smallest park facility, is a typical size of 2 to 10 acres and includes
both passive and active recreational opportunities such as playgrounds, multi-purpose open turf
areas, basketball and volleyball courts, picnic tables and/or picnic shelters, outdoor fitness areas, and
walking paths.

Response A-3-5

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment A-3-6

The commenter states the 2011 CRPD Master Plan (revisions July 19, 2012 and September 3, 2020),
a dog park is considered a Special Facility. Provided with additional information - size, availability to
the general public, maintenance responsibilities, operating hours, ancillary amenities (on-site parking,
restrooms, etc.) that makes the amenity available to the general public consistent with CRPD
standards - CRPD may potentially consider the "Dog Park/Community Park" meeting CRPD park
acreage standards.
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Response A-3-6

The comment is noted. As stated in Section 4.13.2 of the Draft EIR, Conditions of Approval applied to
the project requires the Applicant to pay all required Quimby Fees to CRPD to meet the equate
financial contribution to offset the increased use of existing recreational facilities that are affected by
the proposed subject project. In addition, Government Code Section 66477 (The Quimby Act) permits
credit for park and recreational improvements to dedicated land to be used strictly for said purposes
if appropriate. Also, the Quimby Act does not necessarily require a dedicated park or recreational
improvements meet CRPD standards to qualify and there are City-owned and maintained parks and
COSCA open space that would be considered dedicated land for recreational purposes and may be
defined as a “park.”

Comment A-3-7

The commenter states the project is located within CRPD's Community Planning Zone | — Planning
Area 1 and in accordance with the 2011 CRPD Master Plan, currently: Planning Area 1 residents have
a surplus of only 0.2 acre of Neighborhood Park developed acreage; Zone | residents have a deficiency
of 1.4 acres of Playfields developed acreage, Zone | residents have a deficiency of 13.4 acres of
Community Park developed acreage.

Response A-3-7

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment A-3-8

The commenter states the City has recently conceptually approved hundreds of acres for similar
mixed-use projects on commercial sites with the primary financial driver for that contemplated
development being adding new residential dwelling units. The commenter states they do not agree
that the project's incremental contribution of 1,121 new residents to the above cumulative effect is
not significant and that incremental effect is cumulatively considerable and as described in the Draft
EIR, the project's proposed "variety of open space and recreational amenities" would not provide the
required parkland dedication or even make an in-lieu mitigation fee. The commenter states any
development with a proposed population increase of 1,121 persons would result in an additional
parkland dedication of: Planning Area 1 — additional 2.8 acres of Neighborhood Park developed
acreage, Zone | — additional 1.4 acres of Playfields developed acreage, Zone | — additional 1.4 acres of
Community Park developed acreage.

Response A-3-8

The comment is noted. As stated in Section 4.13.2 of the Draft EIR, California State Legislature
established the Quimby Act which allows the legislative body of a city or county to establish an
ordinance requiring the dedication of land, payment of fees in lieu thereof, or a combination of both,
for the provision of parks or recreational facilities as a condition to the approval of a tentative tract
map or parcel map. Conditions of Approval applied to the project requires the Applicant to pay all
required Quimby Fees to CRPD to meet the equate financial contribution to offset the increased use
of existing recreational facilities that are affected by the proposed subject project. The commenter’s
statement that the City has conceptually approved hundreds of acres for similar mixed-use projects

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-14



City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

is based on the commenter’s assumption that the General Plan Update will be adopted. CEQA requires
that cumulative impact analysis consider only closely related past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable probable future projects. The adoption of the General Plan Update as currently proposed
is speculative at this time. Further, the City has no information of the hypothetical potential future
projects to which the commenter refers and no applications for such hypothetical projects have been
received. Accordingly, this statement is not relevant to the CEQA analysis for the subject project.
Commenters assertion in this regard is too speculative and outside the scope of CEQA analysis.

Comment A-3-9

The commenter states the project will result in an incremental effect that is cumulatively considerable
in the substantial deterioration of existing public parks and recreation facilities and will require a need
to construct new or expand recreational facilities within the Community Planning Zone | — Planning
Area 1.

Response A-3-9

The comment is noted. As stated in Section 4.13.2 of the Draft EIR, Conditions of Approval applied to
the project requires the Applicant to pay all required Quimby Fees to CRPD to meet the equate
financial contribution to offset the increased use of existing recreational facilities that are affected by
the proposed subject project. Also see response to A-3-8.

Comment A-3-10

The commenter states the Draft EIR’s "discussion of mitigation measures shall distinguish between
the measures which are proposed by project proponents to be included in the project and other
measures proposed by “responsible or trustee agency" such as the commenting party which the City
should determine "could reasonably be expected to reduce adverse impacts if required as conditions
of approving the project.”

Response A-3-10

As stated in Chapter 2, Project Description and Section 4.13, Recreation of the Draft EIR described the
project design features of the proposed project related to recreation that would include public open
space (including a dog park, a seating garden, paseos, and trail connections), and private open space.
The public open space included as part of the proposed project would be available to the greater
Thousand Oaks community. In addition, Conditions of Approval applied to the project requires the
Applicant to pay all required Quimby Fees to CRPD to meet the financial contribution to offset the
increased use of existing recreational facilities that are affected by the proposed subject project. With
implementation of the project design features and adherence to the regulatory requirements
(through the Conditions of Approval), impacts to recreation would be less than significant and not
mitigation would be required. Also see Section 4.13.2 of the Draft EIR and response to A-3-8.

Comment A-3-11

The commenter states the Draft EIR fails to identify feasible mitigation measures, including measures
capable of reducing the new residents' impacts on open space and existing public parks, possibly
requires a revised Draft EIR that needs to be prepared to remedy the deficiencies.

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-15



City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Response A-3-11

Please see Responses A-3-8 and A-3-10, above. The Draft EIR adequately analyzes potential impacts
to recreational resources. The commenter does not raise significant new information.

Comment A-3-12

The commenter states the parties can discuss and collaborate with representatives of the project on
mitigation measures to provide the required parkland acreage or on an adequate financial
contribution to offset the increased use of existing recreational facilities that are affected by the
proposed subject project.

Response A-3-12

The comment is noted, the Applicant will coordinate with the CRPD to determine what parkland
requirements would be met by the project with the inclusion of the Dog Park/Community Park as part
of the project and Conditions of Approval applied to the project requires the Applicant to pay all
required Quimby Fees to CRPD to meet the financial contribution to offset the increased use of
existing recreational facilities that are affected by the proposed subject project.

Comment A-3-13

The commenter states the project fails to satisfy CEQA's requirements and may be legally inadequate
and that the document must provide a degree of analysis and detail about environmental or park
impacts that will enable decision-makers to make intelligent judgments in light of the environmental
consequences of their decisions.

Response A-3-13

The Draft EIR included an analysis of impacts to recreation facilities that would result from the
proposed project. As stated in Response A-3-10, the Draft EIR described the project design features
of the proposed project related to recreation that would include public and private open space. In
addition, the Applicant will coordinate with the CRPD to determine what parkland requirements
would be met by the project with the inclusion of the Dog Park/Community Park as part of the project
and Conditions of Approval applied to the project requires the Applicant to pay all required Quimby
Fees to CRPD to meet the financial contribution to offset the increased use of existing recreational
facilities that are affected by the proposed subject project. With implementation of the project design
features and adherence to the regulatory requirements (through the Conditions of Approval), impacts
to recreation would be less than significant and not mitigation would be required.
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Carlos Contreras, Senior Planner
City of Thousand Oaks

2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd.
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

RE: T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project — Conejo
Recreation & Park District's DEIR Comments - Satisfaction of Park Impacts

On May 19, 2022, CRPD received written confirmation that the applicant, IMT Capital V
Hampshire, LLC, intends to mitigate the Project’'s park impacts consistent with our comments
described in our letter dated May 17, 2022, via payment of applicable park impact fees (see
attached email from applicant).

With the City’s inclusion of a Project condition of approval requiring the applicant to contribute
applicable park impact fees, the Conejo Recreation and Park District considers impacts to park
system to be fully mitigated and will allocate those fees to publicly-owned park improvements
benefitting the future residents of the Project. We feel this is an appropriate and adequate
CEQA response to our comments in our letter dated May 17, 2022.

We assume the last 2 sentences in Section 6.4 on fee credits as possible park dedications in
the draft Development Agreement previously provided to CRPD will be deleted. In addition, the
applicant’s request to waive or reduce the impacts fees associated with the affordable housing
units in the Project is duly noted and will be considered. CRPD staff intends to research the
matter and potentially bring a recommendation to the CRPD board in the near future.

Please contact me if you would like any additional information. A representative from the
Conejo Recreation and Park District will attend the Planning Commission meeting and be
available to answer questions.

incerel
T.

Administrator, Parks and Planning

Cc: Tom Cohen, Esq.

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICES
403 West Hillcrest Drive, Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-4223
805-495-6471 | Fax: 805-497-3199 | parks@crpd.org | www.crpd.org 217
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Tom Hare

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Thomas Cohen <tcohen@ cohenlanduselaw.com>
Thursday, May 19, 2022 4:49 PM

Tom Hare

James Fried|; Kelvin Parker; Patrick Hehir

Quimby Fees/IMT Project

Tom: On behalf of my client, IMT Capital V Hampshire, LLC, we are committed to paying Quimby fees to the CRPD for the
proposed mixed-use project located at 325 and 391 Hampshire Road in line with similar projects, e.g. Caruso's the Lakes
apartment project, and the 299 Thousand Oaks Boulevard mixed-use project.

Also, we respectfully request your consideration to waive Quimby fees for the 54 affordable units this project is
proposing to provide to the City to help fulfill the city's need to meet its RHNA goals.

We sincerely appreciate your commitment to the parks system in our community and look forward to your response to

our request.

Best,

Tom

COHEN LAND USE LAW

Thomas S. Cohen
Cohen Land Use Law

1534 N. Moorpark Road, #337

Thousand Oaks, CA 91360

tcohen®cohenlanduselaw.com

805.292.1622 | Main
805.292.9662 | Fax
805.712.1586 | Cell

www.cohenlanduselaw.com




City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter A-4

COMMENTER: Conejo Recreation and Parks District (CRPD)
DATE: May 20, 2022

Comment A-4-1

The commenter states on May 19, 2022, the agency received written confirmation that the applicant
intends to mitigate the project’s park impacts consistent with comment letter A-3 above, via payment
of applicable park impact fees. The commenter further finds with the City’s inclusion of a project
condition of approval requiring the applicant to contribute applicable park impact fees, the Conejo
Recreation and Park District considers impacts to park system to be fully mitigated and will allocate
those fees to publicly-owned park improvements benefitting the future residents of the project. The
commenter believes this is an appropriate and adequate CEQA response.

Response A-4-1

The comment is noted. This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about
the environmental analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision
makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment A-4-2

The commenter states the last two sentences in Section 6.4 on fee credits as possible park dedications
in the draft Development Agreement previously provided to CRPD will be deleted. In addition, the
applicant’s request to waive or reduce the impacts fees associated with the affordable housing units
in the project is duly noted and will be considered. The commenting staff intends to research the
matter and potentially bring a recommendation to the CRPD board in the near future.

Response A-4-2

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-19



DocuSign Envelope ID: 9C9C2AD0-DDFA-4A3D-8B2C-3A01B80ABIE7

May 20, 2022

Mr. Carlos Contreras

City of Thousand Oaks

2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
ccontreras@toaks.org

Subject: T.O. Ranch Mixed-Use Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment, Draft
Environmental Impact Report, SCH No. 2021120559; Ventura County, City of
Thousand Oaks

Dear Mr. Contreras:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has reviewed the City of Thousand
Oaks (City) Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the T.O. Ranch Mixed-Use Multi-
Family Residential Redevelopment Plan (Project). The City, as Lead Agency, prepared a DEIR
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; Pub. Resources Code, § 21000 et.
seq.) with the purpose of informing decision-makers and the public regarding potential
environmental effects related to the Project. Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments
and recommendations regarding those activities involved in the Project that may affect
California fish and wildlife or be subject to Fish and Game Code.

CDFW’s Role

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those resources
in trust for the people of the state [Fish & Game Code, 88 711.7, subdivision (a) & 1802; Pub.
Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines, [§ 15386, subdivision (a)]. CDFW, in its trustee
capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, A-5-1
native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically sustainable populations of those species
(Id., 8 1802). CDFW is also directed to provide biological expertise during public agency
environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that have the
potential to adversely affect state fish and wildlife resources.

CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA (Public Resources
Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381). CDFW expects that it may need to exercise
regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code, including lake and streambed
alteration regulatory authority (Fish & Game Code, 8§ 1600 et seq.). To the extent A-5-2
implementation of the Project as proposed may result in “take” of any species protected under
the California Endangered Species Act (CESA; Fish & Game Code, 8§ 2050 et seq.), or CESA-
listed rare plant pursuant to the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish & Game Code, §1900
et seq.), CDFW recommends the Project proponent obtain appropriate authorization under the
Fish and Game Code.
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Project Description and Summary

Objective: The Project as proposed will result in the redevelopment of a 10.97-acre lot in the
city of Thousand Oaks. The development will include 420 residential units, 13 townhome
buildings, 4 mixed-use buildings, commercial use structures, a community center, and
associated above and underground parking lots. This project will require the demolition of an
existing structure and the removal or encroachment of several protected trees.

Location: The Project site is located in the City of Thousand Oaks and is surrounded by
scattered open space, residential, and commercial development. The Conejo Ridge and Los
Padres open space spans north-west to south-west of the development.

Comments and Recommendations

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist the City in adequately
identifying, avoiding, and/or mitigating significant, or potentially significant, direct and indirect
impacts on fish and wildlife biological resources based on the planned activities of this proposed
Project. CDFW recommends the measures below be included in a science-based monitoring A-5-3
program with adaptive management strategies as part of the Project’'s CEQA mitigation,
monitoring and reporting program (Public Resources Code, § 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines, §
15097). Additional comments or other suggestions may also be included to improve the
document.

Specific Comments
Comment #1: Impacts to Bats

Issue: The Project may impact the western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis californicus), pallid bat
(Antrozous pallidus), western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii), and the hoary bat (Lasiurus
cinereus). The majority of which are Species of Special Concern (SSC).

Specific impacts: The project as proposed includes direct impacts to bats such as removal of
trees, vegetation, and/or structures that may provide roosting habitat. These activities have
potential to result in direct loss of bats. Species such as the pallid bat are well known to use
man-made structures to roost, while the western red bat and hoary bat are a documented
obligate tree roosting species. Indirect impacts to bats and roosts could result from increased A-5-4
noise disturbances, human activity, dust, vegetation clearing, ground disturbing activities (e.g.,
staging, access, excavation, grading), and vibrations caused by heavy equipment. Demalition,
grading, and excavating activities may impact bats using man-made structures or surrounding
trees as roost sites.

Why impacts would occur: In urbanized areas, bats use trees and man-made structures for
daytime and nighttime roosts, and forage in sources of open water such as ponds and lakes
(Avila-Flores and Fenton 2005; Oprea et al. 2009; Remington and Cooper 2014). Mature
riparian trees and crevices in buildings and facilities in the Project site could provide roosting
habitat for bats. Modifications to roost sites can have significant impacts on the bats’ usability of
the roost and can impact the bats’ fithess and survivability (Johnston et al. 2004). Extra noise,
vibration, or the reconfiguration of large objects can lead to the disturbance of roosting bats
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which may have a negative impact on the animals. Human disturbance can also lead to a A
change in humidity, temperatures, or the approach to a roost that could force the animals to
change their mode of egress and/or ingress to a roost. Although temporary, such disturbance
can lead to the abandonment of a maternity roost (Johnston et al. 2004).

Evidence impact would be significant: Bats are considered non-game mammals and are 'cAo?\tl‘ld
afforded protection by state law from take and/or harassment (Fish & Game Code, § 4150; Cal.
Code of Regs, 8§ 251.1). Several bat species are considered SSC and meet the CEQA definition
of rare, threatened, or endangered species (CEQA Guidelines, § 15065). Take of SSC could
require a mandatory finding of significance by the City (CEQA Guidelines, § 15065).

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s):

Mitigation Measure #1: CDFW recommends a qualified bat specialist conduct bat roosting
surveys within the Project site and a 200-foot buffer to locate potential bat roosting sites. These
assessments will determine baseline conditions of potential roosting areas present throughout A-5-5
the study area to identify trees and/or structures (i.e., tunnels, maintenance buildings, food
concession stands, comfort stations) that could provide daytime and/or nighttime roost sites.

Mitigation Measure #2: To prevent project delays and possible “take,” CDFW also
recommends nighttime emergence surveys of day roosts during seasons when bats are most
mobile (April 1 to September 30). Emergence surveys should be performed shortly after dusk to
identify any bats that emerge from a potential roost site. CDFW recommends using acoustic
recognition technology to maximize detection of bats. In most parts of California, night roost use
will only occur from spring through fall while day roosts are typically utilized during the spring,
summer, and fall in California (Johnston et al. 2004). A-5-6

Survey methodology and results, including negative findings, should be included in final
environmental documents. Depending on survey results, please discuss potentially significant
effects of the proposed Project on the bats and include species specific mitigation measures to
reduce impacts to below a level of significance (CEQA Guidelines, § 15125).

Mitigation Measure #3: If maternity roosts are found, CDFW recommends, the following
mitigation measures-

1. If maternity roosts are found, to the extent feasible, work should be scheduled between
October 1 and February 28, outside of the maternity roosting season when young bats
are present but are not yet ready to fly out of the roost (March 1 to September 30).

2. If maternity roosts are found and if trees and/or structures must be removed/demolished A-5-7
during the maternity season, a qualified bat specialist should conduct a pre-construction
survey to identify those trees and/or structures proposed for disturbance that could
provide hibernacula or nursery colony roosting habitat. Acoustic recognition technology
should be used to maximize detection of bats. Each tree and/or structure identified as
potentially supporting an active maternity roost should be closely inspected by the bat
specialist no more than 7 days prior to tree and/or structure disturbance to determine the
presence or absence of roosting bats more precisely. If maternity roosts are detected,
trees and/or structures determined to be maternity roosts should be left in place until the

\J
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end of the maternity season. Work should not occur within 100 feet of or directly under L
or adjacent to an active roost and work should not occur between 30 minutes before
sunset and 30 minutes after sunrise.

3. If bats are not detected, but the bat specialist determines that roosting bats may be
present at any time of year, trees should be removed using the two-step removal
method. Segments of the tree which do not offer any roosting habitat should be removed
using a chainsaw. To ensure the optimum warning for any roosting bats that may still be | A-5-7
present, trees should be pushed lightly with heavy machinery two to three times, with a cont'd
pause of approximately 30 seconds between each nudge to allow bats to become active.
The tree should then be left in place for at least a 24-hour period and inspected by a bat
specialist. Trees that are known to be bat roosts should not be bucked or mulched
immediately. A period of at least 24 hours, and preferably 48 hours, should elapse prior
to such operations to allow bats to escape. Bats should be allowed to escape prior to
demolition of buildings. This may be accomplished by using lights, fans, and placing
one-way exclusionary devices into areas where bats are entering a building that allow
bats to exit but not enter the building.

Mitigation Measure #4: If presence is confirmed within the abandoned building on-site CDFW
recommends humane evacuation. Humane evacuation is performed using fans, lights, one-way
exclusionary devices, and other humane means to make roost sites less suitable for bats.
Humane evacuation prompts bats to escape before demolition of structures and lessens the A-5-8
probability of direct mortality. An appropriate amount of time (4-7 nights) should be given to
allow for the maximum number of individuals to escape. Additional measures can be taken to
maximize survival such as partial demolition where the structure is demolished gradually,
providing another opportunity for evacuation. In the absence of presence/absence data CDFW
recommends a conservative approach to minimize mortality of bat species.

Comment #2: Impacts to Nesting Birds

Issue: The proposed Project may impact special status bird species. Buffer zones proposed for
nesting passerine and raptor species within the DEIR need to be increased to reduce impacts.

Why impacts would occur: Ground clearing, and construction activities could lead to the direct
mortality of a listed species or species of special concern. The loss of occupied habitat could
yield a loss of foraging potential, nesting sites, roosting sites, or refugia and would constitute a
significant impact if absent of appropriate mitigation. A-5-9

Evidence impact would be significant: CDFW considers impacts to CESA-listed and SSC a
significant direct and cumulative adverse effect without implementing appropriate avoidance
and/or mitigation measures.

The following mitigation measures are suggested by CDFW for impacts to nesting birds:

Mitigation Measure #1: To protect passerine nesting birds that may occur on-site, CDFW
recommends that no construction should occur from February 1 through September 15. If
construction is unavoidable during February 1 through September 15, surveys should be
conducted for nesting bird activity within 7 days prior to Project activities that occur. The surveys

\J
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>

should be conducted by a qualified biologist to determine if active bird nests of special status
bird species. Surveys should occur in the construction zone and within 500 feet of the site. The | A-5-10
nesting bird surveys should be conducted at appropriate nesting times and concentrate on cont'd
potential roosting or perch sites.

Mitigation Measure #2: If any nests of passerine birds are observed, these nests should be
designated an ecologically sensitive area and protected (while occupied) by a minimum 300-foot
radius during project construction. If active nests are found, all construction must be postponed
or halted until the biologist determined the nest is vacated, juveniles have fledged, and no A-5-11
evidence of a second nesting attempt is observed. The biologist should serve as a construction
monitor during periods of construction occur near the active nest areas to ensure that no
inadvertent impacts occur.

The following mitigation measures are suggested by CDFW for impacts to raptors:

Mitigation Measure #1: To protect nesting raptors that may occur on-site, CDFW recommends
that the final environmental document include a measure that no construction should occur from
January 1 through September 15. If construction is unavoidable during January 1 through
September 15, a qualified biologist should complete surveys for nesting bird activity the orders
Falconiformes and Strigiformes (raptors and owls) within a 500-foot radius of the construction A-5-12
site. The nesting bird surveys should be conducted at appropriate nesting times and
concentrate on potential roosting or perch sites. If any nests of birds of prey are observed, these
nests should be designated an ecologically sensitive area and protected (while occupied) by a
minimum 500-foot radius during project construction. Pursuant to FGC Sections 3503 and
3503.5, it is unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly destroy the nest or eggs of any bird or bird
of-prey.

Mitigation Measure #2: CDFW cannot authorize the take of any fully protected species as
defined by state law. State fully protected species may not be taken or possessed at any time
and no licenses or permits may be issued for its take except for collecting those species for
necessary scientific research and relocation of the bird species for protection of livestock (Fish
& G. Code, §8 3511, 4700, 5050, 5515). CDFW has advised the Permittee that take of any A-5-13
species designated as fully protected under the Fish and Game Code is prohibited. CDFW
recognizes that certain fully-protected species are documented to occur on, or in, the vicinity of
the Project area, or that such species have some potential to occur on, or in, the vicinity of
Project, due to the presence of suitable habitat.

Comment #3: Spreading Invasive Pests and Diseases

Issue: CDFW is concerned that the DEIR does not describe procedures for disposal of remove
trees which may be infested with invasive pests and disease.

Specific impacts: The Project proposes to remove an unspecified amount of vegetation. A-5-14
Improper disposal of vegetation may result in the spread of tree insect pests and disease into
areas not currently exposed to these stressors. This could result in expediting the loss of oaks
and other trees in California which support a high biological diversity including special status
species. The environmental document should address the presence or absence of goldspotted
oak borer (Agrilus auroguttatus), Polyphagus shot-hole borer (Euwallacea sp.), and thousand ¥
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A

canker fungus (Geosmithia morbida) in on-site trees and, if present, describe how any effected
trees would be disposed of as part of the Project.

Why impacts would occur: Within the DEIR Appendix C are the results of the tree surveys
conducted in 2021. Within table two is a summary which grades the trees from A (outstanding)-
E (dead). Of the ten trees assessed five were scored a D (poor), four scored C (average), and
one scored B (above average). D scores indicate the tree is exhibiting a greater degree of
disease or pest infestation that normal and appears to be in a state of decline. However, the
pests/diseases identified were not given any specific mention within the document. The Project
may remove tree species that could host insect pests and diseases. Trees will be removed and A'5'%4
presumably hauled to off-site locations for disposal thereby potentially exposing off-site oak and | cont'd
other tree species to infestation and disease.

Evidence impact would be significant: The Project may have a substantial adverse effect on
any sensitive natural communities identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations
or by the CDFW or USFWS. The Project may result in a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by CDFW or USFWS
that are dependent on habitats susceptible to insect and disease pathogens.

Mitigation Measure #1: CDFW recommends the City/Applicant work with the certified arborist
to identify all trees and species for removal from the Project site and inspect those trees for
contagious tree diseases including but not limited to: thousand canker fungus
(https://thousandcankers.com/), Polyphagous shot hole borer
(https://ucanr.edu/sites/eskalenlab/?file=index.html), and goldspotted oak borer
(http://ipm.ucanr.edu/PMG/PESTNOTES/pn74163.html). A summary report documenting
inspection methods, number and species of trees inspected, results, and conclusions, including A-5-15
negative findings, should be submitted to CDFW for review and included as an appendix in final
environmental documents. The summary report should also include photographic
documentation of entry/exit holes and evidence of pests/disease.

Mitigation Measure #2: If invasive pests and/or diseases are detected, the City/Applicant
should provide an infectious tree disease management plan and describe how it will be
implemented to avoid significant impacts under CEQA. To avoid the spread of infectious tree
diseases, diseased trees should not be transported from the Project site without first being
treated using best available management practices relevant for each tree disease observed. A
management plan should be submitted to CDFW for review and included as an appendix in the
final environmental document.

A-5-16

Comment #4: Impacts to Non-Game Mammals and Wildlife

Issue: Wildlife may still move through the Project site during the daytime or nighttime. CDFW is
concerned that any wildlife potentially moving through or seeking temporary refuge on the

Project site may be directly impacted during Project activities and construction. Any final fence,
or other design features, design should allow for wildlife movement. A-5-17
Specific impacts: Project activities and construction equipment may directly impact wildlife and
birds moving through or seeking temporary refuge on site. This could result in wildlife and bird '
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mortality. Furthermore, depending on the final fencing design, the Project may cumulatively ‘
restrict wildlife movement opportunity.

Why impacts would occur: Direct impacts to wildlife may occur from: ground disturbing

activities (e.g., staging, access, excavation, grading); wildlife being trapped or entangled in
construction materials and erection of restrictive fencing; and wildlife could be trampled by A-5-17
heavy equipment operating in the Project site. cont'd

Evidence impact would be significant: Mammals occurring naturally in California are
considered non-game mammals and are afforded protection by State law from take and/or
harassment (Fish & Game Code, 8§ 4150; Cal. Code of Regs, § 251.1).

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): CDFW recommends the
following four mitigation measures to avoid and minimize direct impacts to wildlife during Project
construction and activities.

Mitigation Measure #1: If fencing is proposed for use during construction or during the life of
the Project, fences should be constructed with materials that are not harmful to wildlife.
Prohibited materials include, but are not limited to, spikes, glass, razor, or barbed wire. Fencing
should also be minimized so as not to restrict free wildlife movement through habitat areas.
CDFW recommends the City consider permeable fencing as part of its mitigation for Project- A-5-18
related impacts. Wildlife impermeable fencing is fencing that prevents or creates a barrier for the
passage of wildlife from one side to the other. Los Angeles County’s Significant Ecological
Areas Ordinance Implementation Guide (https:/planning.lacounty.gov/site/sea/wp-
content/uploads/2020/02/SEA-IG-2-6-20.pdf) offers additional information on permeable fencing
as well as design standards. CDFW recommends reviewing those design standards.

Mitigation Measure #2: To avoid direct mortality, a qualified biological monitor should be on
site prior to and during ground and habitat disturbing activities to move out of harm’s way
special status species or other wildlife of low mobility that would be injured or killed by grubbing
or Project-related construction activities. Salvaged wildlife of low mobility should be removed
and placed onto adjacent and suitable (i.e., species appropriate) habitat out of harm’s way.

A-5-19

It should be noted that the temporary relocation of on-site wildlife does not constitute effective
mitigation for the purposes of offsetting Program impacts associated with habitat loss.

Mitigation Measure #3: Grubbing and grading should be done to avoid islands of habitat where
wildlife may take refuge and later be killed by heavy equipment. Grubbing and grading should A-5-20
be done from the center of the Project site, working outward towards adjacent habitat off site
where wildlife may safely escape.

Additional Recommendations

Landscaping. CDFW recommends using native, drought tolerant plants when choosing
landscaping pallets. Using native plants free of pesticides or herbicides will add resources to
pollinators and other wildlife. CDFW also recommends ensuring California sycamores that are
planted as part of mitigation are genetically tested. Hybridization has occurred with the non- A-5-21
native London plane (Plantanus hispanica), a common landscaping tree, which has put
competitive stress upon the native California sycamore (Plantus racemosa).
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Fuel Madification. If the Project includes fuel modification, CDFW recommends that the final
environmental include avoidance and mitigation measures for any fuel modification activities
conducted within and adjacent to the Project area. A weed management plan should be A-5-22
developed for all areas adjacent to open space that will be subject to fuel modification
disturbance. CDFW also recommends that any irrigation proposed in fuel modification zones
drain back into the development and not onto natural habitat land as perennial sources of water
allow for the introduction of invasive Argentine ants.

Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan. Per Public Resources Code section 21081.6(a)(1),
CDFW has provided the City with a summary of our suggested mitigation measures and
recommendations in the form of an attached Draft Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan. A
final MMRP should reflect results following additional plant and wildlife surveys and the Project’s
final on and/or off-site mitigation plans.

A-5-23

Filing Fees

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment of filing
fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the County
and serve to help defray the cost of environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the fee is
required for the underlying Project approval to be operative, vested, and final (Cal. Code Regs.,
tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 21089).

A-5-24

Conclusion

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Project to assist the City in adequately
analyzing and minimizing/mitigating impacts to biological resources. CDFW requests an
opportunity to review and comment on any response that the City has to our comments and to
receive notification of any forthcoming hearing date(s) for the Project [CEQA Guidelines, 8
15073(e)]. If you have any questions or comments regarding this letter, please contact Angela
Castanon, Environmental Scientist, at Angela.Castanon@wildlife.ca.gov

Sincerely,

DocuSigned by:

—BBES8CFE24724F5,

Erinn Wilson-Olgin
Environmental Program Manager |

EC: CDFW
Steve Gibson — Los Alamitos — Steve.Gibson@wildlife.ca.gov
Emily Galli — Fillmore — Emily.Galli@wildlife.ca.gov
Susan Howell — San Diego — Susan.Howell@wildlife.ca.gov
CEQA Program Coordinator — Sacramento — CEQACommentL etters@wildlife.ca.gov

State Clearinghouse - state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov
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Attachment A: Draft Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan

CDFW recommends the following language to be incorporated into a future environmental document for the Project. A final
MMRP should reflect results following additional plant and wildlife surveys and the Project’s final on and/or off-site mitigation

plans.

Biological Resources (BIO)

utilized during the spring, summer, and fall in California (Johnston
et al. 2004).

Survey methodology and results, including negative findings,
should be included in final environmental documents. Depending

and activities

Mitigation Measure (MM) or Recommendation (REC) Timing Responsible Party

CDFW recommends a qualified bat specialist conduct bat roosting

surveys within the Project site and a 200-foot buffer to locate Prior to
MM-BIO-1- potential bat roosting sites. These assessments will determine Project City of Thousand
| baseline conditions of potential roosting areas present throughout : Oaks/
mpacts to Bats . . ; construction .

the study area to identify trees and/or structures (i.e., tunnels, o Applicant

: - . . and activities

maintenance buildings, food concession stands, comfort stations)

that could provide daytime and/or nighttime roost sites.

To prevent project delays and possible “take,” CDFW also

recommends nighttime emergence surveys of day roosts during

seasons when bats are most mobile (April 1 to September 30).

Emergence surveys should be performed shortly after dusk to

identify any bats that emerge from a potential roost site. CDFW Prior to
MM-BIO-2- recom_mends using acoustic recogniti(_)n te_chn(_)logy to maximi;e Project City of Thousand
Impacts to Bats detection of bats. In most parts of California, night roost use will construction Oaks/

only occur from spring through fall while day roosts are typically Applicant
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on survey results, please discuss potentially significant effects of
the proposed Project on the bats and include species specific
mitigation measures to reduce impacts to below a level of
significance (CEQA Guidelines, § 15125).

MM-BIO-3-
Impacts to Bats

If maternity roosts are found, CDFW recommends, the following
mitigation measures:

1.

If maternity roosts are found, to the extent feasible, work
should be scheduled between October 1 and February 28,
outside of the maternity roosting season when young bats
are present but are not yet ready to fly out of the roost
(March 1 to September 30).

If maternity roosts are found and if trees and/or structures
must be removed/demolished during the maternity season,
a qualified bat specialist should conduct a pre-construction
survey to identify those trees and/or structures proposed for
disturbance that could provide hibernacula or nursery
colony roosting habitat. Acoustic recognition technology
should be used to maximize detection of bats. Each tree
and/or structure identified as potentially supporting an
active maternity roost should be closely inspected by the
bat specialist no more than 7 days prior to tree and/or
structure disturbance to determine the presence or
absence of roosting bats more precisely. If maternity roosts
are detected, trees and/or structures determined to be
maternity roosts should be left in place until the end of the
maternity season. Work should not occur within 100 feet of
or directly under or adjacent to an active roost and work
should not occur between 30 minutes before sunset and 30
minutes after sunrise.

If bats are not detected, but the bat specialist determines
that roosting bats may be present at any time of year, trees

Prior to
Project
construction
and activities

City of Thousand
Oaks/
Applicant
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should be removed using the two-step removal method.
Segments of the tree which do not offer any roosting
habitat should be removed using a chainsaw. To ensure
the optimum warning for any roosting bats that may still be
present, trees should be pushed lightly with heavy
machinery two to three times, with a pause of
approximately 30 seconds between each nudge to allow
bats to become active. The tree should then be left in place
for at least a 24-hour period and inspected by a bat
specialist. Trees that are known to be bat roosts should not
be bucked or mulched immediately. A period of at least 24
hours, and preferably 48 hours, should elapse prior to such
operations to allow bats to escape. Bats should be allowed
to escape prior to demolition of buildings. This may be
accomplished by using lights, fans, and placing one-way
exclusionary devices into areas where bats are entering a
building that allow bats to exit but not enter the building.

MM-B10O-4-
Impacts to Bats

If presence is confirmed within the abandoned building on-site
CDFW recommends humane evacuation. Humane evacuation is
performed using fans, lights, one-way exclusionary devices, and
other humane means to make roost sites less suitable for bats.
Humane evacuation allows bats to escape before demolition of
structures and lessens the probability of direct mortality. An
appropriate amount of time (4-7 nights) should be given to allow for
the maximum number of individuals to escape. Additional
measures can be taken to maximize survival such as partial
demolition where the structure is demolished gradually, providing
another opportunity for evacuation. In the absence of
presence/absence data CDFW recommends a conservative
approach to minimize mortality of bat species.

Prior to
Project
construction
and activities

City of Thousand
Oaks/
Applicant
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To protect passerine nesting birds that may occur on-site, CDFW
recommends that no construction should occur from February 1
through September 15. If construction is unavoidable during
February 1 through September 15, surveys should be conducted

MM-BI0O-5- for nesting bird activity within 7 days prior to Project activities that Prlo_r 0 City of Thousand
o : . Project
Impacts to occur. The surveys should be conducted by a qualified biologist to : Oaks/
) : o . : : ) ) construction .

Nesting Birds determine if active bird nests of special status bird species. and activities Applicant

Surveys should occur in the construction zone and within 500 feet

of the site. The nesting bird surveys should be conducted at

appropriate nesting times and concentrate on potential roosting or

perch sites.

If any nests of passerine birds are observed, these nests should be

designated an ecologically sensitive area and protected (while

occupied) by a minimum 300-foot radius during project Prior to/
MM-BIO-6- construction. If active nests are found, all construction must be During City of Thousand
Impacts to postponed or halted until the biologist determined the nest is Project Oaks/
Nesting Birds vacated, juveniles have fledged, and no evidence of a second construction Applicant

nesting attempt is observed. The biologist should serve as a and activities

construction monitor during periods of construction occur near the

active nest areas to ensure that no inadvertent impacts occur.

To protect nesting raptors that may occur on-site, CDFW

recommends that the final environmental document include a

measure that no construction should occur from January 1 through

September 15. If construction is unavoidable during January 1 .

through September 15, a qualified biologist should complete Prior to/
MM-BIO-7- surveys for nesting bird activity the orders Falconiformes and During City of Thousand
Impacts to Strigiformes (raptors and owls) within a 500-foot radius of the Project Oaks/
Nesting Birds construction site. The nesting bird surveys should be conducted at | construction Applicant

appropriate nesting times and concentrate on potential roosting or
perch sites. If any nests of birds of prey are observed, these nests
should be designated an ecologically sensitive area and protected
(while occupied) by a minimum 500-foot radius during project
construction. Pursuant to FGC Sections 3503 and 3503.5, it is

and activities
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unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly destroy the nest or eggs
of any bird or bird-of-prey.

MM-BIO-8-
Impacts to
Nesting Birds

CDFW cannot authorize the take of any fully protected species as
defined by state law. State fully protected species may not be
taken or possessed at any time and no licenses or permits may be
issued for its take except for collecting those species for necessary
scientific research and relocation of the bird species for protection
of livestock (Fish & G. Code, 88 3511, 4700, 5050, 5515). CDFW
has advised the Permittee that take of any species designated as
fully protected under the Fish and Game Code is prohibited.
CDFW recognizes that certain fully-protected species are
documented to occur on, or in, the vicinity of the Project area, or
that such species have some potential to occur on, or in, the
vicinity of Project, due to the presence of suitable habitat.

Prior to
Project
construction
and activities

City of Thousand
Oaks/
Applicant

MM-BI10-9-
Spreading
Invasive Pests
and Diseases

CDFW recommends the City/Applicant work with the certified
arborist to identify all trees and species for removal from the
Project site and inspect those trees for contagious tree diseases
including but not limited to: thousand canker fungus
(https://thousandcankers.com/), Polyphagous shot hole borer
(https://ucanr.edu/sites/eskalenlab/?file=index.html), and
goldspotted oak borer
(http://ipm.ucanr.edu/PMG/PESTNOTES/pn74163.html). A
summary report documenting inspection methods, number and
species of trees inspected, results, and conclusions, including
negative findings, should be submitted to CDFW for review and
included as an appendix in final environmental documents. The
summary report should also include photographic documentation
of entry/exit holes and evidence of pests/disease.

Prior to
Project
construction
and activities

City of Thousand
Oaks/
Applicant

MM-BIO-10-
Spreading

If invasive pests and/or diseases are detected, the City/Applicant
should provide an infectious tree disease management plan and
describe how it will be implemented to avoid significant impacts
under CEQA. To avoid the spread of infectious tree diseases,

Prior to
Project

City of Thousand
Oaks/
Applicant
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Invasive Pests
and Diseases

diseased trees should not be transported from the Project site
without first being treated using best available management
practices relevant for each tree disease observed. A management
plan should be submitted to CDFW for review and included as an
appendix in the final environmental document.

construction
and activities

If fencing is proposed for use during construction or during the life
of the Project, fences should be constructed with materials that are
not harmful to wildlife. Prohibited materials include, but are not

MM-BIO-11- limited to, spikes, glass, razor, or barbed wire. Fencing should also Prior to
Impacts to Non- | be minimized so as not to restrict free wildlife movement through Proiect City of Thousand
Game Mammals | habitat areas. Los Angeles County’s Significant Ecological Areas J _ Oaks/
and Wildlife Ordinance Implementation Guide construction Applicant
(https://planning.lacounty.gov/site/sea/wp- and activities
content/uploads/2020/02/SEA-IG-2-6-20.pdf) offers additional
information on permeable fencing as well as design standards.
CDFW recommends reviewing those design standards.
To avoid direct mortality, a qualified biological monitor should be
on site prior to and during ground and habitat disturbing activities
to move out of harm’s way special status species or other wildlife
MM-B10O-12- (I;f Iqw trno:ai[{it;:jthat V\t/OUIS be in{_ur;a_d orSkillled b)(/jgr_tljgﬁingfolr Prior to ity of T .
) roject-related construction activities. Salvaged wildlife of low - ity of Thousan
I(;na[?gt;;%zc;rlls mobility should be removed and placed onto adjacent and suitable Ec:?set(r:lzction qus/
o (i.e., species appropriate) habitat out of harm’s way. o Applicant
and Wildlife and activities
It should be noted that the temporary relocation of on-site wildlife
does not constitute effective mitigation for the purposes of
offsetting Program impacts associated with habitat loss.
MM-BI10-13- Grubbing a_nd grading should be done to avo!d islands of habitat Prior to _
Impacts to Non- Whe_re wildlife may take refuge_and later be killed by heavy Project City of Thousand
Game Mammals equipment. Grqbblng arjd grading should be dqne from the center construction qus/
of the Project site, working outward towards adjacent habitat off Applicant

and Wildlife

site where wildlife may safely escape.

and activities
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CDFW recommends using native, drought tolerant plants when
choosing landscaping pallets. Using native plants free of pesticides

Reporting Plan

reflect results following additional plant and wildlife surveys and the
Project’s final on and/or off-site mitigation plans.

REC-1- or herbicides will add resources to pollinators and other wildlife. Prior to .
C I d ina Californi h : City of Thousand
Landscaping DFW also recommends ensuring California sycamores t_ at are Project _ Oaks/
planted as part of mitigation are genetically tested. Hybridization construction Applicant
has occurred with the non-native London plane (Plantanus and activities PP
hispanica), a common landscaping tree, which has put competitive
stress upon the native California sycamore.
If the Project includes fuel modification, CDFW recommends that
the final environmental include avoidance and mitigation measures
for any fuel modification activities conducted within and adjacent to
REC-2- the Project area. A weed management plan should be developed | pyring City of Thousand
for all areas adjacent to open space that will be subject to fuel -
Fuel . ; construction Oaks/
Modification _mpdlfl_catlon dlsturbgnce. CDF\_/\_/ also recommen(_js that any and activities Applicant
irrigation proposed in fuel modification zones drain back into the
development and not onto natural habitat land as perennial
sources of water allow for the introduction of invasive Argentine
ants.
Per Public Resources Code section 21081.6(a)(1), CDFW has
REC-3- provided the City with a summary of our suggested mitigation Prior to Citv of Thousand
o measures and recommendations in the form of an attached Draft Project y Oaks/
Mitigation and | \jitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan. A final MMRP should construction ;
Monitoring and activities Applicant
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter A-5

COMMENTER: State of California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)
DATE: May 20, 2022

Comment A-5-1

The agency provides an overview of CDFW and its roles as trustee agency and responsible agency
under CEQA.

Response A-5-1

This comment does not address a deficiency in the Draft EIR. This comment has been noted but no
response is necessary.

Comment A-5-2

The agency states it is submitting recommendations regarding those activities involved in the project
that may affect California fish and wildlife and actions for which they may have regulatory authority.

Response A-5-2

This comment does not address a deficiency in the Draft EIR. This comment has been noted but no
response is necessary.

Comment A-5-3

The agency provides a summary of the proposed project and summarizes their recommendations to
assist the City in adequately identifying, avoiding, and/or mitigating the project’s significant, or
potentially significant, direct, and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. In
addition, the agency refers to recommended measures or revisions in latter comments be included in
a science-based monitoring program that contains adaptive management strategies as part of the
project’s Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program (MMRP).

Response A-5-3

Individual responses regarding the agency’s concerns on environmental impacts are addressed below
in Responses A-5-4 through A-5-24. A MMRP will be published with the Final EIR to assist the City in
implementing the mitigation stipulated in the EIR and as reflected in Section 3, Errata to the Draft EIR.
No revisions are necessary relative to this comment.

Comment A-5-4

The agency suggests that the proposed project would result in adverse impacts to western mastiff bat
(Eumops perotis californicus), pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii),
and the hoary bat (Lasiurus cinereus), some of which are listed as Species of Special Concern (SSC),
through removal of trees, vegetation, and/or structures that may provide roosting habitat. In
addition, the agency adds that indirect impacts to bats and roosts could result from increased noise
disturbances, human activity, dust, vegetation clearing, ground disturbing activities (e.g., staging,
access, excavation, grading), and vibrations caused by heavy equipment. Demolition, grading, and
excavating activities may impact bats using man-made structures or surrounding trees as roost sites.
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Response A-5-4

This comment does not present significant new information not already analyzed in the Draft EIR
concerning this species. Project impacts to special-status species, which includes roosting bats, are
fully disclosed in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR on pages 4.3-2 and -3 and Impact
BIO-1.

The Draft EIR states “the proposed project site provides poor habitat for roosting bat species;
however, there is potential that bats could roost within the vacant buildings.” The Draft EIR explains
that project construction, vegetation clearing, and excavation could remove habitat or directly impact
individuals (e.g., mortality) (see page 4.3-8).

Mitigation Measure (MM) BIO-1 of the Draft EIR states that “if evidence of bat roosting is observed,
building demolition shall not be allowed until a qualified biologist can verify that the roost is no longer
active. If necessary, bats may be evicted and the building demolished following submittal and
approval of a Bat Avoidance Plan by CDFW” (see page 4.3-9 of the Draft EIR). Thus, MM BIO-1 as
written is sufficient for impacts to special-status bat species and requires a CDFW-approved Bat
Avoidance Plan should bats be found on the site.

Comment A-5-5

The agency’s comment includes recommended mitigation measures to address impacts to roosting
bats. The Agency requests a qualified bat biologist to conduct pre-construction surveys specifically to
identify presence of roosting bats within 200 feet of construction be included.

Response A-5-5

Pre-construction surveys specifically to identify presence of roosting bats within 300 feet of the
project is already included under MM BIO-1. The mitigation measure requires a qualified bat biologist
to conduct surveys to determine the status of any roosting bats. Therefore, MM BIO-1 as written is
sufficient for addressing potential impacts to roosting bats, and therefore, no additional measures or
revisions are needed.

Comment A-5-6

The agency’s comment includes recommended mitigation measures to address impacts to roosting
bats. The Agency recommends nighttime emergence surveys of day roosts during seasons when bats
are most mobile (April 1 to September 30) and additional reporting requirements.

Response A-5-6

MM BIO-1 of the Draft EIR states that “if evidence of bat roosting is observed, building demolition
shall not be allowed until a qualified biologist can verify that the roost is no longer active. If necessary,
bats may be evicted and the building demolished following submittal and approval of a Bat Avoidance
Plan by CDFW” (see page 4.3-9 of the Draft EIR). The need for additional emergent surveys would not
be necessary as any roosts would be avoided through a pre-construction survey and coordination
with CDFW if a roost is observed. Thus, MM BIO-1 as written is sufficient for addressing potential
impacts to special-status bat species and requires a CDFW-approved Bat Avoidance Plan should bats
be found on the site.
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Comment A-5-7

The agency’s comment includes several recommended mitigation measures to address impacts to
roosting bats, should any be found on the site.

Response A-5-7

MM BIO-1 as written is sufficient for impacts to special-status bat species and requires a CDFW-
approved Bat Avoidance Plan should bats be found on the site. This comment has been noted and the
recommended measures can be included in the project-specific Bat Avoidance Plan that would be
approved by CDFW if bats are determined to be present. Therefore, MM BIO-1 as written is sufficient
for impacts to roosting bats and no additional measures or revisions are warranted.

Comment A-5-8

The agency’s comment recommends a mitigation measure related to humane eviction of roosting
bats, should any be found on the site.

Response A-5-8

MM BIO-1 as written is sufficient for avoiding impacts to special-status bat species and requires a
CDFW-approved Bat Avoidance Plan should bats be found on the site. This comment has been noted
and the recommended measures can be included in the project-specific Bat Avoidance Plan if bats are
determined to be present. Therefore, MM BIO-1 as written is sufficient for impacts to roosting bats
and no additional measures or revisions are warranted.

Comment A-5-9

The agency recommends modifying MM BIO-1 by expanding the buffer zones proposed for nesting
birds because ground clearing and construction activities could lead to the direct mortality of a listed
species or species of special concern. The loss of occupied habitat could yield a loss of foraging
potential, nesting sites, roosting sites, or refugia and would constitute a significant impact if absent
of appropriate mitigation

Response A-5-9

The Draft EIR states “the ornamental landscaping on the proposed project site can support common
nesting bird and raptor species, including Cooper’s hawk, a CDFW “Watch List” species, that has a
moderate potential to occur. Although no active or inactive nests were observed, birds may nest
onsite, and passerine species, such as barn swallows (Hirundo rustica) and house finch (Haemorhous
mexicanus), can nest in the eaves of the vacant structures on the site.” The Draft EIR also states that
“direct impacts resulting from proposed project activities conducted during the bird nesting season
(typically February 1 through August 31) could include mortality during vegetation removal and
building demolition” and “Direct or indirect impacts to nesting birds or roosting bats that lead
to individual mortality or harassment would be considered significant” (see page 4.3-8).
Moreover, the areas surrounding the project site consist of existing commercial/residential
development to the north and south, Hampshire Road to the east beyond which is commercial
development, and Foothill Drive to the west beyond which is undisturbed open space. Due to the
disturbed condition of the project site and surrounding areas that consist of active roadways and
elevated ambient noise levels that are typical of an urban environment, construction activities are not
expected to result in impacts to nesting birds or raptors beyond 300 feet from the project site.
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Moreover, birds and raptors that may nest within the surrounding urban environment are adapted to
existing ambient noise levels and construction activities are not expected to significantly increase
noise levels beyond 300 feet from the project site. Therefore, the existing bird nest survey area of
100-foot for birds and 300-foot for raptors as indicated in MM BIO-1 is adequate, and the Draft EIR
adequately documents potentially significant impacts to nesting birds.

Comment A-5-10

The agency recommends modifying MM BIO-1 by extending pre-construction survey requirements
from 3 days prior to initiation of ground-disturbing activities to 7 days before ground-disturbing
activities and expanding the survey area to 500 feet of the site.

Response A-5-10

While the discussion of nesting birds is covered in detail in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the
Draft EIR, the timing of a pre-construction nesting bird survey will be modified in Section 4.3,
Biological Resources, as follows:

Modification of mitigation measure, page 4.3-9, Biological Resources at the beginning of mitigation
measure BIO-1:

Project-related activities shall occur outside of the bird breeding season (generally between
February-1 January 1 through August31 September 15) to the extent practicable. If construction
must occur within the bird breeding season, no more than three seven days prior to initiation of
ground-disturbing activities (including, but not limited to site preparation, grading, excavation, and
trenching) within the proposed project site, a bird pre-construction bird nest survey shall be
conducted by a qualified biologist within the disturbance footprint plus a 100-foot buffer (300-foot
for raptors), where feasible.

See Response A-5-9 for the response regarding expanding the bird nest survey area to 500 feet from
the site.

Comment A-5-11

The agency states that if any nests of passerine birds are observed, these nests should be designated
an ecologically sensitive area and protected (while occupied) by a minimum 300-foot radius during
project construction, whereas MM BIO-1 as currently written specifies an appropriate avoidance
buffer ranging in size from 25 to 50 feet for passerines. If active nests are found, all construction must
be postponed or halted until the biologist determined the nest is vacated, juveniles have fledged, and
no evidence of a second nesting attempt is observed. The biologist should serve as a construction
monitor during periods of construction occur near the active nest areas to ensure that no inadvertent
impacts occur.

Response A-5-11

Reasonably foreseeable development adjacent to sensitive habitats, could result in potential direct
and impacts through removal of trees (i.e., nesting habitat). However, the site is currently developed
and surrounded by development to the north, east, and south, and by Hampshire Road to the east
and Foothill Drive to the west. The trees and shrubs on the proposed project site may provide nesting
habitat for birds that have adapted to urban and suburban conditions, such as (but not limited to)
mourning doves (Zenaida macroura) and house finches (Haemorhous mexicanus). Moreover, the
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project is a redevelopment, which would avoid nesting habitat that occur in undeveloped areas and
would therefore avoid direct impacts to special-status bird species that would nest in undisturbed,
native habitats.

Most of the birds anticipated to nest in the project area are common (i.e., not considered for listing,
ubiquitous, and abundant) and are adapted urban environments. Thus, removal of the existing
ornamental landscaping on the project site, including individual native trees, would not impact or
remove important nesting habitat of special-status bird species.

In accordance with MM BIO-1, no ground disturbing activities shall occur within an established nest
buffer until the biologist has confirmed that breeding/nesting is completed and the young have
fledged the nest. Encroachment into the buffer shall occur only at the discretion of the qualified
biologist on the basis that the encroachment will not be detrimental to an active nest. Implementation
of this MM BIO-1 as currently drafted would ensure consistency with existing laws and regulations
(e.g., MBTA and CFGC) and would ensure that nesting birds are not directly or indirectly impacted
during construction activities.

Comment A-5-12

The agency recommends modifying MM BIO-2 by expanding the time period for bird and raptor
nesting from February 1 through August 31 to January 1 through September 15. Further, the agency
adds that if the project occurs between January 1 through September 15, a nesting bird, raptor, and
owl survey should be conducted, prior to any ground-disturbing activities (e.g., staging, mobilization,
grading) as well as prior to any vegetation removal within the project site.

Response A-5-12

While the discussion of nesting birds is covered in detail in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the
Draft EIR, the timing of the typical breeding bird season will be modified in the Section 4.3, Biological
Resources, as follows:

Modification of project impacts, page 4.3-8, Biological Resources at the beginning of the last
paragraph:

Direct impacts resulting from proposed project activities conducted during the bird nesting season

(typically Febraary—1 January 1 through August31 September 15) could include mortality during
vegetation removal and building demolition.

Modification of mitigation measure, page 4.3-9, Biological Resources at the beginning of mitigation
measure BIO-1:

Project-related activities shall occur outside of the bird breeding season (generally between
February-2 January 1 through August33 September 15) to the extent practicable. If construction
must occur within the bird breeding season, no more than three seven days prior to initiation of
ground-disturbing activities (including, but not limited to site preparation, grading, excavation, and
trenching) within the proposed project site, a bird pre-construction bird nest survey shall be
conducted by a qualified biologist within the disturbance footprint plus a 100-foot buffer (300-foot
for raptors), where feasible.
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Comment A-5-13

The agency states that it cannot authorize the take of any fully protected species as defined by state
law and it recognizes that certain fully-protected species are documented to occur on, or in, the
vicinity of the Project area, or that such species have some potential to occur on, or in, the vicinity of
Project, due to the presence of suitable habitat.

Response A-5-13

This comment does not present significant new information not already analyzed in the Draft EIR
concerning special-status species. Project impacts to special-status species are fully disclosed in
Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR under Impact BIO-1 and Impact BIO-4.

Comment A-5-14

The agency states the project may remove trees and can possibly spread material infected with
invasive tree diseases, pests, and pathogens and recommends measures to mitigate the spread of
invasive pests and diseases.

Response A-5-14

According to the City’s Oak Tree Preservation and Protection Standards and Guidelines, and Landmark
Tree Ordinance, an Oak/Landmark Tree Permit is required for removal, relocation, or encroachment
into the tree protection zone of an oak tree or landmark tree. Protected oaks and landmark tree
removals are mitigated at the discretion of the City in accordance with the City of Thousand Oaks
Municipal Code, Article 42. Oak Tree Preservation and Protection (Section 9-4.4307). Conditions on
removal) and Article 43. Landmark Tree Preservation and Protection (Section 9-4.4306). Conditions
on removal), respectively, that includes, but not limited to: (a) replacement or placement of additional
trees on the subject property to offset the impacts associated with the loss of a tree, limbs, or
encroachment into the protected zone of a landmark tree; (b) relocating of a tree onsite or offsite, or
the planting of a new tree offsite to offset the loss of a tree; (c) requiring an objectively observable
maintenance and care program to insure the continued health and care of landmark trees on the
property; (d) payment of a fee or donation of a boxed tree to the City or other public agency to be
used elsewhere in the community should a suitable replacement location of the tree not be possible
onsite or offsite (Draft EIR, page 4.3-6). According to the Oak and Landmark Tree Report (Rincon,
March 2022), no invasive diseases, pests or pathogens were observed on the trees that were
surveyed. Nevertheless, to ensure that diseases, pests, or pathogens are not transported offsite
following the removal of protected trees on the project site, MM BIO-2 has been revised to require
that an arborist conducts an inspection of diseases, pests or pathogens prior to protected tree
removal and any infected trees be disposed using best available management practices relevant for
each tree disease observed.

While the discussion of protected trees is covered in detail in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the
Draft EIR, a discussion of additional pre-construction survey requirements will be added to the Section
4.3, Biological Resources, as follows:

Insertion into mitigation measure, page 4.3-11, Biological Resources at the beginning of mitigation
measure BIO-2:

An arborist shall conduct an inspection of diseases, pests or pathogens prior to protected tree
removal and any infected trees be disposed using best available management practices relevant
for each tree disease observed.
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Comment A-5-15

The agency recommends the City/Applicant work with the certified arborist to identify all trees and
species for removal from the Project site and inspect those trees for contagious tree diseases. The
agency further recommends that a summary report documenting inspection methods, number and
species of trees inspected, results, and conclusions, including negative findings, should be submitted
to CDFW for review and included as an appendix in final environmental documents.

Response A-5-15

This comment has been noted. According to the Oak and Landmark Tree Report (Rincon, March 2022),
no invasive diseases, pests or pathogens were observed on the trees that were surveyed. Project
impacts to protected trees are fully disclosed in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR
under Impact BIO-5 and no additional measures are warranted. See Response A-5-14 for the response
regarding an inspection of diseases, pests, or pathogens prior to protected tree removal.

Comment A-5-16

The agency states that if invasive pests and/or diseases are detected, the City/Applicant should
provide an infectious tree disease management plan and describe how it will be implemented to avoid
significant impacts under CEQA. The agency adds that to avoid the spread of infectious tree diseases,
diseased trees should not be transported from the project site without first being treated using best
available management practices relevant for each tree disease observed. CDFW has also
recommended that a management plan be submitted to CDFW for review and included as an
appendix in the final environmental document.

Response A-5-16

This comment has been noted. According to the Oak and Landmark Tree Report (Rincon, March 2022),
no invasive diseases, pests or pathogens were observed on the trees that were surveyed. Project
impacts to protected trees are fully disclosed in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR
under Impact BIO-5 and no additional measures are warranted. See Response A-5-14 for the response
regarding an inspection of diseases, pests, or pathogens prior to protected tree removal.

Comment A-5-17

The commenter states that wildlife may still move through the project site during the daytime or
nighttime. The commenter states concern that any wildlife potentially moving through or seeking
temporary refuge on the project site may be directly impacted during project activities and
construction. Any final fence, or other design features, design should allow for wildlife movement.

Response A-5-17

No impacts to wildlife movement corridors are expected to occur (refer to page 4.3-10). The highly
developed proposed project site and surrounding development properties and city right of way
constitutes a small area lacking suitable habitats, dense foliage cover, and vegetation communities to
serve a wildlife nursery site or substantially contribute to wildlife movement or corridors. Moreover,
the project site is not within a wildlife movement corridor. Wildlife presence is generally limited to
avian species because the proposed project site and surrounding areas are developed; however, it is
conceivable that common reptiles such as western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis) and urban-
adapted mammals such as (Otospermophilus beecheyi) may be found on the disturbed, steep
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downward slope at the western boundary of the site. That said, the terrestrial wildlife that have the
potential to occur are not migratory species and are not using the project site as a movement corridor.

As described on page ES-5 of the Draft EIR, prior to commencement of grading operations, the project
site would be secured with construction fencing that would remain in-place throughout the entire
construction process. The construction fence would limit access to the site for larger urban species,
including coyote, bobcat, and other predatory species that may occur in the vicinity of the project
(i.e., areas to the north of Foothill Road.) Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact to
wildlife movement and no additional mitigation measures are warranted for project construction.

Comment A-5-18

The commenter recommends additional mitigation measures if fencing is proposed for use during
construction or during the life of the Project. The agency recommends fences be constructed with
materials that are not harmful to wildlife. CDFW asserts that prohibited fencing materials include, but
are not limited to, spikes, glass, razor, or barbed wire. Fencing should also be minimized so as not to
restrict free wildlife movement through habitat areas. CDFW recommends the City consider
permeable fencing as part of its mitigation for Project-related impacts.

Response A-5-18

The comment is noted. No impacts to wildlife movement are expected to occur (refer to page 4.3-
10). While some urban species may be present, the proposed project site and vegetation on the
surrounding parcels are generally limited to ornamental trees and shrubs, some of which are
native trees, and the adjacent open space to the west of Foothill Drive is composed of non-
native and native shrubs and trees, that can support common nesting bird species. Operation
of the proposed project would be consistent with current conditions and would not present
new impacts to wildlife that may occur on adjacent parcels.

Comment A-5-19

The commenter recommends a qualified biological monitor be on site prior to and during ground and
habitat disturbing activities to move out of harm’s way special status species or other wildlife of low
mobility that would be injured or killed by grubbing or Project-related construction activities.

Response A-5-19

The comment is noted. The project site is developed, and aside from existing landscaping planters,
consists of pavement and structures that include a parking lot and an existing building that will be
demolished. Few terrestrial wildlife species are expected to be present; therefore, no impacts to
wildlife are expected to occur (refer to Draft EIR page 4.3-10). The Contractor shall be responsible for
compliance with all applicable local, state, and federal laws, ordinances, and policies to protect
biological resources during construction of the project.

Comment A-5-20

The commenter states that grubbing and grading should be done to avoid islands of habitat where
wildlife may take refuge and later be killed by heavy equipment. Grubbing and grading should be done
from the center of the Project site, working outward towards adjacent habitat off site where wildlife
may safely escape.
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Response A-5-20

The comment is noted. The project site is developed, and aside from existing landscaping planters,
consists of pavement and structures that include a parking lot and an existing building that will be
demolished. Few terrestrial wildlife species are expected to be present; therefore, no impacts to
wildlife are expected to occur (refer to Draft EIR page 4.3-10). The Contractor shall be responsible for
compliance with all applicable local, state, and federal laws, ordinances, and policies to protect
biological resources during construction of the project.

Comment A-5-21

The commenter recommends using native, drought tolerant plants when choosing landscaping pallets
and states because the project includes fuel modification, that the final environmental include
avoidance and mitigation measures for any fuel modification activities conducted within and adjacent
to the project area.

Response A-5-21

This comment does not address a deficiency in the Draft EIR. As described in the Draft EIR, landscaping
would be compatible with the landscape character of Thousand Oaks and include shade trees, other
drought-tolerant plantings, and decorative paving (page 4.1-16).This comment has been noted but no
response is necessary.

Comment A-5-22

The agency recommends that the final EIR include avoidance and mitigation measures for any fuel
modification activities conducted within and adjacent to the Project area. A weed management plan
should be developed for all areas adjacent to open space. CDFW also recommends that any irrigation
proposed in fuel modification zones drain back into the development and not onto natural habitat
land as perennial sources of water allow for the introduction of invasive Argentine ants.

Response A-5-22

The comment is noted. As described on page 4.9-9, Redevelopment of the site would construct infill
residential and new commercial uses along with internal public, communal, and private open space
with pedestrian walkways that connect to nearby open space trails. Development would not encroach
upon or otherwise impact open space resources or necessitate vegetation to be cleared or thinned
within the open space area to the west that is beyond Foothill Drive. Onsite landscaping would be
maintained and would provide increased fuel modification in the area without impairing access to
nearby open space to the west. In addition, the project would include low-flow plumbing features and
fittings, as well as drought resistant landscaping and efficient drip irrigation in accordance with the
City’s Landscaping requirements for new development projects.

Comment A-5-23

The agency provides a summary of the proposed project and summarizes their recommendations to
assist the City in adequately identifying, avoiding, and/or mitigating the project’s significant, or
potentially significant, direct, and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. In
addition, the agency refers to recommended measures or revisions in latter comments be included in
a science-based monitoring program that contains adaptive management strategies as part of the
project’s Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program (MMRP).
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Response A-5-23

Individual responses regarding the agency’s concerns on environmental impacts are addressed above
in Responses A-5-1 through A-5-18. A MMRP will be published with the Final EIR to assist the City in
implementing the mitigation stipulated in the EIR and as reflected in Section 3, Errata to the Draft EIR.
No revisions are necessary relative to this comment.

Comment A-5-24

The agency summarizes the CDFW filing fee requirements and requests notification of future public
hearings on the project.

Response A-5-24

The development project is required by law to pay all appropriate CDFW filing fees, and the City will
notify the agency of future public hearings on any such project.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7

100 S. MAIN STREET, MS 16

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

Making Conservation
PHONE (213) 269-1124 a California Way of Life

FAX (213) 897-1337 Letter A-6
TTY 711
www.dot.ca.gov

May 20, 2022

Carlos Contreras, Senior Planner
Community Development Department
Planning Division

2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

RE: T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family
Residential Redevelopment
SCH # 2021120559
Vic. VEN-101/PM 1.64
GTS # VEN-2022-00481-DEIR

Dear Carlos Contreras:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the above referenced environmental document. The
proposed project would include an overall 841,153 square foot (sf) redevelopment site
with 420 residential units, 15,000 sf. of commercial uses, parking, and 203,172 sf of open
space and amenities including pedestrian trails, pocket park, dog park, streetscapes,
retail and dining plazas, street front terraces, seating areas, and gathering spaces. The
project also includes surface parking and two subterranean parking structures comprised
of 119 commercial parking spaces and 683 residential parking spaces. The proposed
project would also include a 5,000 sf two-story stand-alone amenity structure which would
include seating areas and patios, a barbeque picnic area, and a pool.

The mission of Caltrans is to provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves
all people and respects the environment. Senate Bill 743 (2013) has codified into CEQA
law and mandated that CEQA review of transportation impacts of proposed development
be modified by using Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) as the primary metric in identifying
transportation impacts for all future development projects. You may reference the
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) for more information:

A-6-1

http://opr.ca.qgov/cega/updates/quidelines/ v
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As a reminder, VMT is the standard transportation analysis metric in CEQA for land use
projects after July 1, 2020, which is the statewide implementation date.

Caltrans is aware of challenges that the region faces in identifying viable solutions to
alleviating congestion on State and Local facilities. With limited room to expand vehicular
capacity, all future developments should incorporate multi-modal and complete streets
transportation elements that will actively promote alternatives to car use and better
manage existing parking assets. Prioritizing and allocating space to efficient modes of
travel such as bicycling and public transit can allow streets to transport more people in a
fixed amount of right-of-way.

Caltrans supports the implementation of complete streets and pedestrian safety
measures such as road diets and other traffic calming measures. Please note the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) recognizes the road diet treatment as a proven safety
countermeasure, and the cost of a road diet can be significantly reduced if implemented
in tandem with routine street resurfacing. Overall, the environmental report should ensure
all modes are served well by planning and development activities. This includes reducing
single occupancy vehicle trips, ensuring safety, reducing vehicle miles traveled,
supporting accessibility, and reducing greenhouse gas emissions.

VMT

The project TAZ’s daily residential VMT per capita (10.87) is 29% below the citywide
average (15.31). Based on the thresholds of significance, the proposed project would not
result in a significant transportation impact. Given the above finding of less than
significant Project VMT impact, the identification of mitigation measures is not required at
this time. However, a post-development VMT analysis with all mitigation measures
should be prepared for monitoring purpose and for future project thresholds in the area.
Additional mitigation measure should be considered and implemented when the post-
development VMT analysis discloses any traffic significant impact.

Pedestrian and Bicycle

The proposed project would cluster development to promote walking; integrate a
pedestrian-friendly public realm where residents have access to commercial services and
open space within biking and walking distance; and, support walking and/or biking to
nearby medical services and an existing jobs center. Additionally, the proposed project
would be located within a half-mile of an LADOT Transit Commuter Express Route 422
bus stop, which would promote the use of public transit to access Central Los Angeles,
Hollywood, San Fernando Valley, and Agoura Hills.

The proposed project would provide direct access to the Los Robles trailhead, which

connects to the Los Robles Trail and Open Space system. The Los Robles Trail and
Open Space system is a ridgeline trail system that provides approximately 25 miles of
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contiguous trails and traverses several open space areas, encompassing close to 2,000
acres. The system can be enjoyed by hikers, bikers, and equestrians.

The proposed project would cluster development to promote walking by integrating a
pedestrian-friendly public realm where residents have access to commercial services and
open space within biking and walking distance. The project supports walking and/or
biking to nearby medical services and existing jobs centers. Additionally, the proposed
project would provide ample on-site open space and incorporate native plant species to
create a unique pedestrian environment.

Transit

The nearest bus stop to the proposed project is located at the intersection of Hampshire
Road and Townsgate Road, approximately 475 feet south of the project site, serviced by
Commuter Express 422 (LADOT 2022a). Another nearby bus stop is located at the
intersection of Thousand Oaks Boulevard and Skyline Drive, approximately 0.5 mile north
of the project site, serviced by TOT Route 43, which covers Thousand Oaks Boulevard
and Westlake areas (City of Thousand Oaks 2022b). The main loading and unloading
zones for the transit areas are located at the southeast corner of the project site near the
intersection of Hampshire Road and Thousand Oaks Boulevard.

Others

Storm water run-off is a sensitive issue for Los Angeles and Ventura counties. Please
be mindful that projects should be designed to discharge clean run-off water.
Additionally, discharge of storm water run-off is not permitted onto State highway
facilities without any storm water management plan.

As areminder, any transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or materials which
requires use of oversized-transport vehicles on State highways will need a Caltrans
transportation permit. We recommend large size truck trips be limited to off-peak
commute periods.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Mr. Alan Lin the project coordinator
at (213) 269-1124 and refer to GTS # VEN-2022-00481-DEIR.

Sincerely,

W/ CRmonasn

MIYA EDMONSON
LDR/CEQA Branch Chief

email: State Clearinghouse
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter A-6

COMMENTER: State of California — Department of Transportation District 7 (Caltrans)
DATE: May 20, 2022

Comment A-6-1

The commenter states that the mission of Caltrans is to provide a safe and reliable transportation
network that serves all people and respect the environment. Senate Bill 743 (2013) has codified into
CEQA law and mandated that CEQA review of transportation impacts of proposed development be
modified by using vehicle miles traveled (VMT) as the primary metric in identifying transportation
impacts for all future development projects.

Response A-6-1

The proposed project properly analyzes the VMT standards for the proposed project and implements
VMT as the standard transportation analysis metric for CEQA purposes. Please see Section 4.14,
Transportation of the Draft EIR.

Comment A-6-2

The commenter states challenges that the region faces in identifying viable solutions to alleviating
congestion on State and local facilities.

Response A-6-2

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. However, the proposed project has been designed
to provide a pedestrian oriented development with a mix of uses in one central location, to lessen the
likelihood of multiple car trips for everyday services. The project site is also located near multiple bus
stop locations for access to public transit.

Comment A-6-3
The commenter states that Caltrans supports the implementation of complete streets and pedestrian
safety measures such as road diets and other traffic calming measures.

Response A-6-3

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. However, the proposed project includes road diet
treatments in order to reduce routine street resurfacing and provide safety improvements.

Comment A-6-4

The commenter states that the EIR should ensure all modes are served well by planning and
development activities.

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-49



City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Response A-6-4

As stated in Section 4.14, Transportation of the Draft EIR, the project provides multiple uses and is
designed to reduce single occupancy vehicle trips by having multiple uses in one singular place. This
avoids the need for multiple trips for everyday chores and tasks. The project implements greenhouse
gas emissions reduction measures by encouraging pedestrian activity and access to public transit in
order to reduce VMT.

Comment A-6-5

The commenter states the project TAZ's daily residential VMT per capita (10.87) is 29% below the
citywide average (15.31). Based on the thresholds of significance, the proposed project would not
result in a significant transportation impact. Given the above finding of less than significant project
VMT impact, the identification of mitigation measures is not required at this time. The commenter
states a post-development VMT analysis with all mitigation measures should be prepared for
monitoring purpose and for future project thresholds in the area. Further, the commenter states
additional mitigation measure should be considered and implemented when the post-development
VMT analysis discloses any traffic significant impact.

Response A-6-5

The comment regarding the finding of less than significant Project VMT impact and the
acknowledgment that mitigation measures are not required at this time is noted. Further, concerning
post-development mitigation measure request, without clear potential impacts due to increases in
VMT from the project post-development, future mitigation measure development is speculative and
thus, the City would not be able to develop clear performance standards to mitigate a potential future
significant effect.

Comment A-6-6

The commenter states the proposed project would cluster development to promote walking;
integrate a pedestrian-friendly public realm where residents have access to commercial services and
open space within biking and walking distance; and support walking and/or biking to nearby medical
services and an existing jobs center

Response A-6-6

The comment is noted.

Comment A-6-7

The commenter states that the proposed project would provide direct access to the Los Robles
trailhead, which connects to the Los Robles Trail and Open Space system.

Response A-6-7

The comment is noted; the project site is located approximately 200 feet to the northwest of the Los
Robles Trail Head. As such, the project site is accessible to the to the Los Robles Trail and Open Space
system, which is a ridgeline trail system that provides approximately 25 miles of contiguous trails and
traverses several open space areas, encompassing close to 2,000 acres. The system can be enjoyed
by hikers, bikers, and equestrians.
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Comment A-6-8

The commenter states that the proposed project would cluster development to promote walking by
integrating a pedestrian-friendly public realm where residents have access to commercial services
and open space within biking and walking distance.

Response A-6-8

The comment is noted; the proposed project also supports walking and/or biking to nearby medical
services and existing jobs centers. Additionally, the proposed project would provide ample on-site
open space and incorporate native plant species to create a unique pedestrian environment.

Comment A-6-9

The commenter states that the nearest bus stop to the proposed project is located at the intersection
of Hampshire Road and Townsgate Road, approximately 475 feet south of the project site, serviced
by Commuter Express 422 (LADOT 2022a).

Response A-6-9
The comment is noted.

Section 4.14, Transportation of the Draft EIR, the following revisions have been made regarding
transit:

The nearest bus stop to the proposed prOJect is Iocated at—the—mte#seeﬂen—ef—Hamszwe—Read—wd

. ; - on the
corner of Hampshlre Road and Foothill Drive ad|acent to the project site, serviced by Commuter

Express 423. Anether Other nearby bus stops is-are located at the intersection of Hampshire Road
and Thousand Oaks Boulevard, 0.4 mile northeast of the site, serviced by Commuter Express 422, and
at the intersection of Duesenberg Drive and Thousand Oaks Boulevard, 0.8 mile northeast, serviced
by TOT Route 43. Route 43 covers Thousand Oaks Boulevard and Westlake areas.

Comment A-6-10

The commenter states that projects should be designed to discharge clean run-off water. Additionally,
discharge of storm water run-off is not permitted onto State highway facilities without any storm
water management plan.

Response A-6-10

As discussed in Section 4.17.2, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR, the proposed project
would comply with MS4 permits and best management practices to ensure all water is captured
onsite. Conditions of approval have been applied to the project requiring applicant to meet MS4
Stormwater Retention Requirements. Also, a storm water management plan will be prepared and
submitted to the City during plan check review.

Comment A-6-11

The commenter states that any transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or materials
which requires use of oversized-transport vehicles on State highways will need a Caltrans
transportation permit. We recommend large size truck trips be limited to off-peak commute periods.
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Response A-6-11

The comment is noted. The proposed project will adhere to the Caltrans permit process and obtain a
transportation permit if oversized vehicles are used on the State highways during project
construction. Large size trucks will also be limited to off-peak commute periods as applicable.
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Ventura County 4567 Telephone Rd tel 805/303-4005 Ali Reza Ghasemi, PE

Air Pollution Ventura, California 93003 fax 805/ 456-7797 Interim
Control District www.vcaped.org Air Pollution Control Officer
VENTURA COUNTY
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT
Memorandum
TO: Carlos Contreras, City of Thousand Oaks DATE: May 23, 2022

FROM: Nicole Collazo, Air Quality Specialist, VCAPCD Planning Diviﬁkﬁlj{&\

SUBJECT: Thousand Oaks (T.0.) Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential
Redevelopment Project Public Comment (RMA 22-005)

Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) staff has reviewed the subject Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Thousand Oaks Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-
Family Residential Redevelopment project (project). The project overall 841,153 square foot (sf)
redevelopment site with 420 residential units, 15,000 sf. of commercial uses, parking, and
203,172 sf of open space and amenities including pedestrian trails, pocket park, dog park,
streetscapes, retail and dining plazas, street front terraces, seating areas, and gathering spaces.
The project also includes surface parking and two subterranean parking structures comprised of
119 commercial parking spaces and 683 residential parking spaces. Of the total 420 residential
units, 50 units would be set aside for deed restricted low-Income households. The project
location is located at 325 and 391 Hampshire Road. The Lead Agency for the project is the City
of Thousand Oaks.

General Comments

APCD submits the following comments based on the DEIR available for public review for the
Air Quality environmental impact section.

1) Page 4.2-11. Local Regulations. Rule 74.2’s general non-flat and flat coatings maximum ROC
content is now 50 g/L, which went into effect on July 1, 2021. In addition to the APCD rules
listed, the project demolition activities must also comply with Rule 62.7, Asbestos- Demolition
and Renovation.

2) Page 4.2-14. Methodology- Construction. If incorporating Tier 4 off-road construction
equipment as part of the project design and to ensure the project does not create a significant air
quality impact per CEQA, we recommend this feature becomes enforceable as a standard
condition of approval for discretionary permit, condition under the grading permit, and/or some
other means to enforce this project design feature.
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3) Page 4.2-18. Table 4.2-6. 1t is not clear whether the mobile operational emissions modeled
took into account the proposed 10-30% on-site electric vehicle charging stations (DEIR, Page
4.5-11).

4) Page 4.2-19. Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC). An additional toxic air contaminant that needs to
be disclosed is potential asbestos exposure from the proposed demolition activities.

5) Page 4.2-20. Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC). An toxics engineering analysis reviewed the
construction-based Health Risk Assessment (HRA) and found it to be satisfactory in its
assumptions and methodoogy. However, the DEIR states that an HRA to determine the project’s
toxic impacts from proximity to the U.S. 101 freeway, a potential source of TACs, was not
performed due to the project being located 510 feet away from the freeway. An aerial view of the
project using site plans in the DEIR indicates an approximate distance of 450 feet from the
northeastern most boundary directly straight towards the 101 freeway (see aerial photo below).

Line Path Polygon Circle 3D path 3D polygon

Measure the distance between two points on the ground

Map Length: 451.00 | Feet v
Ground Length: 451.03 £y
Heading: 40.19 degrees s

v Mouse Navigation [ Save | Clear

| s

13

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) recommends avoiding siting sensitive land uses
within 500 feet of a freeway, urban roads with 100,000 vehicles/day due to the respiratory health
effects of diesel particulate matter (DPM). “In addition to the respiratory health effects in
children, proximity to freeways increases potential cancer risk and contributes to total particulate
matter exposure. There are three carcinogenic toxic air contaminants that constitute the majority
of the known health risk from motor vehicle traffic — diesel particulate matter (diesel PM) from
trucks, and benzene and 1,3-butadiene from passenger vehicles. On a typical urban freeway
(truck traffic of 10,000-20,000/day), diesel PM represents about 70 percent of the potential
cancer risk from the vehicle traffic. Diesel particulate emissions are also of special concern
because health studies show an association between particulate matter and premature mortality in
those with existing cardiovascular disease.” (CARB 2005 Air Quality and Land Use Handbook,
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Page 8). The Handbook also recommends avoiding siting new sensitive land uses within 300 feet
of a large gas station (defined as a facility with a throughput of 3.6 million gallons per year or
greater) and recommends a 50-foot separation from all gas stations (CARB 2005 Air Quality and
Land Use Handbook, Tables 1-1, 1-2). The project is adjacent to gasoline dispensing stations on
both the north and south side.

While we note that the CARB guidance is advisory and lead agencies must factor other
considerations, including housing and transportation needs, APCD would recommend at a
minimum an HRA be performed for disclosure purposes of any potential toxic impacts the U.S.
101 freeway will have on the proposed project.

If toxic impacts are found to be over the thresholds established by the California Office of
environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA), we recommend the following mitigation
measures:

e locating the air intakes farthest away from source of toxic contaminants (southern
boundaries)

e weatherproofing all windows (residential and commercial)

e limiting window opening capability for units along northern boundary

The project already includes the following project design features, which are additional
mitigation measures APCD would recommend to mitigate toxic impacts from roadways:

e installation of heating ventilation and air condition (HVAC) system
e installation of MERV 13 standard air filtration for residential units
e installation of vegetative barrier along perimeter of project

APCD submitted comments for the Notice of Preparation on January 31, 2022 for the project
(DEIR Appendix A, PDF Page 280) which included a recommendation to perform an HRA due
to proximity of the U.S. 101 freeway (Comment #4). A copy is enclosed for reference.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the project. If you have any questions, you may
contact me at nicole@vcapcd.org.
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Ventura County 4567 Telephone Rd tel 805/303-4005 Dr. Laki Tisopulos, P.E.

Air Pollution Ventura, California 93003 fax 805/ 456-7797 Air Pollution Control Officer
Control District www.veaped.org
VENTURA COUNTY
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT
Memorandum

TO: Carlos Contreras, Senior Planner, City of Thousand Oaks
DATE: January 31, 2022
FROM: Nicole Collazo, Air Quality Specialist, VCAPCD Planning Division

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the City of
Thousand Oaks Hampshire Road Mixed Use Project

Air Pollution Control District (APCD) staff has reviewed the subject Notice of Preparation
(NOP) for the draft environmental impact report (DEIR), which will analyze the environmental
impacts of a project to renovate an existing site for a mixed-use residential and commercial
space. The project is located at 325 and 391 Hampshire Road. The Lead Agency is the City of
Thousand Oaks.

APCD has the following comments regarding the project’s NOP of a DEIR.

General Comments

1) Air Quality Section- The air quality assessment should consider project consistency with the
2016 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). The 2016 AQMP presents Ventura County’s
strategy (including related mandated elements) to attain the 2008 federal 8-hour ozone standard
by 2020, as required by the federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 and applicable U.S. EPA
clean air regulations. The 2016 AQMP uses an updated 2012 emissions inventory as baseline for
forecasting data, SCAG RTP 2016 data, and CARB’s EMFAC2014 emission factors for mobile
sources. The AQMP can be downloaded from our website at http://www.vcapcd.org/AQMP-
2016.htm.

2) The Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines (AQAG) is recommended to evaluate
all potential air quality impacts. The AQAG are also downloadable from our website here:
http://www.vcapcd.org/environmental-review.htm. Specifically, the air quality assessment
should consider reactive organic compound, nitrogen oxide emissions and particulate matter
from all project-related motor vehicles, sources not permitted with APCD, and construction
equipment that may result from potential buildout, as appropriate to future development policies
and implementation measures. We note that the AQAG has not been updated since 2003 and
serves as a reference and is not required or mandated by the APCD (AQAG, Page 1-1). Current
air quality determinations follow the same methodology but using different tools (CalEEMod vs.
URBEMIS, updated OEHHA standards for toxics). The recommended list of mitigation
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measures in the AQAG are also limited and outdated. More innovative solutions exist rather than
contributing to a TDM Fund Mitigation, such as installing bicycle lockers, EV charging stations,
energy standards exceeding Title 24, etc. For example, the following template is currently being
recommended by APCD as a Commenting Agency for projects that include construction
equipment, reflecting state laws adopted since the AQAG was last updated in 2003:

Construction Equipment

Purpose: In order to ensure that ozone precursor and particulate emissions from diesel-powered
mobile construction equipment are reduced to the greatest amount feasible.
Requirement: The Permittee shall comply with the provisions of all applicable California State
Laws and APCD Rules and Regulations regarding portable construction equipment and
construction vehicles.
Documentation: The project applicant shall ensure compliance with the following State Laws
and APCD requirements:

I.  Construction equipment shall not have visible emissions greater than 20% opacity, as

required by APCD Rule 50, Opacity.

II.  All portable diesel-powered equipment over 50 BHP shall be registered with the State’s
Portable Equipment Registration Program (PERP) or an APCD Portable Permit.

III.  Off-Road Heavy-Duty trucks shall comply with the California State Regulation for In-
Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicles (Title 13, CCR §2449), the purpose of which is to reduce
NOx and diesel particulate matter exhaust emissions.

IV.  On-Road Heavy-Duty trucks shall comply with the California State Regulation for In-
Use On-Road Diesel Vehicles (Title 13, CCR §2025), the purpose of which is to reduce
NOx and diesel particulate matter exhaust emissions.

V. All commercial on-road and off-road diesel vehicles are subject to the idling limits of
Title 13, CCR §2485, §2449(d)(3), respectively. Construction equipment shall not idle
for more than five (5) consecutive minutes. The idling limit does not apply to: (1) idling
when queuing; (2) idling to verify that the vehicle is in safe operating condition; (3)
idling for testing, servicing, repairing or diagnostic purposes; (4) idling necessary to
accomplish work for which the vehicle was designed (such as operating a crane); (5)
idling required to bring the machine system to operating temperature, and (6) idling
necessary to ensure safe operation of the vehicle. It is the Permittee’s responsibility to
have a written idling policy that is made available to operators of the vehicles and
equipment and informs them that idling is limited to 5 consecutive minutes or less, except
as exempted in subsection a. above.

The following are recommended emission reduction measures for construction equipment and
vehicles:
I.  Diesel powered equipment should be replaced by electric equipment whenever feasible.
II. Maintain equipment engines in good condition and in proper tune as per manufacturer’s
specifications.

III.  Lengthen the construction period during smog season (May through October), to
minimize the number of vehicles and equipment operating at the same time.

IV.  Use alternatively fueled construction equipment, such as compressed natural gas (CNG),
liquefied natural gas (LNG), or electric, if feasible.
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V. Use of Tier 3 and Tier 4 off-road construction equipment shall be used, if feasible.

3) It is important to quantify construction emissions, although they are temporary and short-term
in nature and not included in the impact determination for attaining the ambient air quality
standards for ozone. Construction is proposed to occur for 21-29 months, which is a significantly
lengthy amount of time for diesel particulate matter and ozone precursors to be emitted nearby
sensitive receptors, especially infants in the development stages. Emission reduction measures
such as requiring Tier 4 off-road construction equipment can reduce pollutants by up to 85% and
is highly recommended if emissions are above local and state thresholds adopted. Using low-
VOC paints may also reduce ROC emissions once construction estimates are known. We suspect
great NOx emissions due to the amount of grading and amount to be exported (another reduction
measure is using 2010 and newer on-road engine vehicles for exporting material that comply
with California State Regulation for In-Use On-Road Diesel Vehicles Title 13, CCR §2025).

4) Due to the project being located near a freeway, it is recommended an HRA is conducted to
assess the toxic exposure impacts the freeway will have on the residents living near the freeway.
According to CARB, air pollution studies indicate that living close to high traffic and the
associated emissions may lead to adverse health effects beyond those associated with regional air
pollution in urban areas. Many of these epidemiological studies have focused on children. A
number of studies identify an association between adverse non-cancer health effects and living or
attending school near heavily traveled roadways. These studies have reported associations
between residential proximity to high traffic roadways and a variety of respiratory symptoms,
asthma exacerbations, and decreases in lung function in children. According to the CDC, a
growing body of evidence demonstrates that minority populations and persons of lower
socioeconomic status experience higher residential exposure to traffic and traffic-related air
pollution than non-minorities and persons of higher socioeconomic status (CDC, Residential
Proximity to Major Highways 2010). In addition to the respiratory health effects in children,
proximity to freeways increases potential cancer risk and contributes to total particulate matter
exposure. There are three carcinogenic toxic air contaminants that constitute the majority of the
known health risk from motor vehicle traffic — diesel particulate matter (diesel PM) from trucks,
and benzene and 1,3-butadiene from passenger vehicles. On a typical urban freeway (truck
traffic of 10,000-20,000/day), diesel PM represents about 70 percent of the potential cancer risk
from the vehicle traffic. Diesel particulate emissions are also of special concern because health
studies show an association between particulate matter and premature mortality in those with
existing cardiovascular disease.

If the cancer risks exceed the state thresholds, mitigation such as locating air intakes away from
the freeway, weather proofing windows, and installing vegetative barriers to buffer air pollutants
travelling from the freeway to residents are recommended.

5) The project will involve demolition activities of the existing site use. Such demolition
activities must be in compliance with APCD’s Rule 62.7, Asbestos- Demolition and Renovation.
The DEIR should include a section under the toxics exposure criteria for air quality to discuss
potential exposure of asbestos, a toxic air contaminant, to sensitive receptors nearby. Compliance
with APCD Rule 62.7 is outline before in a standard condition of approval that may be added to
the project if approved.
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DEMOLITION ACTIVITIES
Purpose: To ensure that the owner or operator of a facility shall remove all asbestos-containing
material from a facility being demolished.

Requirement: Project demolition activities shall be operated in accordance with the Rules and | 5_7.19
Regulations of the Ventura County Air Pollution Control District, with emphasis on Rule 62.7, | gnt'd
Asbestos — Demolition and Renovation.

Documentation: The project applicant shall ensure compliance with the following provision:

I.  The applicant shall submit an AB3205 Form to APCD for approval. In addition, the
contractor shall notify APCD 10 business days prior to the abatement commencement, if
applicable, by submitting a Notification of Demolition or Renovation Form. Demolition
and/or renovation activities shall be conducted in compliance with APCD Rule 62.7,
Asbestos — Demolition and Renovation.

Timing: Prior to issuance of a demolition permit(s) by Building & Safety or the applicable
jurisdiction agency.

Reporting and Monitoring: AB3205 form must be submitted to and approved by APCD.
Building & Safety has this form in their checklist of required items to submit prior to issuance of
a demolition permit. The Notification of Demolition or Renovation Form must be submitted to
APCD. Enforcement of notification requirements for both forms and compliance with the APCD
Asbestos Rule will be enforced by APCD Asbestos Inspectors and/or on a complaint-driven
basis.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the project. If you have any questions, you may
contact me at nicole@vcapcd.org.
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter A-7

COMMENTER: Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD)
DATE: May 23, 2022

Comment A-7-1

The commenter states, Page 4.2-11. Local Regulations. Rule 74.2’s general non-flat and flat coatings
maximum ROC content is now 50 g/L, which went into effect on July 1, 2021. In addition to the APCD
rules listed, the project demolition activities must also comply with Rule 62.7, Asbestos- Demolition
and Renovation.

Response A-7-1

Comment noted. APCD’s Rule 74.2 regulating general non-flat and flat coatings effectively changed
ROC content requirements from 150 g/L to 50 g/L. The effective rule change went into effect on July
1, 2021. The Regulatory Section of the Draft EIR, page 4.2-11 was not updated to reflect the change
in regulations. However, as noted in the methodology under PDF-AQ-3 for construction (page 4.2-14)
and the first bullet under operational methodology (page 4.2-15), the analysis incorporated the 50
g/L content restriction in the analysis. The regulatory section of the Final EIR will be updated as follows
to reflect the new ROC content requirements under Rule 74.2.

Rule 74.2 (Architectural Coatings). This rule sets limits on the VOC content of architectural
coatings. Non-flat coatings are limited to 450 grams per liter of VOC content, flat coatings are
limited to 250 grams per liter of VOC content and traffic marking coatings are limited to 450 grams
per liter of VOC content. The project would be required to comply with this rule.

Comment A-7-2

The commenter states, Page 4.2-14. Methodology- Construction. If incorporating Tier 4 off-road
construction equipment as part of the project design and to ensure the project does not create a
significant air quality impact per CEQA, we recommend this feature becomes enforceable as a
standard condition of approval for discretionary permit, condition under the grading permit, and/or
some other means to enforce this project design feature.

Response A-7-2

1. The air quality analysis, as detailed in Section 4.2.3 Impact Analysis on page 4.2-14 includes
two project design features that incorporate the use of Tier 4 equipment and
electric/alternatively fueled equipment during construction. To ensure enforceability of these
project design features, they will be incorporated as a Condition of Approval for the project
as follows: All diesel-powered earthmoving equipment with greater than 100 horsepower
used on-site for excavation and grading shall meet U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Tier
4 Final emissions standards.

2. During construction activities, the contractor shall, at a minimum, electrify or use alternative
fuels (non-diesel) for the operation of all equipment less than 50 horsepower (welders). In
addition, electricity use during the construction activities shall come from the existing electric
grid instead of a diesel generator. If a generator is necessary for the completion of
construction activities, a non-diesel generator shall be used.
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No revisions of the Draft EIR are needed to address this comment.

Comment A-7-3

The commenter states, Page 4.2-18. Table 4.2-6. It is not clear whether the mobile operational
emissions modeled took into account the proposed 10-30% on-site electric vehicle charging stations
(DEIR, Page 4.5-11).

Response A-7-3

The analysis incorporated a number of reductions with respect to operational emissions as detailed
in the methodology section on page 4.2-14 including daily trips from the project specific Traffic Impact
Analysis, and encouraging telecommutiniting and alternative work schedules. While electric vehicle
(EV) charging stations would be incorporated into the project at a rate of 10 to 30 percent, the
emissions reductions from the electric vehicle charging stations were not factored into the CalEEMod
emissions estimates shown in Table 4.2-6 (page 4.2-18 of the Draft EIR). Incorporation of the vehicle
charging stations would have been speculative as the number and type of charging stations was not
known at the time of the analysis. Therefore, as a conservative measure of emissions, potential
reductions were numerically accounted for in the analysis. However, as shown in Table 4.2 6 of the
Draft EIR, project operational emissions are below regulatory thresholds and incorporation of the EV
charging stations would result in a further reduction in emissions from what was presented in the
analysis, it would not change the significance findings. No revisions of the Draft EIR are needed to
address this comment.

Comment A-7-4

The commenter states, Page 4.2-19. Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC). An additional toxic air
contaminant that needs to be disclosed is potential asbestos exposure from the proposed demolition
activities.

Response A-7-4

As indicated by VCAPCD, asbestos is a toxic air contaminant that the project has the potential to
disturb during demolition activities. As discussed in Section 4.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials
(page 4.8-4) of the Draft EIR, the potential for asbestos-containing building materials (ACM) were
identified in a 2017 inspection of the property. VCAPCD Rule 62.7 governs the removal and disposition
of ACM. As detailed in the Hazards section, compliance with Rule 62.7 would ensure that ACM is
handled appropriately and that hazardous materials are disposed of according to federal and State
regulations. Therefore, impacts to workers and off-site receptors from asbestos exposure would be
less than significant.

Conditions of Approval have been applied to the project, which requires the Applicant to submit an
AB3205 Form to APCD for approval. In addition, the contractor shall notify APCD 10 business days
prior to the abatement commencement, if applicable, by submitting a Notification of Demolition or
Renovation Form. Demolition and/or renovation activities shall be conducted in compliance with
APCD Rule 62.7, Asbestos — Demolition and Renovation.

While the discussion of asbestos is covered in detail in Section 4.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials,
of the Draft EIR, a discussion of asbestos will be added to the Section 4.2, Air Quality as follows:
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Insertion into setting, page 4.2-4, Air Quality at the end of the TAC discussion:

Asbestos is another toxic air contaminant regulated by VCAPCD. Asbestos is a mineral fiber found
naturally in the environment, as well as being used in a variety of building construction materials
for insulation and fire retardant. The major sources of asbestos in construction materials include
roofing shingles, ceiling and floor tiles, paper products, asbestos cement products, textured paint
and patching compounds, and walls and ceilings around wood-burning stoves (USEPA 2022).
Asbestos fibers can be released into the air during demolition, building, or maintenance/repair
when asbestos-containing materials (ACM) are disturbed. Asbestos exposure has a long-term
impact of developing lung diseases including lung cancer, mesothelioma, and asbestosis. (USEPA

2021a).

Insertion into Section 4.2, Air Quality, Regulatory Setting, page 4.2-11, after Rule 74.2:

Rule 62.7 (Asbestos — Demolition and Renovation) VCAPCD regulates demolition and renovation
operations _involving ACM through Rule 6.27, which applies to any planned demolition or
renovation that involves 100 square feet or more of ACM, with exceptions for indoor renovations,
single-unit dwelling renovations performed by the owner or occupant, and work with certain
categories of ACM that are removed according to a subset of VCAPCD requirements. The
requirements include a noticing period and a general prohibition on demolition until ACM has
been abated and removed from the location and requires that abatement be conducted by
persons with specific asbestos certifications (primarily Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act
[AHERA] certification).

Insertion into Section 4.2, Air Quality the Impact Analysis, page 4.2-20 prior to the operation
discussion:

Asbestos may be contained in the existing onsite building that will be demolished as part of the
project’s implementation. As detailed in Section 4.8.3, in the hazards impact analysis for
construction (page 4.8.13), approval from the various City Departments would be dependent
upon acceptance of the debris and recycling plan, which must address the disposal of hazardous
wastes generated during demolition. In order to obtain a signature from VCAPCD, the applicant
would have to demonstrate compliance with VCAPCD Rule 6.27, which requires abatement of
ACM by a licensed contractor prior to the issuance of a demolition permit. The requirements to
obtain a demolition permit for the structures on the project location would ensure that ACM is
handled appropriately and that hazardous materials are disposed of according to federal and
State regulations. Therefore, impacts to workers and off-site receptors from asbestos exposure
would be less than significant.

Insertion into Section 4.2, Air Quality, Section 7, References, of the Draft EIR, after United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). 2021. Entry on page 7-2:

. 2022. Learn About Asbestos. April 14, 2022. https://www.epa.gov/asbestos/learn-about-
asbestosttasbestos (accessed May 2022).
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Comment A-7-5

The commenter states Page 4.2-20. Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC). An toxics engineering analysis
reviewed the construction-based Health Risk Assessment (HRA) and found it to be satisfactory in its
assumptions and methodology. However, the DEIR states that an HRA to determine the project’s toxic
impacts from proximity to the U.S. 101 freeway, a potential source of TACs, was not performed due
to the project being located 510 feet away from the freeway. An aerial view of the project using site
plansin the DEIR indicates an approximate distance of 450 feet from the northeastern most boundary
directly straight towards the 101 freeway (see aerial photo below).

The commenter states, The California Air Resources Board (CARB) recommends avoiding siting
sensitive land uses within 500 feet of a freeway, urban roads with 100,000 vehicles/day due to the
respiratory health effects of diesel particulate matter (DPM). “In addition to the respiratory health
effects in children, proximity to freeways increases potential cancer risk and contributes to total
particulate matter exposure. There are three carcinogenic toxic air contaminants that constitute the
majority of the known health risk from motor vehicle traffic — diesel particulate matter (diesel PM)
from trucks, and benzene and 1,3-butadiene from passenger vehicles. On a typical urban freeway
(truck traffic of 10,000-20,000/day), diesel PM represents about 70 percent of the potential cancer
risk from the vehicle traffic. Diesel particulate emissions are also of special concern because health
studies show an association between particulate matter and premature mortality in those with
existing cardiovascular disease.” (CARB 2005 Air Quality and Land Use Handbook Page 8). The
Handbook also recommends avoiding siting new sensitive land uses within 300 feet of a large gas
station (defined as a facility with a throughput of 3.6 million gallons per year or greater) and
recommends a 50-foot separation from all gas stations (CARB 2005 Air Quality and Land Use
Handbook, Tables 1-1, 1-2). The project is adjacent to gasoline dispensing stations on both the north
and south side.

While we note that the CARB guidance is advisory and lead agencies must factor other considerations,
including housing and transportation needs, APCD would recommend at a minimum an HRA be
performed for disclosure purposes of any potential toxic impacts the U.S. 101 freeway will have on
the proposed project.

If toxic impacts are found to be over the thresholds established by the California Office of
environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA), we recommend the following mitigation
measures:

= Locating the air intakes farthest away from source of toxic contaminants (southern boundaries)
= Weatherproofing all windows (residential and commercial)

= Limiting window opening capability for units along northern boundary

The project already includes the following project design features, which are additional mitigation
measures APCD would recommend to mitigate toxic impacts from roadways:

= |nstallation of heating ventilation and air condition (HVAC) system

= |nstallation of MERV 13 standard air filtration for residential units

= |Installation of vegetative barrier along perimeter of project

APCD submitted comments for the Notice of Preparation on January 31, 2022 for the project (DEIR
Appendix A, PDF Page 280) which included a recommendation to perform an HRA due to proximity of
the U.S. 101 freeway (Comment #4). A copy is enclosed for reference.
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Response A-7-5

In response to VCAPCD’s comment a discussion of the health risk from the project’s proximity to the
two site adjacent gas stations as well as the U.S. 101 Freeway have been included in the EIR. Based
on the results of the HRA, Conditions of Approval have been applied to the project, which requires
the Applicant to include MERV filtration systems rated between MERV 13 and MERV 16 depending on
residential unit’s location as described in detail in the HRA. In addition, the Applicant would be
required to weatherproof all windows for both residential and commercial portions of the
development and limit the window opening capability of the residential units along the northern
boundary. Implementation of the conditions of approval will ensure that risk is within acceptable
levels for the onsite residents.

As the HRA shows, with implementation of 2019 Title 24 as detailed in the project Conditions of
Approval, carcinogenic and non-carcinogenic risk levels would be consistent with VCAPCD thresholds.
Additionally, criteria pollutant concentrations would be below the California Ambient Air Quality
Standards (CAAQS). As such, risk levels were determined to be within acceptable limits for onsite
residences.

Revisions of the Draft EIR to discuss Site Proximity to TAC sources will be added to Section 4.2 Air
Quality, page 4.2-20 of the Draft EIR as follows:

Risk to Onsite Residents from Proximity to TAC Sources

The impacts of the environment on the project, specifically impact from proximity to
freeways, is not one of the criteria identified in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G for determining
whether a development would result in significant air quality impacts. Additionally, the
purpose of environmental evaluation under CEQA is to identify the significant effects of the
project on the environment, not the significant effects of the environment on the project as
confirmed by California Building Industry Association v. Bay Area Air Quality Management
District (2015) 62 Cal.4th 369 (Case No. $213478). Therefore, the discussion in this section is
provided for informational and disclosure purposes only and is not considered part of the
impact analysis for the purpose of CEQA compliance.

Gas Stations

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) recommends avoiding siting new sensitive land
uses within 300 feet of a large gas station (defined as a facility with a throughput of 3.6 million
gallons per year or greater) and recommends a 50-foot separation from all gas stations (CARB
2005). The project is adjacent to gasoline dispensing stations on both the north and south
side. The fueling stations and tank vents for the station to the north of the project is
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approximately 90 feet north of Building A. The fueling stations and tank vents for the station
to the south are approximately 70 feet south of Building B and 54 feet east of the small open
space area on the southern end of the project property. This is greater than the 50-foot
separation from all gas stations. According to the California Energy Commission total
throughput of gasoline in the City of Thousand Oaks in 2020 was 20,924,081 gallons (CEC
2022). According to the VCAPCD’s Facility Information System there are 26 facilities with
permits for gasoline dispensing, of those 13 are identifiable as commercial gasoline
dispensing stations such as those by the site (VCAPCD 2006). Averaging the throughput over
these thirteen stations only would result in a throughput of approximately 1.6 million gallons
per year, well below the 3.6 million gallons required to qualify as a large gas station by CARB.
According to CARB 96 percent of gasoline dispensing facilities have a throughput of less than
2.4 million gallons per year (CARB 2005a).

Therefore, given the amount of gasoline sold in Thousand Oaks, the number of gasoline
dispensing facilities, and the fact that 96 percent of gasoline stations have an annual
throughput of 2.4 million gallons, the service stations near the project are anticipated to be
under the 3.6 million gallons per year throughput that warrants a 300 foot buffer distance. As
stated, the project’s receptor locations would be greater than 50 feet from the fuel islands
and tank vents and therefore would not require a health risk assessment for the proximity to
these gas stations. Additionally, as discussed in the Draft EIR the residential units within the
project would be required to install MERV filtration units of a minimum rate of MERV 13. This
would further reduce potential risk to future residents at the project site.

101 Freeway

The project site is located approximately 450 feet south of the U.S.101 Freeway therefore, a
refined health risk assessment (HRA) was performed by Air Quality Dynamics to determine
the potential risk to onsite residents from the projects proximity to the freeway (Air Quality
Dynamics 2022).

The assessment and modeling methodologies used in preparation of the freeway health risk
assessment followed the procedures outlined by USEPA, the California Environmental
Protection Agency, and VCAPCD. The HRA is included as Attachment A to the Response to
Comments. In compliance with 2019 Title 24 requirements, the proposed project would
include MERYV filtration systems with a minimum rating of MERV 13. With the implementation
of MERV 13 filtration systems throughout the site, the cancer risk for the project site from
proximity to the U.S. 101 would range from 0.97 in 100,000 in Building B to 1.7 in 100,000 in
Building A closest to the freeway (northeast corner of the building). With implementation of
air filtration systems with a rating of MERV 14 to MERV 16 for units where implementation of
MERV 13 filtration systems results in a cancer risk greater than 1 in a 100,000, risk at these
units are reduced to a maximum of 1in 100,000 equal to the VCAPCD’s 1 in 100,000 threshold
(Air Quality Dynamics 2022). Additionally, as indicated in Attachment A, non-cancer risk levels
range from 0.01 to 0.02 with the incorporation of MERV 13 filtration and is below the
VCAPCD’s non-cancer acute and chronic thresholds of 1.

Based on results of the HRA, MERYV filtration systems rated between MERV 13 and MERV 16
will be installed depending on residential unit’s location. Detailed figures that show the MERV
ratings applied to units by location are included as Appendix A to the HRA (Air Quality
Dynamics 2022). In addition, all windows will be weatherproofed for both residential and
commercial portions of the development and limited window opening capability will be
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applied to the residential units along the northern boundary. Implementation of these
measures will ensure that risk is within acceptable levels for the onsite residents.

Revisions of the Draft EIR to discuss Site Proximity to TAC sources will be added to Section 7,
References, page 7-2 under Air Quality as follows:

Air Quality

Air Quality Dynamics. 2022. T.0. Ranch — Hampshire Road Freeway Health Risk Assessment. May
2022. Included as Attachment A to the Final EIR.

California Air Resource Board (CARB). 2005a. Air Quality and Land Use Handbook; page 31.
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf.

.2005b. Air Quality and Land Use Handbook, Tables 1-1, 1-2.

California-AirResource Board {CARB)} .2022. Top 4 Summary: Select Pollutant, Years & Area.
https://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/topfour/topfourl.php (accessed February 2022).

California Department of Finance (DOF). 2021. E-1 Population Estimates for Cities, Counties, and
the State — January 1, 2020 and 2021.
https://dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/Estimates/e-1/ (accessed February 2022).

California Energy Commission. 2022. A15 Survey Responses — Gasoline Sales (Million Gallons) By
Municipality. https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/energy-almanac/transportation-
energy/california-retail-fuel-outlet-annual-reporting (accessed June 2022).

Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD). 2003. Ventura County Air Quality
Assessment Guidelines. October 2003.
http://www.vcapcd.org/pubs/Planning/VCAQGuidelines.pdf (accessed February 2022).

. 2006. Facility Info System. http://www.vcapcd.org/FIS.htm (Accessed June 2022).

Comment A-7-6

The commenter states, Air Quality Section- The air quality assessment should consider project
consistency with the 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). The 2016 AQMP presents Ventura
County’s strategy (including related mandated elements) to attain the 2008 federal 8-hour ozone
standard by 2020, as required by the federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 and applicable U.S.
EPA clean air regulations. The 2016 AQMP uses an updated 2012 emissions inventory as baseline for
forecasting data, SCAG RTP 2016 data, and CARB’s EMFAC2014 emission factors for mobile sources.
The AQMP can be downloaded from our website at http://www.vcapcd.org/AQMP2016.htm.

Response A-7-6

The air quality analysis details compliance with the 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) under
impact AQ-1 starting on page 4.2-16, of the Draft EIR. The analysis concludes that the project would
be compliant with the 2016 AQMP as it would not generate growth exceeding the AQMP population
forecasts and therefore impacts would be less than significant. Thus, no revisions to the Draft EIR are
required to address this comment.

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-66


https://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/topfour/topfour1.php
https://dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/Estimates/e-1/
https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/energy-almanac/transportation-energy/california-retail-fuel-outlet-annual-reporting
https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/energy-almanac/transportation-energy/california-retail-fuel-outlet-annual-reporting
http://www.vcapcd.org/pubs/Planning/VCAQGuidelines.pdf
http://www.vcapcd.org/FIS.htm

City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Comment A-7-7

The commenter states, the Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines (AQAG) is
recommended to evaluate all potential air quality impacts. The AQAG are also downloadable from
our website here: http://www.vcapcd.org/environmental-review.htm. Specifically, the air quality
assessment should consider reactive organic compound, nitrogen oxide emissions and particulate
matter from all project-related motor vehicles, sources not permitted with APCD, and construction
equipment that may result from potential buildout, as appropriate to future development policies
and implementation measures. We note that the AQAG has not been updated since 2003 and serves
as a reference and is not required or mandated by the APCD (AQAG, Page 1-1). Current air quality
determinations follow the same methodology but using different tools (CalEEMod vs. URBEMIS,
updated OEHHA standards for toxics). The recommended list of mitigation measures in the AQAG are
also limited and outdated. More innovative solutions exist rather than contributing to a TDM Fund
Mitigation, such as installing bicycle lockers, EV charging stations, energy standards exceeding
Title 24, etc. For example, the following template is currently being recommended by APCD as a
Commenting Agency for projects that include construction equipment, reflecting state laws adopted
since the AQAG was last updated in 2003:

Construction Equipment

Purpose: In order to ensure that ozone precursor and particulate emissions from diesel-powered
mobile construction equipment are reduced to the greatest amount feasible.

Requirement: The Permittee shall comply with the provisions of all applicable California State
Laws and APCD Rules and Regulations regarding portable construction equipment and
construction vehicles.

Documentation: The project applicant shall ensure compliance with the following State Laws and
APCD requirements:

I. Construction equipment shall not have visible emissions greater than 20% opacity, as
required by APCD Rule 50, Opacity.

Il. All portable diesel-powered equipment over 50 BHP shall be registered with the State’s
Portable Equipment Registration Program (PERP) or an APCD Portable Permit.

Ill. Off-Road Heavy-Duty trucks shall comply with the California State Regulation for InUse Off-
Road Diesel Vehicles (Title 13, CCR §2449), the purpose of which is to reduce NOx and diesel
particulate matter exhaust emissions.

IV. On-Road Heavy-Duty trucks shall comply with the California State Regulation for InUse On-
Road Diesel Vehicles (Title 13, CCR §2025), the purpose of which is to reduce NOx and diesel
particulate matter exhaust emissions.

V. All commercial on-road and off-road diesel vehicles are subject to the idling limits of Title 13,
CCR §2485, §2449(d)(3), respectively. Construction equipment shall not idle for more than
five (5) consecutive minutes. The idling limit does not apply to: (1) idling when queuing; (2)
idling to verify that the vehicle is in safe operating condition; (3) idling for testing, servicing,
repairing or diagnostic purposes; (4) idling necessary to accomplish work for which the vehicle
was designed (such as operating a crane); (5) idling required to bring the machine system to
operating temperature, and (6) idling necessary to ensure safe operation of the vehicle. It is
the Permittee’s responsibility to have a written idling policy that is made available to
operators of the vehicles and equipment and informs them that idling is limited to 5
consecutive minutes or less, except as exempted in subsection a. above.
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The following are recommended emission reduction measures for construction equipment and
vehicles:

I. Diesel powered equipment should be replaced by electric equipment whenever feasible.

II. Maintain equipment engines in good condition and in proper tune as per manufacturer’s
specifications.

lll. Lengthen the construction period during smog season (May through October), to minimize
the number of vehicles and equipment operating at the same time.

IV. Use alternatively fueled construction equipment, such as compressed natural gas (CNG),
liguefied natural gas (LNG), or electric, if feasible.

V. Use of Tier 3 and Tier 4 off-road construction equipment shall be used, if feasible.

Response A-7-7

The air quality analysis was conducted using the Ventura County Air Quality Assessment Guidelines
(AQAG) as discussed in Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR. The guidance, while not specifically
named in the methodology or thresholds sections, was used to inform the estimation of emissions
and the determination of appropriate significance thresholds. Measures from the AQAG such as
implementation of dust suppression and incorporation of Tier 4 and alternatively fueled construction
equipment were implemented as project design features, or as regulatory requirements to reduce
pollutant emissions during construction activities. No revisions to the Draft EIR are required to
address this comment.

Comment A-7-8

The commenter states, “it is important to quantify construction emissions, although they are
temporary and short-term in nature and not included in the impact determination for attaining the
ambient air quality standards for ozone. Construction is proposed to occur for 21-29 months, which
is a significantly lengthy amount of time for diesel particulate matter and ozone precursors to be
emitted nearby sensitive receptors, especially infants in the development stages. Emission reduction
measures such as requiring Tier 4 off-road construction equipment can reduce pollutants by up to
85% and is highly recommended if emissions are above local and state thresholds adopted. Using
lowVOC paints may also reduce ROC emissions once construction estimates are known. We suspect
great NOx emissions due to the amount of grading and amount to be exported (another reduction
measure is using 2010 and newer on-road engine vehicles for exporting material that comply with
California State Regulation for In-Use On-Road Diesel Vehicles Title 13, CCR §2025).

Response A-7-8

The air quality analysis estimated construction emissions for implementation of the project. Modeling
results are summarized in Section 4.2 on page 4.2-17 under Impact AQ-2. Modeling results are
included in Appendix B, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Energy Report T.O. Ranch
Project. As shown in Table 4.2-5 of the Draft EIR, with incorporation of project design features,
construction emissions would result in less than significant impacts and no mitigation would be
required. No revisions of the Draft EIR are required to address this comment.
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Comment A-7-9

The commenter states, due to the project being located near a freeway, it is recommended an HRA is
conducted to assess the toxic exposure impacts the freeway will have on the residents living near the
freeway. According to CARB, air pollution studies indicate that living close to high traffic and the
associated emissions may lead to adverse health effects beyond those associated with regional air
pollution in urban areas. Many of these epidemiological studies have focused on children. A number
of studies identify an association between adverse non-cancer health effects and living or attending
school near heavily traveled roadways. These studies have reported associations between residential
proximity to high traffic roadways and a variety of respiratory symptoms, asthma exacerbations, and
decreases in lung function in children. According to the CDC, a growing body of evidence
demonstrates that minority populations and persons of lower socioeconomic status experience
higher residential exposure to traffic and traffic-related air pollution than non-minorities and persons
of higher socioeconomic status (CDC, Residential Proximity to Major Highways 2010). In addition to
the respiratory health effects in children, proximity to freeways increases potential cancer risk and
contributes to total particulate matter exposure. There are three carcinogenic toxic air contaminants
that constitute the majority of the known health risk from motor vehicle traffic — diesel particulate
matter (diesel PM) from trucks, and benzene and 1,3-butadiene from passenger vehicles. On a typical
urban freeway (truck traffic of 10,000-20,000/day), diesel PM represents about 70 percent of the
potential cancer risk from the vehicle traffic. Diesel particulate emissions are also of special concern
because health studies show an association between particulate matter and premature mortality in
those with existing cardiovascular disease.

If the cancer risks exceed the state thresholds, mitigation such as locating air intakes away from the
freeway, weather proofing windows, and installing vegetative barriers to buffer air pollutants
travelling from the freeway to residents are recommended.

Response A-7-9

The VCAPCD recommended a health risk assessment for proximity to the freeway be included in the
analysis. As detailed under Response to Comment A-7-5 above, a health risk due to proximity of the
project to U.S. 101 was performed for informational purposes. As presented in Response to Comment
A-7-5, with the incorporation of MERYV filtration ranging from 2013 to 2016 as required under 2019
Title 24 and implemented for the project under the project Conditions of Approval, risk to residents
living within the proposed project would be equal to or below the 1 in 100,000 VCAPCD threshold for
cancer risk and below the non-cancer threshold of 1. No revisions to the Draft EIR are required to
address this comment.

Comment A-7-10

The commenter states, the project will involve demolition activities of the existing site use. Such
demolition activities must be in compliance with APCD’s Rule 62.7, Asbestos- Demolition and
Renovation. The DEIR should include a section under the toxics exposure criteria for air quality to
discuss potential exposure of asbestos, a toxic air contaminant, to sensitive receptors nearby.
Compliance with APCD Rule 62.7 is outline before in a standard condition of approval that may be
added to the project if approved.
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Response A-7-10

As indicated by VCAPCD, asbestos is a toxic air contaminant that the project has the potential to
disturb during demolition activities. The inclusion of a discussion of asbestos in Section 4.2, Air Quality
is detailed in Response to Coment A-7.4. No revisions of the Draft EIR are required to address this
comment.
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From: Eric De Wames <edewames@sullivanattorneys.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2022 10:10 AM

To: contreras@toaks.org

Cc: Carlos Contreras

Subject: Re: Kmart Hampshire Project

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

Get answers to your COVID-19 California employment law and workers' compensation questions using our free,
comprehensive guide that is always up to date: Navigating COVID-19: A Legal Guide for California Employers.

Eric De Wames - Managing Partner - Employment Law Department
Michael Sullivan & Associates LLP

PO Box 85059

San Diego, CA 92186-5059

p: 818.338.4000 | f: 844.910.1850

e: edewames@sullivanattorneys.com

Website | LinkedIn | Twitter | Instagram | Facebook | Sullivan on Comp

This message is a PRIVATE communication, and may contain matters that are subject to privilege under the ATTORNEY-
CLIENT and/or the ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT doctrines. If you are not the intended recipient, please do not read, copy,
or use it, and do not disclose it to others. Please notify the sender of the delivery error by replying to this message, and
then delete it from your system. Thank you.
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> 0n Mar 22, 2022, at 9:51 AM, Eric De Wames <edewames@sullivanattorneys.com> wrote:

>

>»¢Good morning, Mr. Contreras:

>

> | am a nearby resident of this project and would like to speak to our council at the next hearing. Can you please let me know the | IP-1-1
date/time and any procedures | need to follow to have the opportunity. Further, | would like to review the hearing from May 2020
on the issue. | have attempted to locate on your YouTube platform, but 13€™ve been unable to locate. Can you direct me to the link | IP-1-2
as well please?

>

> Best,

>

> Eric De Wames

> Cell:916-802-6483
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter IP-1

COMMENTER: Eric De Wames
DATE: March 22, 2022

Comment IP-1-1

The commenter states they are a nearby resident of this project and would like to speak to our council
at the next hearing. Commenter asks for the date/time and any procedures to follow to have the
opportunity. Further, | would like to review the hearing from May 2020 on the issue. Commenter
states there have attempted to locate on your YouTube platform but been unable to locate and
requests to be directed to the link.

Response IP-1-1

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.
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Thank you for your patience on the response. Please feel free to contact me should you have any further
guestions or concerns.

Kind Regards,

Carlos Contreras | | Senior Planner | | Development Planning Supervisor
Community Development Department

Planning Division

2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Email: ccontreras@toaks.org

Office: (805) 449-2317

City of Thousand Oaks

Cil}' nl' "'"."-
I ['I'{}L]Hilﬂ(_l

Oaks

*Please Note:

Effective Monday May 10, 2021 City Hall Public Counter services will be available to walk-in traffic for those services
that cannot be conducted remotely. Public Counters will be open Monday - Thursday from 7:30am-5pm and alternate
Friday’s 8am to 5pm. Public Counter services are also available remotely via phone, email, or videoconference.
Additionally, City of Thousand Oaks Planning Division only accepts digital submittals via the online Virtual Counter.
Please visit www.toaks.org/cdd for more information.

On Thu, May 5, 2022 at 4:56 PM A Huffine <2asocal@gmail.com> wrote:

IP-2-1
Most likely, what is the "interested parties list" and what does it provide?
. . . IP-2-2
What are the steps before this proposed development can gain approval or be denied?
Wondering where you stand on this? IP-2-3
Does the Planning Division have a Pro's and Con's for this proposed development? IP-2-4
How many apartments are being proposed and what will the estimated number of tenants? IP-2-5

| see there was an Environmental Study done; however | haven't seen a traffic or infrastructure study to determine the| |P-2-6
changes that will be needed for that area and what are those costs and implications?

On Thu, May 5, 2022 at 3:33 PM Carlos Contreras <CContreras@toaks.org> wrote:

Hello,

Yes, please direct questions, concerns, and comments to me. Would like to be added to the interested parties list?
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Carlos Contreras | | Senior Planner | | Development Planning Supervisor
Community Development Department

Planning Division

2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Email: ccontreras@toaks.org

Office: (805) 449-2317

City of Thousand Oaks

*Please Note:

Effective Monday May 10, 2021 City Hall Public Counter services will be available to walk-in traffic for those services
that cannot be conducted remotely. Public Counters will be open Monday - Thursday from 7:30am-5pm and
alternate Friday’s 8am to 5pm. Public Counter services are also available remotely via phone, email, or
videoconference. Additionally, City of Thousand Oaks Planning Division only accepts digital submittals via the online
Virtual Counter. Please visit www.toaks.org/cdd for more information.

From: A Huffine <2asocal@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 5, 2022 2:05 PM

To: Carlos Contreras <CContreras@toaks.org>
Subject: TO Ranch Proposal - Development

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

Carlos if we have questions and concerns about this proposed project development are we to direct these to you?
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Lead Agency:

City of Thousand Oaks 2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard, Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
Tel. 805-449-2100

Contact: Carlos Contreras, Senior Planner

Thanks,

Alan Huffine

Thanks,
Alan

Thanks,
Alan
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter IP-2

COMMENTER: Alan Huffine
DATE: May 5, 2022

Comment IP-2-1

The commenter asks, what is the "interested parties list" and what does it provide?

Response IP-2-1

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. However, the City keeps a list of organizations, and
individuals (interested parties) that want to be informed about projects proposed in the city.

Comment IP-2-2

The commenter asks what are the steps before this proposed development can gain approval or be
denied.

Response IP-2-2

The environmental review process was discussed in Section 1, Introduction, of the Draft EIR. This
comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental analysis
or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR.

Comment IP-2-3

The commenter asks where the City stands on this project.

Response IP-2-3

As stated in Section 1.3, Lead, Responsible, and Trustee Agencies, of the Draft EIR, the City of Thousand
Oaks (City Council) has principal authority for approving or denying the project. This comment does
not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental analysis or conclusions
contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider all comments on the
proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment IP-2-4

The commenter asks if the Planning Division have a pro's and con's for this proposed development.

Response IP-2-4

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment IP-2-5

The commenter asks how many apartments are being proposed and what will the estimated number
of tenants.
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Response IP-2-5

The proposed project includes the construction of 420 dwelling units, and 15,000 sf of restaurant and
retail uses and has been described in detail in Section 2, Project Description, of the Draft EIR. City of
Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further
response is necessary.

Comment IP-2-6

The commenter states there was an Environmental Study, however the commenter has not seen a
traffic or infrastructure study to determine the changes that will be needed for that area and what
are those costs and implications.

Response IP-2-6

The Draft EIR was distributed for public review from April 8, 2022 to May 23, 2022; copies of the Draft
EIR including the technical studies related to traffic and infrastructure are available on the City’s
website at: Environmental Impact | Thousand Oaks, CA (toaks.org). Also, the Draft EIR document is
also available at the public counter, should any member of the public want to review the physical

copy.
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https://www.toaks.org/departments/community-development/planning/environmental-impact

*Please Note:

Effective Monday May 10, 2021 City Hall Public Counter services will be available to walk-in traffic for those services
that cannot be conducted remotely. Public Counters will be open Monday - Thursday from 7:30am-5pm and alternate
Friday’s 8am to 5pm. Public Counter services are also available remotely via phone, email, or videoconference.
Additionally, City of Thousand Oaks Planning Division only accepts digital submittals via the online Virtual Counter.
Please visit www.toaks.org/cdd for more information.

From: rosangela littledreamers.com <rosangela@littledreamers.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2022 9:21 AM

To: Lori

Subject:

Goor <LGoor@toaks.org>
Re: City of Thousand Oaks Planning Commission Public Hearing Notice for May 23, 2022 for 21-70214

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Lori,

Thank you so much for the mail and the information regarding the Project Development. | was wondering two

things:

1.

| am out of the country at that time- how would | be able to attend this hearing/meeting. Is there a
Zoom option?

| wanted to find out if there was a possibility of obtaining copies of the environmental report before
the hearing/meeting to see how our facility will be impacted by the noise/constructions/environmental
issues/traffic/road closures/delays etc.?

| have been trying to get information in regards to this project and | am not having any support. | did peak to
Carlos once, | gave him my email, he emailed the morning of to inform me that | could get on a planning zoom
meeting that morning. As | am sure you can understand, with no time to get coverage for me at the school, |
was not able to attend. | did follow up with an email and | have not heard back from him. Any assistance is
much appreciated.

Sincerely,
Rosangela Valerio-Dyszkant
Little Dreamers E.C.C.

Owner

From: Lori Goor <LGoor@toaks.org>
Sent: Monday, May 9, 2022 4:45 PM

To: Lori

Goor <lorigoor@verizon.net>

Subject: City of Thousand Oaks Planning Commission Public Hearing Notice for May 23, 2022 for 21-70214
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Hi,

You had expressed interest the subject item, and the Public Hearing Notice is attached.

Thank You,

Senior Recording Secretary
Community Development Department
City of Thousand Oaks

(805) 449-2312

W ‘.-,'.i"r
sy

Oaks

C;I}' nl' > -r'.. \
T[H)Ll."ﬁil”d

For information on services available at City Hall, visit www.toaks.org/cdd
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter IP3

COMMENTER: Rosangela Valerio-Dyszkant
DATE: May 10, 2022

Comment IP-3-1

The commenter asks how she would be able to attend this hearing/meeting and is there a Zoom
option.

Response IP-3-1

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment IP-3-2

The commenter states asks if there was a possibility of obtaining copies of the environmental report
before the hearing/meeting to see how our facility will be impacted by the noise/constructions/
environmental issues/traffic/road closures/delays etc.

Response IP-3-2

The Draft EIR is available on the City of Thousand Oaks’ website at: Environmental Impact | Thousand
Oaks, CA (toaks.org). Additionally, the Draft EIR document is also available at the public counter,
should any member of the public want to review the physical copy. City of Thousand Oaks decision
makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment IP-3-3

The commenter states they are having trouble getting information regarding this project.

Response IP-3-3

City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further
response is necessary. Nevertheless, the commenter was added to the interested parties list for the
project and on April 8, 2022, the City sent an email regarding the Notice of Availability, which included
a link where the Draft EIR is available: Environmental Impact | Thousand Oaks, CA (toaks.org). Also,
the Draft EIR document is also available at the public counter, should any member of the public want
to review the physical copy.
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LetterIP -4

LAW OFFICES

WILLIAM D. KOEHLER
WILLIAM D. KOEHLER, ESQ. A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION TELEPHONE
12522 MOORPARK STREET (818) 506-8322
SUITE 103
STUDIO CITY, CALIFORNIA 91604-1390 FACSIMILE
E-MAIL: wdklaw1@aol.com (818) 769-9438

May 23, 2012

Via Email Only: communitydevelopment@toaks.org

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Re: May 23, 2022 Planning Commission Meeting
Subject: Agenda ltem 8
Applicant:  IMT Capital V Hampshire V LLC

To The Honorable Planning Commission:

Thank you for allowing me to share my comments with you with respect to Agenda ltem 8
on this evening’s Planning Commission Agenda.

As a long time resident of the Conejo Valley, | have seen the property that is the subject of
this development sit vacant. Not only has this non-productive piece of land not generated
additional income to the City via sales tax, gas tax, etc., but has been a noticeable scar
upon the landscape of the City for far too long.

| have carefully reviewed the application of IMT Capital V Hampshire LLC to develop a
mixed use and multi family residential development on the former K-Mart site. While |
believe that this is an appropriate project for this site, and would support this Agenda ltem,
| can anticipate that the most vocal opposition would be that of increased traffic, as that
seems to be the go to opposition for most new developments in the Conejo Valley for a
number of years.

While very sensitive to the potential concerns regarding increased traffic, after carefully
looking at this project, | find it to be the type of development the community has been
looking for that would minimize offsite traffic, rather than increase traffic on our City streets.
In support of this position is the fact that this project would be developed as a “work-use”
development, which would allow residents to work on site rather than to drive to a
destination employer. The site would also include amenities such as a dog park which,
contrary to the dog parks in other local communities, the park is onsite, thereby dog owners
would not have to drive to an offsite destination to exercise their dog.
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Thousand Oaks Planning Commission

Re: May 23, 2022 Planning Commission Meeting
May 23, 2022

Page 2

As we are all well aware of the State’s ongoing mandate for cities to create more housing,
this development would provide 420 units, including 50 affordable units, thereby creating
more opportunities for individuals working in the Conejo Valley to be able to live in close IP-4-4

proximity to their employment, and enjoy the wonderful amenities that exist from living inthe
Conejo Valley.

| urge the Planning Commission to support this Agenda ltem 8, and adopt the

recommendation contained in the staff report. IP-4.5

| thank you for your consideration of this request.

Very truly-yours,

WILLIAM D. KOEHLER

Board Member Greater Conejo Valley Chamber of Commerce,
and Former Planning Commissioner, City Councilman, and
Mayor - City of Agoura Hills

WDK/st
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter IP4

COMMENTER: William D. Koehler
DATE: May 23, 2022

Comment IP-4-1

The commenter provides statement concerning the vacant site.

Response IP-4-1

This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental
analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider
all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment IP-4-2

The commenter provides statement that the most vocal opposition would be for increased traffic.

Response IP-4-2

As stated in Section 4.14, Transportation and Traffic, of the Draft EIR there would not be traffic
impacts associated with development of the proposed project and mitigation measures would not be
required.

Comment IP-4-3

The commenter provides statement regarding the positive benefits of the site, by providing jobs and
a dog park on-site thereby reducing traffic.

Response IP-4-3

Comment noted. Because traffic congestion is no longer a CEQA impact under SB 743, this comment
does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the environmental analysis or
conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider all
comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment IP-4-4

The commenter provides statement regarding the positive benefits of the site by adding more housing
for the area.

Response IP-4-4

Comment noted. This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the
environmental analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision
makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Comment IP-4-5

The commenter urges the Planning Commission to support the project.
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Response IP-4-5

Comment noted. This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the
environmental analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision
makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.
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From: Maria Sarmiento <maria@mitchtsailaw.com>

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2022 10:25 AM

To: Carlos Contreras; City Clerk's Office

Cc: Mitchell Tsai; Jason Cohen; Hind Baki; Rebekah Youngblood; Brandon Young; Steven
Thong; Malou Reyes

Subject: SWRCC - [City of Thousand Oaks, T.O. Ranch Project, 325 & 391 Hampshire Road] - PRA
Request and Notice List Request

Attachments: 20220513_T.O.Ranch_FollowUpPRArequest.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the
sender and know the content is safe.

Good Morning,

Attached please find our follow-up public records act request regarding the above mentioned project in the City of
Thousand Oaks. This PRA Request also includes a request to be placed on the Advanced Notice and Interested Parties
List for this project.

0-1-1

Please confirm receipt of this email and its attachment.
Thank you.

Maria Sarmiento

Paralegal

Mitchell M. Tsai, Attorney At Law
139 South Hudson Avenue Suite 200
Pasadena, CA 91101

Phone: (626) 314-3821

Fax: (626) 389-5414

Email: maria@mitchtsailaw.com

Website: http://www.mitchtsailaw.com

#% Our Office Has Recently Moved. Please Note New Mailing Address **#*

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail transmission, and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages
accompanying it, may contain confidential information that is legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, or a
person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution
or use of any of the information contained in or attached to this message is STRICTLY PROHIBITED and may violate
applicable laws including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you have received this transmission in error, please
immediately notify us by reply e-mail at maria@mitchtsailaw.com ot by telephone at (626) 381-9248 and destroy the original
transmission and its attachments without reading them or saving them to disk. Thank you.
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Ph: (626) 381-9248 @ 139 South Hudson Avenue

Fx: (620) 389-5414 Mitchell M. Tsai Suite 200
Em: info@mitchtsailaw.com Attorney At Law Pasadena, California 91101
VIA E-MAIL
May 13, 2022

Carlos Contreras

Senior Planner

City of Thousand Oaks

2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Em: ccontreras@toaks.org

Cynthia Rodriguez

City Clerk

City of Thousand Oaks

2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Em: cityclerk@toaks.org

RE: Public Records Act and Mailing List Request Regarding T.O
Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Development 325
& 391 Hampshire Road (SCH#: 2021120559).

Dear Carlos Contreras and Cynthia Rodriguez,

A
On behalf of Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters (“SWRCC” or “Southwest

Carpenters”) and its members, this Office requests that the City of Thousand Oaks
(“City”) provide any and all information referring or related to the T.O Ranch Mixed-
Use and Multi-Family Residential Development 325 & 391 Hampshire Road
(“Project”) pursuant to the California Public Records Act (“PRA”), Cal. Government

(“Gov’t”) Code §§ 6250-6270 (collectively “PRA Request”). 0.1.1

Moreover, SWRCC requests that City provide notice for any and all notices referring cont'd
or related to the Project issued under the California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA”), Cal Public Resources Code (“PRC”) § 21000 ef seq, and the California
Planning and Zoning Law (“Planning and Zoning Law”), Cal. Gov’t Code {§

65000-65010. California Public Resources Code Sections 21092.2, and 21167(f) and
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City of Thousand Oaks - T.O Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Development 325 & 391 Hampshire Road
May 13, 2022

Page 2 of 7

Government Code Section 65092 require agencies to mail such notices to any person

who has filed a written request for them with the clerk of the agency’s governing body.

The Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters is a labor union representing more
than 50,000 union carpenters in six states, including California, and has a strong
interest in well-ordered land use planning and addressing the environmental impacts of

development projects, such as the Project.

I. PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUEST.

Southwest Carpenters is requesting any and all information referring or related to the
Project dating after October 9th, 2020.

The Public Records Act defines the term “public record” broadly as “any writing
containing information relating to the conduct of the public’s business . . . regardless
of physical form and characteristics.” Gov’t Code § 6252(d). “Records” includes all
communications relating to public business regardless of physical form or
characteristics, including but not limited to any writing, picture, sound, or symbol,
whether paper, magnetic, electronic, text, other media, or written verification of any
oral communication. Included in this request are any references in any appointment
calendars and applications, phone records, or text records. These “records” are to
include, but are not limited to correspondences, e-mails, reports, letters,
memorandums, and communications by any employee or elected official of City

concerning the Project.

Please include in your response to this request the following examples of “records,” as
well as any similar physical or electronic forms of communication: any form of writing
such as correspondence, electronic mail records (“email”), legal and factual
memoranda, facsimiles, photographs, maps, videotapes, film, data, reports, notes,
audiotapes, or drawings. Cal. Government Code § 6252(g) (defining a writing to
including “any record thereby created, regardless of the manner in which the record
has been stored”). Responsive correspondence should include, inter alia, emails, text
messages, or any other form of communication regardless of whether they were sent
or received on public or privately-owned electronic devices “relating to the conduct of
the public’s business.” Cal. Government Code § 6252(e); Citizens for Ceres v. Super. Ct.
(“Ceres”) (2013) 217 Cal. App. 4th 889, 909; Citizens for Open Gov't v. City of Lodi
(“Lodi”) (2012) 205 Cal.App.4th 296, 307, 311; City of San Jose v. Superior Court (2017) 2
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City of Thousand Oaks - T.O Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Development 325 & 391 Hampshire Road
May 13, 2022

Page 3 of 7

Cal. 5th 608, 625 (finding that a public employee or officet’s “writings about public
business are not excluded” from the California Public Records Act “simply because

they have been sent, received, or stored in a personal account.”) .

This Office requests any and all information referring or related to the Project from
after October 9th, 2020, including but not limited to:

(1) All Project application materials;

(2)  All staff reports and related documents prepared by the City with
respect to its compliance with the substantive and procedural
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, Public
Resources Code § 21000 et seq., and the CEQA Guidelines, title 14,
California Code of Regulations, § 15000 et seq. (collectively
“CEQA”) and with respect to the action on the Project;

(3)  All staff reports and related documents prepared by the City and
written testimony or documents submitted by any person relevant
to any findings or statement of overriding considerations adopted
by the agency pursuant to CEQA;

(4)  Any transcript or minutes of the proceedings at which the
decisionmaking body of the City heard testimony on, or considered
any environmental document on, the Project, and any transcript or
minutes of proceedings before any advisory body to the public
agency that were presented to the decisionmaking body prior to

action on the environmental documents or on the Project;

(5)  All notices issued by the City to comply with CEQA or with any

other law governing the processing and approval of the Project;

(6)  All written comments received in response to, or in connection
with, environmental documents prepared for the Project, including

responses to the notice of preparation;

(7)  All written evidence or correspondence submitted to, or
transferred from, the City with respect to compliance with CEQA
or with respect to the Project;
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City of Thousand Oaks - T.O Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Development 325 & 391 Hampshire Road
May 13, 2022
Page 4 of 7
(8) Any proposed decisions or findings submitted to the
decisionmaking body of the City by its staff, or the Project

proponent, Project opponents, or other persons;

(9)  The documentation of the final City decision and approvals,
including the final environmental impact report, mitigated negative
declaration, negative declaration, or notice of exemption, and all
documents, in addition to those referenced in paragraph (3), cited
or relied on in the findings or in a statement of overriding
considerations adopted pursuant to CEQA;

(10) Any other written materials relevant to the public agency's
compliance with CEQA or to its decision on the merits of the
Project, including the initial study, any drafts of any environmental
document, or portions thereof, that have been released for public
review, and copies of studies or other documents relied upon in any
environmental document prepared for the Project and either made
available to the public during the public review period or included
in the City 's files on the Project, and all internal agency
communications, including staff notes and memoranda related to
the Project or to compliance with CEQA; and

(11) The full written record before any inferior administrative
decisionmaking body whose decision was appealed to a superior
administrative decisionmaking body prior to the filing of any
litigation.

Please respond within 10 days from the date you receive this request as to whether
this request specifies identifiable records not exempt from disclosure under the PRA
or otherwise privileged or confidential, and are therefore subject to disclosure. This
Office understands that this time may be extended up to 14 days for unusual
circumstances as provided by Cal. Government Code § 6253(c), and that we will be
notified of any extension and the reasons justifying it.

We request that you provide all documents in electronic format and waive any and all
fees associated with this Request. SWRCC is a community-based organization. Please
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City of Thousand Oaks - T.O Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Development 325 & 391 Hampshire Road
May 13, 2022

Page 5 of 7

notify and obtain express approval from this Office before incurring any duplication

COSts.

If any of the above requested documents are available online, please provide us with
the URL web address at which the documents may be downloaded. If anv of the

requested documents are retained by the City in electronic computer-readable format

such as PDF (portable document format), please provide us with pdf copies of the

documents via email, or inform us of the location at which we can copy these

documents electronically.

In preparing your response, please bear in mind that you have an obligation under
Government Code section 6253.1 to (1) identity all records and information
responsive to our request or the purpose of our request; (2) describe the information
technology and physical location in which the records exist; and (3) provide
suggestions for overcoming any practical basis for denying access to the records or

information sought.

In responding to this request, please bear in mind that any exemptions from disclosure
you may believe to be applicable are to be narrowly construed. Marken v. Santa Monica-
Malibu Unif. Sch. Dist. (2012) 202 Cal. App. 4th 1250,1262; and may be further
narrowed or eliminated by the adoption of Proposition 59, which amended article I,
section 3(b)(2) of the California Constitution to direct that any “statute ... or other
authority ... [that] limits the right of access” to “information concerning the conduct of

the people’s business” must be “narrowly construed.”

As for any records that you nonetheless decline to produce on the grounds of an
exemption, please bear in mind that the case law under the Public Records Act
imposes a duty on you to distinguish between the exempt and the non-exempt portion
of any such records, and to attempt in good faith to redact the exempt portion and to

disclose the balance of such documents.

Please bear in mind further that should you choose to withhold any document from
disclosure, you have a duty under Government Code section 6255, subd. () to “justify
withholding any record by demonstrating that the record in question is exempt under
express provisions” of the Public Records Act or that “the public interest served by
not disclosing the record clearly outweighs the public interest served by disclosure of
the record.”
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Finally, please note that you must retain and not destroy any and all records,
notwithstanding any local record retention or document destruction policies. As the
Court noted in Golden Door Properties, LLC v. Superior Court of San Diego County (2020) 53
Cal.App.5th 733 that a public agency “must retain ‘[a]ll written evidence or
correspondence submitted to, or transferred from’ . .. with respect to” CEQA

compliance or “with respect to the project.”

II. NOTICE LIST REQUEST.

We also ask that you put this Office on its notice list for any and all notices issued
under the CEQA and the Planning and Zoning Law.

In particular, we request that City send by mail or electronic mail notice of any and all
actions or hearings related to activities undertaken, authorized, approved, permitted,
licensed, or certified by the City and any of its subdivision for the Project, or
supported, in whole or in part, through permits, contracts, grants, subsidies, loans, or

other forms of approvals, actions or assistance, including but not limited to the

tfollowing:

o Notices of any public hearing held in connection with the Project;
as well as

o Any and all notices prepared pursuant to CEQA, including but not
limited to:

o Notices of determination that an Environmental Impact Report
(“EIR”) or supplemental EIR is required for a project, prepared
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.4;

o Notices of availability of an EIR or a negative declaration for a
project prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152
and Section 15087 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations;

o Notices of approval or determination to carry out a project,
prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 or any
other provision of law;

o Notice of approval or certification of any EIR or negative

declaration prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21152 or any other provision of law;
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o Notice of exemption from CEQA prepared pursuant to Public
Resources Code section 21152 or any other provision of law; and

o Notice of any Final EIR prepared pursuant to CEQA.

This Office is requesting notices of any approvals or public hearings under CEQA and | 0-1-1
the California Planning and Zoning Law. This request is filed pursuant to California cont'd
Public Resources Code Sections 21092.2, and 21167(f) and Government Code Section
65092 requiring agencies to mail such notices to any person who has filed a written

request for them with the clerk of the agency’s governing body.

Please send notice by regular and electronic mail to:

Mitchell M. Tsai, Attorney At Law
139 South Hudson Avenue

Suite 200

Pasadena, California 91101

Em: mitch@mitchtsailaw.com

Em: jason@mitchtsailaw.com

Em: brandon@mitchtsailaw.com
Em: hind@mitchtsailaw.com

Em: info@mitchtsailaw.com

Em: steven@mitchtsailaw.com

Em: malou@mitchtsailaw.com

Em: rebekah@mitchtsailaw.com

Em: maria@mitchtsailaw.com

We look forward to working with you. If you have any questions or concerns, please
do not hesitate to contact our Office.

Sincerely,

Mitchell M. Tsai
Attorneys for Southwest Regional Council

of Carpenters
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter O-1

COMMENTER: Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters (SWRCC)
DATE: May 13, 2022

Comment O-1-1

The commenter states CEQA case law. The commenter also states that the attached email constitutes
a records request for the proposed project as well as a request to be placed on an Advanced Notice
and Interested Parties List for the proposed project.

The commenter submits any and all information referring to or related to the proposed project under
the California Public Records Act. This request includes all information related to the proposed
project, particularly: all project information and application materials, CEQA related documents and
technical reports, CEQA and City of Thousand Oaks notices, staff reports and public meeting minutes
as well as transcripts, written correspondence and email communications, phone and text records,
project findings, and City County decisions and approvals. The commenter requests any website links
associated with the proposed project. The commenter also requests all notices files per CEQA
regulations.

Response O-1-1

The Draft EIR is available on the City of Thousand Oaks’ website at: Environmental Impact | Thousand
Oaks, CA (toaks.org). Also, the Draft EIR document is also available at the public counter, should any
member of the public want to review the physical copy. Additionally, these comments do not contain
any substantive comments or questions about the environmental analysis or conclusions contained
in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision makers will consider all comments on the proposed
project. No further response is necessary.

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-94
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May 19, 2022

Chair David Newman

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Re: T.O. Ranch Project — Support
Dear Chair Newman and Planning Commissioners,

On behalf of the 800 members of the Greater Conejo Valley Chamber of Commerce, | am
writing in support of the T.O. Ranch project proposed by IMT. Attached to this letter you will
find a packet of additional letters from many local employers also expressing their support for
the T.0. Ranch Project.

This project is a high priority for the Chamber of Commerce. As the City of Thousand Oaks
continues expanding the biotech cluster in the Rancho Conejo area, potential employers have
communicated two things Thousand Oaks is lacking: market rate “workforce” housing and a
downtown. The young professionals who would likely comprise the workforce of these
companies need market rate housing to live in and a downtown to enjoy.

IMT is proposing an excellent project to help meet both of these needs. Their site on
Hampshire Road is a short walk from Thousand Oaks Blvd. The area surrounding City Hall has
already been identified by city leaders as the site for a downtown with the Campus Master Plan
recently identified as one of the city’s top priorities. This project would place more residents in
close proximity to that future downtown.

The project is comprised of 420 units, including 50 affordable units that will provide a
significant amount of “workforce” housing ranging from studios to 4-bedroom townhomes and
7 live/work units. In the 6th Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) cycle, Thousand Oaks
needs to plan for 2,621 housing units, 544 of which must be for low income or very low income
residents.

The site of T.O. Ranch has been a vacant lot for decades. IMT is taking one of the most
dilapidated sites in our city and turning it into a beautiful community. This site was one of 6
sites within the city designated as “opportunity sites” in the Economic Development Strategic
Plan.

Let’s take this opportunity and approve the proposal by IMT to develop T.0. Ranch.

Sincerely,

Danielle Borja, MBA

President/CEO
Greater Conejo Valley Chamber of Commerce

600 Hampshire Road # 200 « Westlake Village, CA 91361
T: (805) 370-0035 « F: (805) 370-1083 * conejochamber.org
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AMGEN

Amgen Inc.

1 Amgen Center Dr.
Thousand Oaks, CA. 91320
Www.amgen.com

May 23, 2022

Chair David Newman

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Re: Thousand Oaks Planning Commission Meeting: Amgen’s Statement in Support of the T.O Ranch Project and
Mixed-Use Properties

Dear Chair Newman and Commissioners,

More than 40 years ago, Amgen’s entrepreneurial founders established their new biotechnology headquarters in
what was then the small town of Thousand Oaks. These visionary scientists believed that this community was an
ideal place to get their growing business off the ground as it would offer employees a high-quality location to live,
work and raise their families. We are proud of how Thousand Oaks and the surrounding towns have grown over
the years.

As a large recruiter of top talent from around the world and across multiple disciplines, a vital factor in deciding
where to locate offices is the availability of a wide variety of housing, entertainment, and recreation options for our
employees. We also strive to be located in communities in which inclusiveness is valued and our team members
can feel a true sense of belonging regardless of backgrounds.

Mixed-use housing provides opportunities for all levels of employment including those wanting to put down roots
in our wonderful community.

Amgen supports the community as it continues to grow, and we support innovative projects that will make this
town a vibrant place for all walks of life from around the world.

Sincerely,

Steve Anderson
Executive Director, Site Lead
Amgen Thousand Oaks
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HYATT
REGENCY

May 13, 2022

City of Thousand Oaks

Attn: Planning Commission

2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard
Thousand QOaks, California 91362

RE: Thousand Oaks Ranch Project

Dear Planning Commission:

As William S. Burroughs said, “When stop growing you start dying” and nowhere are these
words for apropos than in the city of Thousand Oaks. As the future success of our city hangs on
the viability of a best-in-class biotech corridor, with hundreds of millions of dollars already
invested, it is imperative we offer attractive and affordable housing options to those working in
this sector.

This additional housing will benefit all businesses, including the vital hospitality industry, by
creating more demand for our goods and services.

Approving this mixed-use development with many offsetting carbon footprint initiatives and fifty
affordable housing units on a lot that has been vacant for decades would be a step in the right
direction; breathing new life and vitality into Thousand Oaks and allowing us to grow our fine city
thoughtfully and strategically. It has the full support of Hyatt Regency Westlake.

Director of Sales and Marketing

cc: Danielle Borja
Adam Haverstock

HYATTREGENCY WESTLARKE PLAZA SR South Westlake T T-1805557 1234
Villnge, CA 81561 F-1805

2-97



A

May 20, 2022

Chair David Newman

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Re: T.O. Ranch Project — Support
Dear Chair Newman and Commissioners,

On behalf of Westlake Village BioPartners, | am writing this letter of support for the T.O. Ranch project
proposed by IMT on Hampshire Road. Westlake Village BioPartners is the leader in early stage venture
capital for many of the start-ups that are expanding in the Thousand Oaks biotech hub, most recently
Capsida Biotherapeutics in 2021.

While the Thousand Oaks biotech hub is poised for continued growth, lack of local workforce housing
continues to be a substantial challenge to attract the high quality talent these start-ups need. The T.0O.
Ranch project will provide 420 modern housing units that will be attractive to biotech professionals with
close proximity to Rancho Conejo.

We urge you to prioritize housing projects like T.O. Ranch that will lead to economic development in the
biotech sector, which continues to be one of the city’s top 10 goals.

Sincerely,

==

Sean Harper, M.D.
Managing Director
Westlake Village BioPartners
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NewMark Merrill
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Woodland Hills, CA 91367
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NewMark Merrill

COMPANIES

May 16, 2022

Chair David Newman

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Re: T.0. Ranch Project — Support
Dear Chair Newman and Commissioners,

On behalf of NewMark Merrill and the Janss Marketplace, | am writing this letter of support for the
T.0. Ranch project at 325 Hampshire Road. The Janss Marketplace has been a longtime fixture in
the community and witnessed many chapters of change in Thousand Oaks over the past six
decades.

While the Janss Marketplace as a property has continued to evolve over the years, one of our main
challenges continues to be lack of housing for our local workforce. The long-term slow growth
approach in Thousand Oaks has resulted in a negative population growth that effects of both the
workforce and our local consumer population.

T.0. Ranch is a well-designed project that will bring 420 new housing units and create a village-like
feel with the addition of dining and retail. The project has prioritized both sustainability and
affordable housing as significant community benefits. It will offer a wide range of options from
studios to 4-bedrooms townhomes that will make it easier to retain local employees including in
the retail sector.

Sincerely,
DocuSigned by:
54556C92D2D1416...

Sandy Sigal

President and Chief Executive Officer

NewMark Merrill Companies
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May 23, 2022

Chair David Newman

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Re: T.0.Ranch Project — Support
Dear Chair Newman and Commissioners,

On behalf of Takeda, a major employer in Thousand Oaks, | am writing in support of the T.0. Ranch project
proposed by IMT on Hampshire Road. Last year, Takeda broke ground on a new 15,000 square foot
manufacturing facility to grow its portfolio of treatments for rare diseases and renovate an existing 14,000

square foot manufacturing space; a $126 million investment in our Thousand Oaks campus.

As we work to expand our footprint, one of the biggest challenges continues to be the lack of available
workforce housing. The T.O. Ranch project fills a critical need with 420 modern housing units that will be

attractive to biotech professionals with close proximity to Rancho Conejo.

As a global company, Takeda has a strong commitment to sustainability and is pleased that IMT has
prioritized a wide variety of green initiatives including solar, water conservation and electronic charging
systems. These are the types of projects that will make it easier to retain and attract the talent we need for

biotech in the Conejo Valley.
Sincerely,
Katherine Harbeston

Communication Strategy Lead

Takeda Pharmaceutical Company Limited
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Mailing Address:

Key Pd: Nnte 5627 Kanan Road #244

Agoura Hills CA 91301
ASSET MANAGEMENT 818-706-9479

May 18, 2022

Chair David Newman

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Re: T.O. Ranch Project — Support
Dear Chair Newman and Commissioners,

I am writing in support of the T.O. Ranch project proposed by IMT on behalf of Key Pointe
Asset Management, Inc that has managed the Gate One building on Townsgate Road for five years. It is
a large commercial property whose sixteen tenants include several major local employers.

The lack of local workforce housing has a direct impact on our tenants and their employees. T.0.
Ranch is an opportunity to take a vacant lot and bring 420 new housing units in close proximity to jobs
in Thousand Oaks providing both economic and environmental benefits.

In addition to the housing units, 15,000 sq. ft. of dining and retail will create a vibrant village-
like feel for both residents and community members to enjoy. The project has prioritized sustainability
and 50 affordable housing units as significant community benefits. These are the types of projects that
will make it easier to retain and attract the talent we need for our local businesses to thrive.

It is a substantial project on a parcel that has been vacant for decades and will be a huge win for
the business community.

Sincesely, W’WJF
% ~President
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May 19, 2022

Chair David Newman

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Re: T.O. Ranch Project — Support
Dear Chair Newman and Commissioners,

On behalf of Capsida Biotherapeutics, | am writing this letter of support for the T.0. Ranch project
proposed by IMT on Hampshire Road. Capsida is a gene therapy startup company developing therapies
for rare and common diseases. We are located in Thousand Oaks and pride ourselves on being part of
the biotech ecosystem here in the Conejo Valley. We continue to grow and currently have ~150
employees in specialized roles such as Research and Manufacturing.

One of the biggest challenges facing the business community in the City of Thousand Oaks is the lack of
housing for our local workforce. This is causing our employees to live in other communities which also
leads to longer commutes. Not only is this a burden on our employees, but it contributes to traffic and
environmental issues.

T.0. Ranch is a beautiful project that will bring a large number of new housing units and create a village
like feel with the addition of dining and retail. The project has prioritized both sustainability and
affordable housing as significant community benefits. These are the types of projects that will make it
easier to retain and attract the talent we need for the growing biotech hub in Rancho Conejo.

Recruiting top-tier individuals for critical scientific and technical roles is challenging. Capsida can better
succeed at hiring and bringing talent to our biotech community if there are affordable, attractive,

convenient housing options.

| urge you to approve the T.0. Ranch Project and help support the businesses and future residents of
Thousand Oaks.

Sincerely,
Jessica Mclntyre

VP Business Operations
Capsida Biotherapeutics, Inc
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May 19, 2022

Chair David Newman

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Re: T.0. Ranch Project — Support
Dear Chair Newman and Commissioners,

On behalf of Oaks Christian School, | am writing this letter of support for the T.0. Ranch project
proposed by IMT at 325 Hampshire Road. Qaks Christian School is currently home to a middle and high
school campus serving over 1500 students. Most recently, the Board of Trustees approved the
expansion to become a full-fledged TK-12 school and this expansion will lead to both a larger student
population and a larger staff.

One of the biggest challenges locally to accommodate a growing workforce is the lack of housing. The
T.0. Ranch project will provide 420 housing units that will be attractive to staff that Oaks Christian
School is looking to both retain and attract and less than 2 miles from our campus.

Let’s take this opportunity to turn a vacant lot into an attractive mixed-use project that our community
can be proud of. The project has prioritized both sustainability and 50 affordable housing units as
significant community benefits. These are the types of projects that will make it easier to retain and
attract the talent we need for education in Conejo Valley.

| urge you to approve the T.0. Ranch Project that will benefit businesses and residents alike.

Sincerely,

Robert T. Black

President / Head of School
Oaks Christian School
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May 18, 2022

Chair David Newman

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd

Thousand Qaks, CA 91362

Re: T.0. Ranch Project — Support
Dear Chair Newman and Commissioners,

As a business owner in Agoura Hills and a resident of Thousand Oaks, | am writing this letter of support
for the T.0. Ranch project by IMT. TechAhead empowers start-ups, businesses, and corporations to
leverage the power of technalogy for growth, including mabile and web app development.

As part of the Conejo Valley business community, lack of housing continues to be a considerable
challenge for our local workforce especially for our young professionals. T.O. Ranch is an opportunity to
take a vacant lot and create a beautiful mixed-use project with housing solutions ranging from studio
apartments to 4-bedroom townhouses.

It's a well-designed project that will create a community feel with the addition of dining, retail and even
a dog park. The project has prioritized sustainability and will include 50 affordable housing units, both
substantial community benefits. These are the types of projects that will make it easier to retain local
employees and homegrown talent including in the technology sector.

Sincerely,

Vikas Kaushik
CEO

TechAhead
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PEPPERDINE

Office of the Senior Vice Chancellor

May 17, 2022

Chair David Newman

Thousand Oaks Planning Commission
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Re: T.O. Ranch Project — Support
Dear Chair Newman and Commissioners,

As a local area resident and member of the business community, | support the T.O. Ranch
project located at 325 Hampshire Road.

This former Kmart site has been vacant for more than two decades and T.0. Ranch is an ideal
model of the type of project envisioned for the site. Currently, our population as a city and a
county is declining, impacting labor for our local workforce. With economic growth in Thousand
Oaks coming from the biotech sector, additional housing will benefit our existing and future
businesses. These professionals want attractive housing options, and yet not everyone wants or
can afford a single-family home. With more than 420 apartments and townhomes, 50 of which
are affordable housing units, the T.O. Ranch project will provide the housing needed to attract
and retain our local workforce. On a personal note, | am pleased that the project includes
extensive green initiatives, including LEED building certification, EV charging stations, rooftop
solar, and native landscaping.

Thank you in advance for your consideration qQf this important project.

Best regards,

Rick M. Gibson
Senior Vice Chancellor
Pepperdine University

24255 Pacific Coast Highway | Malibu, CA 90263-4125

Pepperdine University |
310.506.4125 | pepperdine.edu 2-105



City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter O-2

COMMENTER: Greater Conejo Valley Chamber of Commerce
DATE: May 19, 2022

Comment O-2-1

The commenter states that the ten attached letters as well as the 800 members of the Greater Conejo
Valley Chamber of Commerce are in support of the proposed project since it would add to the City of
Thousand Oaks’ business and residential growth.

Response O-2-1

Comment noted. This comment does not contain any substantive comments or questions about the
environmental analysis or conclusions contained in the Draft EIR. City of Thousand Oaks decision
makers will consider all comments on the proposed project. No further response is necessary.

Final Environmental Impact Report 2-106



May 23, 2022
Via Email

Carlos Contreras, Senior Planner
Planning Division

City of Thousand Oaks

2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
ccontreras(@toaks.org

Re: Comment on Draft Environmental Impact Report, Thousand Oaks (T.O.)
Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project
(SCH 2021120559)

Dear Mr. Contreras:

I am writing on behalf of Supporters Alliance for Environmental Responsibility
(“SAFER”) regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR”) prepared for the
Thousand Oaks (T.0.) Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment
Project (SCH 2021120559), including all actions related or referring to the demolition of
existing buildings on the site and the development of an 841,153 square foot site with 420
residential units, 15,000 square feet of commercial uses, 203,172 square feet of open space
and amenities, surface parking, and two subterranean parking structures, located at 325 and
391 Hampshire Road in the City of Thousand Oaks (“Project”).

A Draft Environmental Impact Report was released on April 8, 2022 and made
available for public comment until May 23, 2022. As of the date of this letter, a Final EIR
has not been issued. Yet the City’s May 23, 2022 Planning Commission Agenda Item 8.A
provides that the Planning Commission will be holding a hearing and potentially voting to
approve the Project despite the fact that the EIR has not been finalized and certified.
Apprving any aspect of the Project before the City has certified the EIR would violate
CEQA. Doing so would violate CEQA. (Pub. Res. Code §21091(f); CEQA Guidelines
§15074(d); Citizens for Responsible Government v. City of Albany (1997) 56 Cal.App.4th
1199.)

0-3-1

Even though additional approvals may be required, CEQA review is required prior to
the first agency approval of a project, when the agency commits itself to a definite course of
action. (Save Tara v. City of West Hollywood (2008) 45 Cal. 4th 116, 137-138.) If the City | O-3-2
were to approve the Project prior to completing CEQA review, a court would be required to
rescind the Project approval. “[TThe public must be given an adequate opportunity to ¥
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comment on that presentation before the decision to go forward is made.” (Vineyard Area
Citizens for Responsible Growth, Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 40 Cal.4th 412, 449-
450.) “[S]ubstantial rather than complete compliance with CEQA-mandated notice
procedures [is] an abuse of discretion requiring vacating of the administrative decision.”
(Environmental Protection Information Center, Inc. v. Johnson (1985) 170 Cal. App. 3d 604,
622.) Accordingly, approving any aspect of the Project prior to certification of the EIR
violates CEQA.

0-3-2
cont'd

In addition, after reviewing the DEIR, we conclude that the DEIR fails as an
informational document and fails to impose all feasible mitigation measures to reduce the
Project’s impacts. SAFER requests that the Planning Division address these shortcomings in
a revised draft environmental impact report and recirculate it prior to considering approvals
for the Project. 0-3-3

We reserve the right to supplement these comments during review of the Final EIR
for the Project and at public hearings concerning the Project. Galante Vineyards v. Monterey
Peninsula Water Management Dist., 60 Cal. App. 4th 1109, 1121 (1997).

Sincerely,
/;/ 5."/’_‘___________:__. —
/o
Rebecca Davis
Lozeau Drury LLP
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Letter O-3

COMMENTER: Lozeau Drury for Supporters Alliance for Environmental Responsibility (“SAFER”)
DATE: May 23, 2022

Comment O-3-1

The commenter presents the dates that the Draft EIR was released for public review and comment.
The commenter cites CEQA case laws. The commenter states that the City of Thousand Oaks’ agenda
for the May 23, 2022, Planning Commission meeting states that the Planning Commission would be
voting to approve the proposed project. The commenter also states that project approval by the
Planning Commission prior to finalizing and certifying the proposed project EIR would violate CEQA.

Response O-3-1

These comments have been noted. The Planning Commission meeting for May 23, 2022 has been
continued to June 8, 2022. The commenter incorrectly states that the Planning Commission will
approve the project. Instead, in its advisory capacity, the Planning Commission will provide a
recommendation to City Council who will make the final decision on the project and certify the Final
EIR. This Final EIR has been prepared in compliance with CEQA and has been submitted to and
reviewed by the City Council prior to its certification.

Comment O-3-2

The commenter states CEQA review is required prior to the first agency approval of a project, when
the agency commits itself to a definite course of action. (Save Tara v. City of West Hollywood (2008)
45 Cal. 4th 116, 137-138.) If the City were to approve the Project prior to completing CEQA review, a
court would be required to rescind the Project approval. “[Tlhe public must be given an adequate
opportunity to comment on that presentation before the decision to go forward is made.” The
commenter cites CEQA case law and notes that CEQA review is required prior to approval of any
aspect of the project.

Response O-3-2

These comments have been noted. The Planning Commission meeting for May 23, 2022 has been
continued to June 8, 2022. The commenter incorrectly states that the Planning Commission will
approve the project. Instead, in its advisory capacity, the Planning Commission will provide a
recommendation to City Council who will make the final decision on the project and certify the Final
EIR. This Final EIR has been prepared in compliance with CEQA and has been submitted to and
reviewed by the City Council prior to its certification.

Comment O-3-3

The commenter states that the Draft EIR fails as an informational document and fails to impose
feasible mitigation measures to reduce the proposed project impacts. The commenter requests that
a revised Draft EIR be prepared and recirculated prior to project approval, and cites CEQA case law
about preservation of the right to supplement comments during review of the Final EIR.
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City of Thousand Oaks Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR
T.0. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Redevelopment Project

Response O-3-3

These comments are noted. The Draft EIR with feasible mitigation measures to address potential
impacts is available on the City of Thousand Oaks’ website at: Environmental Impact | Thousand Oaks,
CA (toaks.org). Also, the Draft EIR document is also available at the public counter, should any
member of the public want to review the physical copy. The commenter provides no detail
whatsoever about potential impacts and thus does not provide a fair argument._No revisions of the
Draft EIR are needed to address this comment and no further response is necessary.
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VIA E-MAIL

Letter O-4
May 23, 2022

Carlos Contreras, Senior Planner
City of Thousand Oaks

2100 Thousand Oaks Boulevard
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Em: ccontreras(@toaks.org

RE: City of Thousand Oaks, The T.O. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family
Residential Development Project DEIR Comment Letter

Dear Carlos Contreras,

On behalf of the Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters (“SWRCC” or “Southwest
Carpenters”), my Office is submitting these comments on the City of Thousand Oaks’
(“City” or “Lead Agency”) Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR”) for The
T.O. Ranch Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Residential Development Project (the
“Project”).

The Southwest Carpenters is a labor union representing more than 50,000 union
carpenters in six states and has a strong interest in well-ordered land use planning and

addressing the environmental impacts of development projects.

Individual members of the Southwest Carpenters live, work and recreate in the City
and surrounding communities and would be directly affected by the Project’s
environmental impacts.

The Southwest Carpenters expressly reserves the right to supplement these comments
at or prior to hearings on the Project, and at any later hearings and proceedings related
to this Project. California Government Code (“CGC”) § 65009(b); California Public
Resources Code (“PRC”) § 21177(a); Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control v. Bakersfield
(2004) 124 Cal.App.4th 1184, 1199-1203; see Galante 1 ineyards v. Monterey Water Dist.
(1997) 60 Cal.App.4th 1109, 1121.
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SWRCC incorporates by reference all comments raising issues regarding the EIR
submitted prior to certification of the EIR for the Project. Citizens for Clean Energy v City
of Woodland (2014) 225 Cal. App.4th 173, 191 (finding that any party who has objected
to the Project’s environmental documentation may assert any issue timely raised by
other parties).

Moreover, SWRCC requests that the Lead Agency provide notice for any and all
notices referring or related to the Project issued under the California Environmental
Quality Act (“CEQA”), PRC § 21000 ¢ seq, and the California Planning and Zoning
Law (“PZL”), CGC §§ 65000-65010. PRC §§ 21092.2, and 21167(f) and CGC § 65092
require agencies to mail such notices to any person who has filed a written request for

them with the clerk of the agency’s governing body.

The City should require the Applicant provide additional community benefits such as
requiring local hire and use of a skilled and trained workforce to build the Project. The
City should require the use of workers who have graduated from a Joint Labor
Management apprenticeship training program approved by the State of California, or
have at least as many hours of on-the-job experience in the applicable craft which
would be required to graduate from such a state approved apprenticeship training
program or who are registered apprentices in an apprenticeship training program
approved by the State of California.

Community benefits such as local hire and skilled and trained workforce requirements
can also be helpful to reduce environmental impacts and improve the positive
economic impact of the Project. Local hire provisions requiring that a certain
percentage of workers reside within 10 miles or less of the Project Site can reduce the
length of vendor trips, reduce greenhouse gas emissions and providing localized
economic benefits. Local hire provisions requiring that a certain percentage of workers
reside within 10 miles or less of the Project Site can reduce the length of vendor trips,
reduce greenhouse gas emissions and providing localized economic benefits. As

environmental consultants Matt Hagemann and Paul E. Rosenfeld note:

[A]ny local hire requirement that results in a decreased worker trip length
from the default value has the potential to result in a reduction of
construction-related GHG emissions, though the significance of the
reduction would vary based on the location and urbanization level of the

project site.
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March 8, 2021 SWAPE Letter to Mitchell M. Tsai re Local Hire Requirements and ‘

Considerations for Greenhouse Gas Modeling.

Skilled and trained workforce requirements promote the development of skilled trades
that yield sustainable economic development. As the California Workforce
Development Board and the UC Berkeley Center for Labor Research and Education
concluded:

.. . labor should be considered an investment rather than a cost — and
investments in growing, diversifying, and upskilling California’s
workforce can positively affect returns on climate mitigation efforts. In
other words, well trained workers are key to delivering emissions
reductions and moving California closer to its climate targets.'
Recently, on May 7, 2021, the South Coast Air Quality Management District found | 0-4-3
that the “[u]se of a local state-certified apprenticeship program or a skilled and trained cont'd

workforce with a local hire component” can result in air pollutant reductions.?

Cities are increasingly adopting local skilled and trained workforce policies and
requirements into general plans and municipal codes. For example, the City of
Hayward 2040 General Plan requires the City to “promote local hiring . . . to help
achieve a more positive jobs-housing balance, and reduce regional commuting, gas

consumption, and greenhouse gas emissions.”

In fact, the City of Hayward has gone as far as to adopt a Skilled Labor Force policy
into its Downtown Specific Plan and municipal code, requiring developments in its
Downtown area to requiring that the City “[c|ontribute to the stabilization of regional

construction markets by spurring applicants of housing and nonresidential

developments to require contractors to utilize apprentices from state-approved, joint '

! California Workforce Development Board (2020) Putting California on the High Road: A
Jobs and Climate Action Plan for 2030 at p. ii, available at https:/ /laborcenter.berkeley.edu/
wp-content/uploads/2020/09 /Putting-California-on-the-High-Road.pdf

2 South Coast Air Quality Management District (May 7, 2021) Certify Final Environmental
Assessment and Adopt Proposed Rule 2305 — Warehouse Indirect Source Rule —
Warehouse Actions and Investments to Reduce Emissions Program, and Proposed Rule
316 — Fees for Rule 2305, Submit Rule 2305 for Inclusion Into the SIP, and Approve
Supporting Budget Actions, available at http:/ /www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/
Agendas/Governing-Board /2021 /2021-May7-027.pdfrsfvrsn=10

3 City of Hayward (2014) Hayward 2040 General Plan Policy Document at p. 3-99, available at

https://www.hayward-ca.gov/sites/default/files/documents/General Plan FINAL.pdf.
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A

labor-management training programs, . . .”* In addition, the City of Hayward requires
all projects 30,000 square feet or larger to “utilize apprentices from state-approved,

joint labor-management training programs.”>

Locating jobs closer to residential areas can have significant environmental benefits. As
the California Planning Roundtable noted in 2008:

People who live and work in the same jurisdiction would be more likely
to take transit, walk, or bicycle to work than residents of less balanced
communities and their vehicle trips would be shorter. Benefits would
include potential reductions in both vehicle miles traveled and vehicle

hours traveled.®

In addition, local hire mandates as well as skill training are critical facets of a strategy
to reduce vehicle miles traveled. As planning experts Robert Cervero and Michael 0-4-3
Duncan noted, simply placing jobs near housing stock is insufficient to achieve VMT cont'd
reductions since the skill requirements of available local jobs must be matched to
those held by local residents.” Some municipalities have tied local hire and skilled and
trained workforce policies to local development permits to address transportation

issues. As Cervero and Duncan note:

In nearly built-out Berkeley, CA, the approach to balancing jobs and
housing is to create local jobs rather than to develop new housing.” The
city’s First Source program encourages businesses to hire local residents,
especially for entry- and intermediate-level jobs, and sponsors vocational
training to ensure residents are employment-ready. While the program is
voluntary, some 300 businesses have used it to date, placing more than
3,000 city residents in local jobs since it was launched in 1986. When

4 City of Hayward (2019) Hayward Downtown Specific Plan at p. 5-24, available at
https://www.hayward-ca.gov/sites/default/files/Hayward %20Downtown%o
20Specific%20Plan.pdf.

> City of Hayward Municipal Code, Chapter 10, § 28.5.3.020(C).

® California Planning Roundtable (2008) Deconstructing Jobs-Housing Balance at p. 6,

available at https:/ /cproundtable.org/static/media/uploads/publications/cpt-jobs-
housing.pdf.

7 Cervero, Robert and Duncan, Michael (2006) Which Reduces Vehicle Travel More: Jobs-

Housing Balance or Retail-Housing Mixing? Journal of the American Planning Association
72 (4), 475-490, 482, available at http:/ /reconnectingamerica.org/assets/Uploads/UTCT-

825.pdf.
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needed, these carrots are matched by sticks, since the city is not shy
about negotiating corporate participation in First Source as a condition

of approval for development permits.

The City should consider utilizing skilled and trained workforce policies and
requirements to benefit the local area economically and mitigate greenhouse gas, air

quality and transportation impacts.

The City should also require the Project to be built to standards exceeding the current
2019 California Green Building Code to mitigate the Project’s environmental impacts

and to advance progress towards the State of California’s environmental goals.

I. THE PROJECT WOULD BE APPROVED IN VIOLATION OF THE
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

A. Backeround Concerning the California Environmental Quality Act

CEQA has two basic purposes. First, CEQA is designed to inform decision makers
and the public about the potential, significant environmental effects of a project. 14
California Code of Regulations (“CCR” or “CEQA Guidelines™) § 15002(a)(1).® “Its
purpose is to inform the public and its responsible officials of the environmental
consequences of their decisions before they are made. Thus, the EIR ‘protects not only
the environment but also informed self-government.” [Citation.]” Citigens of Goleta
Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553, 564. The EIR has been described as
“an environmental ‘alarm bell” whose purpose it is to alert the public and its
responsible officials to environmental changes before they have reached ecological
points of no return.” Berkeley Keep Jets Over the Bay v. Bd. of Port Comme’rs. (2001) 91

Cal. App.4th 1344, 1354 (“Berkeley Jets”); County of Inyo v. Yorty (1973) 32 Cal. App.3d 795,
810.

Second, CEQA directs public agencies to avoid or reduce environmental damage when
possible by requiring alternatives or mitigation measures. CCR § 15002(2)(2) and (3).
See also, Berkeley Jets, 91 Cal. App.4th 1344, 1354; Citizens of Goleta 1 alley v. Board of
Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553; Laurel Heights Improvement Ass’n v. Regents of the University

® The CEQA Guidelines, codified in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, section
15000 ef seq, are regulatory guidelines promulgated by the state Natural Resources Agency
for the implementation of CEQA. (Cal. Pub. Res. Code § 21083.) The CEQA Guidelines

are given “great weight in interpreting CEQA except when . . . clearly unauthorized or
erroneous.” Center for Biological Diversity v. Department of Fish & Wildlife (2015) 62 Cal. 4th 204,
217.
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of California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376, 400. The EIR serves to provide public agencies and
the public in general with information about the effect that a proposed project is likely
to have on the environment and to “identify ways that environmental damage can be
avoided or significantly reduced.” CCR § 15002(a)(2). If the project has a significant
effect on the environment, the agency may approve the project only upon finding that
it has “eliminated or substantially lessened all significant effects on the environment
where feasible” and that any unavoidable significant effects on the environment are
“acceptable due to overriding concerns” specified in CEQA § 21081. CCR §
15092(b)(2)(A-B).

While the courts review an EIR using an “abuse of discretion” standard, “the

reviewing court is not to ‘uncritically rely on every study or analysis presented by a
project proponent in support of its position.” A ‘clearly inadequate or unsupported
study is entitled to no judicial deference.” Berkeley Jets, 91 Cal. App.4th 1344, 1355
(emphasis added) (quoting Laure/ Heights, 47 Cal.3d at 391, 409 fn. 12). Drawing this
line and determining whether the EIR complies with CEQA’s information disclosure
requirements presents a question of law subject to independent review by the courts.
Sterra Club v. Cnty. of Fresno (2018) 6 Cal.5th 502, 515; Madera Oversight Coalition, Inc. v.
County of Madera (2011) 199 Cal.App.4th 48, 102, 131. As the court stated in Berkeley Jets,
91 Cal.App.4th at 1355:

A prejudicial abuse of discretion occurs “if the failure to include
relevant information precludes informed decision-making and
informed public participation, thereby thwarting the statutory goals of
the EIR process.

The preparation and circulation of an EIR is more than a set of technical hurdles for
agencies and developers to overcome. The EIR’s function is to ensure that
government officials who decide to build or approve a project do so with a full
understanding of the environmental consequences and, equally important, that the
public is assured those consequences have been considered. For the EIR to serve these
goals it must present information so that the foreseeable impacts of pursuing the
project can be understood and weighed, and the public must be given an adequate
opportunity to comment on that presentation before the decision to go forward is
made. Commmunities for a Better Environment v. Richmond (2010) 184 Cal. App.4th 70, 80
(quoting 7neyard Area Citigens for Responsible Growth, Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007)
40 Cal.4th 412, 449—-450).
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B. CEQA Regquires Revision and Recirculation of an Environmental Impact

Report When Substantial Changes or New Information Comes to Light

To afford the public an opportunity to review and comment on an EIR, “[w]hen
significant new information is added to an environmental impact report after notice
has been given pursuant to Section 21092 ... but prior to certification, the public
agency shall give notice again pursuant to PRC § 21092, and consult again pursuant
to Sections 21104 and 21153 before certifying the environmental impact report” in
accordance with PRC § 21092.1. CCR § 15088.5.

Significant new information includes “changes in the project or environmental
setting as well as additional data or other information” that “deprives the public of a
meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect
of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a
teasible project alternative).” CCR § 15088.5(a). Examples of significant new
information requiring recirculation include “new significant environmental impacts

) ¢

from the project or from a new mitigation measure,” “substantial increase in the
severity of an environmental impact,” “feasible project alternative or mitigation
measure considerably different from others previously analyzed” as well as when “the
draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature

that meaningful public review and comment were precluded.” I4.

An agency has an obligation to recirculate an environmental impact report for public
notice and comment due to “significant new information” regardless of whether the
agency opts to include it in a project’s environmental impact report. Cadiz Land Co. v.
Rail Cyele (2000) 83 Cal.App.4th 74, 95 [finding that in light of a new expert report
disclosing potentially significant impacts to groundwater supply “the EIR should have
been revised and recirculated for purposes of informing the public and governmental
agencies of the volume of groundwater at risk and to allow the public and
governmental agencies to respond to such information.”]. If significant new
information was brought to the attention of an agency prior to certification, an agency
is required to revise and recirculate that information as part of the environmental

impact report.
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C. Due to the COVID-19 Cirisis, the City Must Adopt a Mandatory Finding
of Significance that the Project May Cause a Substantial Adverse Effect
on Human Beings and Mitigate COVID-19 Impacts.

CEQA requires that an agency make a finding of significance when a Project may
cause a significant adverse effect on human beings. PRC § 21083(b)(3); CCR §
15065(a)(4).

Public health risks related to construction work requires a mandatory finding of
significance under CEQA. Construction work has been defined as a Lower to High-
risk activity for COVID-19 spread by the Occupations Safety and Health
Administration. Recently, several construction sites have been identified as sources of
community spread of COVID-19.”

SWRCC recommends that the Lead Agency adopt additional CEQA mitigation
measures to mitigate public health risks from the Project’s construction activities.
SWRCC requests that the Lead Agency require safe on-site construction work
practices as well as training and certification for any construction workers on the

Project Site.

In particular, based upon SWRCC’s experience with safe construction site work
practices, SWRCC recommends that the Lead Agency require that while construction

activities are being conducted at the Project Site:

Construction Site Design:

. The Project Site will be limited to two controlled entry
points.
. Entry points will have temperature screening technicians

taking temperature readings when the entry point is open.

. The Temperature Screening Site Plan shows details
regarding access to the Project Site and Project Site logistics

for conducting temperature screening.

? Santa Clara County Public Health (June 12, 2020) COVID-19 CASES AT
CONSTRUCTION SITES HIGHLIGHT NEED FOR CONTINUED VIGILANCE IN
SECTORS THAT HAVE REOPENED, available at
https://www.sccgov.org/sites/covid19 /Pages/press-release-06-12-2020-cases-at-
construction-sites.aspx.
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A 48-hour advance notice will be provided to all trades

prior to the first day of temperature screening.

The perimeter fence directly adjacent to the entry points
will be clearly marked indicating the appropriate 6-foot
social distancing position for when you approach the
screening area. Please reference the Apex temperature
screening site map for additional details.

There will be clear signage posted at the project site

directing you through temperature screening.

Provide hand washing stations throughout the construction

site.

Testing Procedures:

The temperature screening being used are non-contact
devices.

Temperature readings will not be recorded.

Personnel will be screened upon entering the testing center
and should only take 1-2 seconds per individual.

Hard hats, head coverings, sweat, dirt, sunscreen or any
other cosmetics must be removed on the forehead before

temperature screening,.

Anyone who refuses to submit to a temperature screening
or does not answer the health screening questions will be

refused access to the Project Site.

Screening will be performed at both entrances from 5:30
am to 7:30 am.; main gate [ZONE 1] and personnel gate
[ZONE 2]

After 7:30 am only the main gate entrance [ZONE 1] will
continue to be used for temperature testing for anybody
gaining entry to the project site such as returning personnel,
deliveries, and visitors.
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. If the digital thermometer displays a temperature reading
above 100.0 degrees Fahrenheit, a second reading will be
taken to verify an accurate reading.

. If the second reading confirms an elevated temperature,
DHS will instruct the individual that he/she will not be
allowed to enter the Project Site. DHS will also instruct the
individual to promptly notify his/her supervisor and
his/her human resources (HR) representative and provide
them with a copy of Annex A.

Planning

o Require the development of an Infectious Disease Preparedness
and Response Plan that will include basic infection prevention
measures (requiring the use of personal protection equipment),
policies and procedures for prompt identification and isolation of
sick individuals, social distancing (prohibiting gatherings of no
more than 10 people including all-hands meetings and all-hands
lunches) communication and training and workplace controls that
meet standards that may be promulgated by the Center for
Disease Control, Occupational Safety and Health Administration,
Cal/OSHA, California Department of Public Health or applicable
local public health agencies."

The United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Carpenters International Training Fund
has developed COVID-19 Training and Certification to ensure that Carpenter union
members and apprentices conduct safe work practices. The Agency should require that
all construction workers undergo COVID-19 Training and Certification before being

allowed to conduct construction activities at the Project Site.

SWRCC has also developed a rigorous Infection Control Risk Assessment (“ICRA”)
training program to ensure it delivers a workforce that understands how to identify and

""" See also The Center for Construction Research and Training, North America’s Building
Trades Unions (April 27 2020) NABTU and CPWR COVIC-19 Standards for U.S
Constructions Sites, available at https:/ /www.cpwt.com/sites/default/files/NABTU
CPWR_Standards COVID-19.pdf; Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
(2020) Guidelines for Construction Sites During COVID-19 Pandemic, available at
https://dpw.lacounty.gov/building-and-safety/docs/pw guidelines-construction-sites.pdf.
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control infection risks by implementing protocols to protect themselves and all others
during renovation and construction projects in healthcare environments.!!

ICRA protocols are intended to contain pathogens, control airflow, and protect
patients during the construction, maintenance and renovation of healthcare facilities.
ICRA protocols prevent cross contamination, minimizing the risk of secondary

infections in patients at hospital facilities.

The City should require the Project to be built using a workforce trained in ICRA
protocols.
D. The DEIR Fails to Consider and Analyze all Feasible, Practical and
Effective Mitigation Measures for Significant and Unavoidable

Although the DEIR recognizes impacts to noise, transportation, housing, and hazards

as significant and unavoidable, it fails to consider all feasible, practical, and effective
teasible mitigation measures under PRC §§ 21061, 21100(b)(3); see also Napa Citizens
for Honest Gov'’t v. Napa County Bd. Of Supervisors (2001) 91 Cal.4th 1018, 1039.

The DEIR is required to review all feasible, practical, and effective mitigation measures
as the DEIR concludes that the Project would have significant and unavoidable
impacts to several domains identified in the DEIR. However, the DEIR fails to
provide a feasibility analysis for mitigation measures that could conceivably reduce the
Project’s impacts to culture to less than significant levels. For example, the Project
could adopt measures to mitigate noise rather than disrupt nearby sensitive receptors,
or expand surrounding roads to increase ease of access and traffic. Without a feasibility
analysis of more stringent mitigation measures, the DEIR fails as an informational

document.

E.  The DEIR Fails to Support Its Findings With Substantial Evidence

When new information is brought to light showing that an impact previously discussed
in the DEIR but found to be insignificant with or without mitigation in the DEIR’s
analysis has the potential for a significant environmental impact supported by
substantial evidence, the EIR must consider and resolve the conflict in the evidence.

See Visalia Retail, L.P. v. City of Visalia (2018) 20 Cal.App.5th 1, 13, 17; see also Protect

the Historic Amador Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cal. App.4th 1099, 1109.
While a lead agency has discretion to formulate standards for determining significance '

" For details concerning SWRCC’s ICRA training program, see https://icrahealthcare.com/.
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and the need for mitigation measures—the choice of any standards or thresholds of
significance must be “based to the extent possible on scientific and factual data and an
exercise of reasoned judgment based on substantial evidence. CCR § 15064(b);
Cleveland Nat'l Forest Found. v. San Diego Ass'n of Gov'ts (2017) 3 Cal.App.5th 497, 515;
Mission Bay Alliance v. Offfice of Commmunity Inv. & Infrastructure (2016) 6 Cal.App.5th 160,
206. And when there is evidence that an impact could be significant, an EIR cannot
adopt a contrary finding without providing an adequate explanation along with
supporting evidence. East Sacramento Partnership for a Livable City v. City of Sacramento
(2016) 5 Cal. App. 5th 281, 302.

In addition, a determination that regulatory compliance will be sufficient to prevent
significant adverse impacts must be based on a project-specific analysis of potential
impacts and the effect of regulatory compliance. In Californians for Alternatives to Toxics v.
Department of Food &> Agric. (2005) 136 Cal. App. 4th 1, the court set aside an EIR for a
statewide crop disease control plan because it did not include an evaluation of the risks
to the environment and human health from the proposed program but simply
presumed that no adverse impacts would occur from use of pesticides in accordance
with the registration and labeling program of the California Department of Pesticide
Regulation. See also Ebbetts Pass Forest Watch v Department of Forestry & Fire Protection
(2008) 43 Cal.App.4th 936, 956 (fact that Department of Pesticide Regulation had
assessed environmental effects of certain herbicides in general did not excuse failure to

assess effects of their use for specific timber harvesting project).

1. The DEIR Fails to Support its Findings on Greenhonse Gas Impacts with
Substantial Evidence

CCR § 15064.4 allow a lead agency to determine the significance of a project’s GHG
impact via a qualitative analysis (e.g., extent to which a project complies with
regulations or requirements of state/regional/local GHG plans), and/or a quantitative
analysis (e.g., using model or methodology to estimate project emissions and compare
it to a numeric threshold). So too, CEQA Guidelines allow lead agencies to select what
model or methodology to estimate GHG emissions so long as the selection is
supported with substantial evidence, and the lead agency “should explain the
limitations of the particular model or methodology selected for use.” CCR § 15064.4(c).

CCR §§ 15064.4(b)(3) and 15183.5(b) allow a lead agency to consider a project’s

consistency with regulations or requirements adopted to implement a statewide,

regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of GHG emissions. '
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CCR §§ 15064.4(b)(3) and 15183.5(b)(1) make clear qualified GHG reduction plans or
CAPs should include the following features:

(1)  Inventory: Quantify GHG emissions, both existing and projected
over a specified time period, resulting from activities (e.g., projects)
within a defined geographic area (e.g., lead agency jurisdiction);

(2)  Establish GHG Reduction Goal: Establish a level, based on
substantial evidence, below which the contribution to GHG
emissions from activities covered by the plan would not be
cumulatively considerable;

(3)  Analyze Project Types: Identify and analyze the GHG emissions
resulting from specific actions or categories of actions anticipated
within the geographic area;

(4)  Craft Performance Based Mitigation Measures: Specify
measures or a group of measures, including performance standards,
that substantial evidence demonstrates, if implemented on a project-
by-project basis, would collectively achieve the specified emissions
level;

(5)  Monitoring: Establish a mechanism to monitor the CAP
progress toward achieving said level and to require amendment if
the plan is not achieving specified levels;
Collectively, the above-listed CAP features tie qualitative measures to quantitative
results, which in turn become binding via proper monitoring and enforcement by the
jurisdiction—all resulting in real GHG reductions for the jurisdiction as a whole, and
the substantial evidence that the incremental contribution of an individual project is

not cumulatively considerable.

Here, the DEIR concludes consistency with the SCAG’s 2016-2040 statewide plans to
reduce GHG emissions but does not identify consistency with the 2020-2045 plan
(DEIR 4.7-17-24). However, the DEIR materials includes an Appendix B titled “Air
Quality Monitoring,” wherein some attempt at quantification via modelling was done.
It includes what appear to be calculations of GHG emissions and COZ2e numbers
which are not discussed anywhere in the DEIR. Additionally, as noted above, the
DEIR fails to analyze GHG emissions from sources outside of the “Focus Area” to
which the DEIR was limited. The DEIR must be revised to consider the

environmental impacts of GHG emissions from the whole project.
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2. The DEIR is Required to Consider and Adopt All Feasible Air Qnality
and GHG Mitigation Measures

A fundamental purpose of an EIR is to identify ways in which a proposed project's
significant environmental impacts can be mitigated or avoided. PRC §§ 21002.1(a),
21061. To implement this statutory purpose, an EIR must describe any feasible

mitigation measures that can minimize the project's significant environmental effects.

PRC §§ 21002.1(a), 21100(b)(3); CCR §§ 15121 (a), 15126.4(a).

If the project has a significant effect on the environment, the agency may approve the
project only upon finding that it has “eliminated or substantially lessened all significant
effects on the environment where feasible” and find that ‘specific overriding economic,
legal, social, technology or other benefits of the project outweigh the significant effects
on the environment.” “A gloomy forecast of environmental degradation is of little or
no value without pragmatic, concrete means to minimize the impacts and restore
ecological equilibrium.” Environmental Council of Sacramento v. City of Sacramento (2006)

142 Cal.App.4th 1018, 1039.

Here, the DEIR finds that the Project will have no significant and unavoidable impacts
on air quality and greenhouse gas emissions, for several reasons, one of which is the
consistency with the 2016 Ventura County AQMP population increase estimates.
(DEIR 4.2-16) which is conclusory and evades the analysis under CEQA. Even
assuming the Project may take credit for all the claimed VMT reductions it outlines,
the Project will still have a significant GHG emissions impact which requires that the
DEIR adopt a finding of a significance and the adoption of all feasible mitigation
measures to ameliorate this impact. Instead, the DEIR again defers discussion of air
quality and greenhouse gas emissions to the future, or never, and relies on the faulty
inference that its impacts can be masked and assimilated under the guise of global

climate change analysis.

The City is merely making a conclusory statement about future compliance with the
law and does not commit itself to any specific or binding course of action which is
project-specific. A determination that regulatory compliance will be sufficient to
prevent significant adverse impacts must be based on a project-specific analysis of
potential impacts and the effect of regulatory compliance. In Californians for Alternatives
to Toxics v. Department of Food & Agric. (2005) 136 Cal.App.4th 1, the court set aside an

EIR for a statewide crop disease control plan because it did not include an evaluation '

of the risks to the environment and human health from the proposed program but
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simply presumed that no adverse impacts would occur from use of pesticides in
accordance with the registration and labeling program of the California Department of
Pesticide Regulation. There is no analysis in the DEIR connecting the effect of
compliance with regulatory requirements such that the impacts could be determined to
be less than significant. The City is essentially requesting a good-faith assumption that
regulatory compliance will serve as a backstop without developing any mitigation
measures. The City must identify mitigations. It is insufficient to say that none is

needed because the analysis would be subsumed by global climate change context.

3. The DEIR Provides Inadequate Population and Housing Impact Analysis

The DEIR provides inadequate analysis to housing impacts, despite the nearly 420
proposed units and 50 low-income units that will significantly increase population
density in the area. (DEIR 2.6; 2-12/15) It is therefore necessary to perform a housing
impact analysis, especially considering the site’s existing vacant commercial building
that will result in a significant population increase in the area, not only due to the
housing development but also because of the additional patronage from the
reintroduction of commercial uses and planned pedestrian access. An agency may not
avoid its responsibility to prepare proper environmental analysis by failing to gather
relevant data. Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino (1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296, 311. Here,
there are clear housing impacts because of the nature of the Project, and the City is
obligated to include housing impacts in its environmental impact analysis.

While an analysis is provided, it indicates that the population increase is within the
projected population estimates under the SCAG 2045 plan. However this estimate and
analysis does not include the Project’s contribution per annum and instead evaluates
and estimates an approximate its overall increase and contribution increase of 1,121
residents of total growth until 2045, and which would constitute almost half of the
Thousand Oaks 2021-2029 Housing Element allotment, while only providing a 12%
provision of low-income units for the area (DEIR 4.11-5-7).

Based on this, the DEIR concludes the population growth would be within estimated
SCAG regional forecast and impacts would be less than significant. (DEIR 4.11-8)
However the Project’s contribution per annum could be well in excess of annual
contributions to population growth and occupies nearly half of the growth attributions
in the Thousand Oaks Housing Element for the next seven years. As such, the City
should attend to proper estimates of the Project’s overall contributions.
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F. The DEIR’s Transportation and Traffic Analysis Is Insufficient and

Inconsistent

The DEIR analyzes potential transportation and traffic impacts relating to the Project.
(DEIR 4.14). It recognizes the existing street network and availability to public transit
and adjacent highways, and specifically the 101 freeway to the north, and pedestrian
networks. (DEIR 4.14.1) Despite this, the DEIR provides insufficient analysis of
transportation and traffic impacts caused by the Project.

For instance, the City of Thousand Oaks Active Transportation Plan lists as a goal the
development of an active transportation friendly environment. (DEIR 4.14-8)
However the Project is being built adjacent to a well-traveled road in Thousand Oaks
and plans to add over 1000 residents and significant patronage who will require
transportation either through public transit, car, or otherwise. These nontrivial
increases will necessarily add stress to the nearby freeway and roads, and especially the
already-congested Moorpark Road and 101 Freeway offramp nearby and Hampshire
Road and the other businesses and schools identified surrounding the Project site. The
DEIR nonetheless concludes that impacts to transportation and traffic would be less-
than-significant The An agency may not avoid its responsibility to prepare proper
environmental analysis by failing to gather relevant data. Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino
(1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296, 311. The DEIR is obligated to attend to these
considerations but does not do so. SWRCC requests the City reconsider and

incorporate deeper analysis as it pertains to transportation and traffic.

G. The DEIR Fails to Adequately Disclose and Analyze the Project’s
Significant Noise Impacts

The DEIR discloses that the Project will have significant and unavoidable noise

impacts and proposes mitigation measures that provide no or insufficient mitigation to

sensitive receptors and the Project’s contribution to noise increases in the area. (DEIR

4.10-18).

The DEIR fails to adequately analyze all of the Project’s significant noise impacts. For
example, the Project’s analysis excludes the impacts of the at least seven (7) nearby
sensitive receptors, especially the Little Dreamers Preschool and Windsor Terrace of
Westlake Village convalescent home, and the excessive noise levels that will impact
these many receptors, especially concerning the planned demolition and planned
residential and commercial uses and increased pedestrian traffic (DEIR 4.10-18; MM
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NOI-1). These are significant noise generating activities whose mitigation is missing
entirely or defers mitigation through adjustments to construction equipment (DEIR
4.10-18). An agency may not avoid its responsibility to prepare proper environmental
analysis by failing to gather relevant data. Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino (1988) 202
Cal.App.3d 296, 311.

Despite recognizing the significant and unavoidable noise impacts to the nearby
sensitive receptors for both the Project’s construction and the day-to-day use of the
Project upon completion, it nonetheless provides no additional mitigation and still
concludes that none is required. (DEIR 4.10-19). The Project must provide sufficient

mitigation for these significant noise impacts.
H.  The DEIR Fails to Adequately Disclose and Analyze the Project’s

Significant Hazards and Wildfire Impacts
The DEIR identifies hazards and hazardous materials in its analysis (DEIR 4.8-1) and

identifies nearby routes to transport hazards and hazardous materials outside of the
Project site (DEIR 4.8-3) to the nearby 126, 118, 101, 1, and local roads, as well as
recognizes the demolition of a building that is known to contain hazardous materials

like asbestos and lead. (DEIR 4.8-12) Despite the presence of not only nearby sensitive
receptors, businesses, and other residences, the DEIR concludes no mitigation is
required without also providing detailed analysis or Project specific metrics on the
transportation and demolition of the building beyond consistency with steps outlined
in the Thousand Oaks Municipal Code. (DEIR 4.8-13) An agency may not avoid its
responsibility to prepare proper environmental analysis by failing to gather relevant
data. Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino (1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296, 311. The City must
provide sufficient analysis to the transportation and management of hazards and
hazardous materials given the proximity of the Project to nearby sensitive receptors,

residential communities, and local businesses.

The area of Thousand Oaks is especially sensitive to wildfires, and therefore particular
attention needs to be paid to this analysis. As the DEIR recognizes, the Project site is
in a “Very High” Fire Severity Zone. (DEIR 4.16-4) Yet the DEIR only indicates
consistency with state and local fire and hazard mitigation and emergency plans and
that impacts would be less-than-significant and no mitigation would be required.
(DEIR 4.16-12) The Project and its corresponding construction will involve the
demolition of a large and abandoned commercial building, increase traffic congestion

with obstructing construction vehicles, and will otherwise increase fire danger through
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various construction activities. The DEIR needs to provide Project-specific analysis ‘

and details to adequately attend to fire and emergency protocols to protect the
surrounding sensitive receptors and local residences and businesses. An agency may

not avoid its responsibility to prepare proper environmental analysis by failing to

gather relevant data. Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino (1988) 202 Cal. App.3d 296, 311.

1. The DEIR Fails to Adequately Disclose and Analyze the Project’s
Significant Biological Impacts

The DEIR finds that the Project will have less than significant impacts despite
recognizing the presence of ten City Protected coast live oak and two City protected
sycamore trees present on the Project site (DEIR 4.3-10/11) and attention to the City’s
Oak Tree Preservation and Protection Guidelines and Oak and Landmark Tree
Ordinance (DEIR 4.3-11). The mitigation indicates impact in the form of removal of
six oak trees and potential presence of nesting birds (DEIR 4.3-8). The City defers to
mitigation in the form of replacing the trees at a 3:1 ratio pursuant to code to the City’s
Tree Protection Guidelines. However, although six oak trees will be removed and
eighteen (18) are planned to be planted in their stead, there is no analysis done on the
likelihood of the planted oaks reaching maturity to fully account for the removal of the
six oak trees, or what preservation measures will be done to ensure the survival and
livelihood of the remaining four oak trees. A full analysis of the oak tree mitigation
measure, as well as finding non-deferred mitigation An agency may not avoid its

responsibility to prepare proper environmental analysis by failing to gather relevant

data. Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino (1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296, 311.

II. THE PROJECT VIOLATES THE STATE PLANNING AND
ZONING LAW AS WELL AS THE CITY’S GENERAL PLAN

A. Background Regarding the State Planning and Zoning law

Each California city and county must adopt a comprehensive, long-term general plan
governing development. Napa Citizens for Honest Gov. v. Napa County Bd. of Supervisors
(2001) 91 Cal.App.4th 342, 352, citing Gov. Code §§ 65030, 65300. The general plan
sits at the top of the land use planning hierarchy, and serves as a “constitution” or
“charter” for all future development. Del/7ta v. County of Napa (1995) 9 Cal.4th 763, 773;
Lesher Commmunnications, Inc. v. City of Walnut Creek (1990) 52 Cal.3d 531, 540.
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General plan consistency is “the linchpin of California’s land use and development
laws; it is the principle which infused the concept of planned growth with the force of
law.” See Debottari v. Norco City Conncil (1985) 171 Cal.App.3d 1204, 1213.

State law mandates two levels of consistency. First, a general plan must be internally or
“horizontally” consistent: its elements must “comprise an integrated, internally
consistent and compatible statement of policies for the adopting agency.” See Gov.
Code § 65300.5; Sierra Club v. Bd. of Supervisors (1981) 126 Cal.App.3d 698, 704. A
general plan amendment thus may not be internally inconsistent, nor may it cause the
general plan as a whole to become internally inconsistent. See Del 77, 9 Cal.4th at 796
tn. 12.

Second, state law requires “vertical” consistency, meaning that zoning ordinances and
other land use decisions also must be consistent with the general plan. See CGC §
65860(a)(2) [land uses authorized by zoning ordinance must be “compatible with the
objectives, policies, general land uses, and programs specified in the [general] plan.”];
see also Nezghborbood Action Group v. County of Calaveras (1984) 156 Cal.App.3d 1176,
1184. A zoning ordinance that conflicts with the general plan or impedes achievement
of its policies is invalid and cannot be given effect. See Lesher, 52 Cal.3d at 544.

State law requires that all subordinate land use decisions, including conditional use
permits, be consistent with the general plan. See CGC § 65860(a)(2); Neighborhood
Action Group, 156 Cal.App.3d at 1184.

A project cannot be found consistent with a general plan if it conflicts with a general
plan policy that is “fundamental, mandatory, and clear,” regardless of whether it is
consistent with other general plan policies. See Endangered Habitats 1 eagne v. County of
Orange (2005) 131 Cal. App.4th 777, 782-83; Families Unafraid to Uphold Rural 2] Dorado
County v. Bd. of Supervisors (1998) 62 Cal. App.4th 1332, 1341-42

(“FUTURE”). Moreover, even in the absence of such a direct conflict, an ordinance
or development project may not be approved if it interferes with or frustrates the
general plan’s policies and objectives. See Napa Citizens, 91 Cal. App.4th at 378-79; see
also Lesher, 52 Cal.3d at 544 (zoning ordinance restricting development conflicted with

growth-oriented policies of general plan).

As explained in full below, the Project is inconsistent with the City’s Central City
Community Plan, (“Community Plan”). As such, the Project violates the State
Planning and Zoning law.
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1. The Project is Inconsistent with the General Plan, and thus the DEIR s

Conclusions Regarding Impacts on Land Use and Planning are Unsupported

by Substantial Evidence

The DEIR fail to establish the Project’s consistency with several Community Plan

goals, policies, and programs including the following (DEIR 4.9-6-12):

To provide and maintain a system of natural open space and trails;

To develop appropriate additional tools enabling commercial,
industrial and residential development to flourish in an efficient

and compatible manner.

To provide high quality environment, healthful and pleasing to
the senses, which values the relationship between maintain of

ecological systems and people’s general welfare.

The City’s unique natural setting will be a guide to its future
physical shape ... the City will support and encourage open
space/greenbelt buffers around it, separating the City from

adjoining communities.

Low profile and aesthetically designed signage shall be allowed for
all developments; no billboards shall be allowed.

Strive to provide a balanced range of adequate housing for
Thousand Oaks Planning Area residents in a variety of locations
for all individuals regardless of age, income, ethnic background,
marital status, physical or developmental disability.

Provide a wide range of housing opportunities for persons of all

income levels.
Provide housing opportunities for persons with special needs.

A City-wide system of pedestrian and bicycle facilities that provide
safe, continuous accessibility to all residential, commercial, and
industrial areas, to the trail system and to the scenic bike route

system shall be provided and maintains.
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o Achieve and maintain an environment in which noise-sensitive
uses are not disturbed by noise that exceeds exposure guidelines
in this Noise Element.

The Project fails to discuss its conformity with each of the aforementioned Goals,
Policies, and Programs laid out in the City’s Community Plan, even though the Project
will have reasonably foreseeable impacts on land use, traffic, vehicle trip generation, air
quality, and emissions. This discussion is relevant not only to compliance with land use
and zoning law, but also with the contemplation of the Project’s consistency with land
use plans, policies, and regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
environmental impacts. The DEIR should be amended to include analysis of the
Project’s comportment with the Goals, Policies, and Programs listed above.

B. The DEIR Should be Revised to Consider the Project’s Consistency with
the Upcoming Revisions to the City’s Housing Flement
The DEIR includes discussion of the Project’s consistency with the City’s present

housing element. However, the City recently adopted housing element on January 22,
2022 of the 2021-2029 Housing Element. As development of the Project area will take
place during the upcoming planning period and not the current period, the DEIR
should include an analysis of the Project’s consistency with the upcoming Housing

Element update and its various policies and programs.
III. CONCLUSION

The Southwest Carpenters request that the City revise and recirculate the Project’s
environmental impact report to address the aforementioned concerns. If the City has

any questions or concerns, feel free to contact my Office.

Sincerely,

el 7.

Mitchell M. Tsai
Attorneys for the Southwest

Regional Council of Carpenters
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Attached:

March 8, 2021 SWAPE Letter to Mitchell M. Tsai re Local Hire Requirements and
Considerations for Greenhouse Gas Modeling (Exhibit A);

Air Quality and GHG Expert Paul Rosenfeld CV (Exhibit B); and
Air Quality and GHG Expert Matt Hagemann CV (Exhibit C).
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Sw AP E Technical Consultation, Data Analysis and
Litigation Support for the Environment

2656 29 Street, Suite 201
Santa Monica, CA 90405

Matt Hagemann, P.G, C.Hg.
(949) 887-9013
mhagemann@swape.com

Paul E. Rosenfeld, PhD
(310) 795-2335
prosenfeld@swape.com

March 8, 2021

Mitchell M. Tsai

155 South El Molino, Suite 104
Pasadena, CA 91101

Subject: Local Hire Requirements and Considerations for Greenhouse Gas Modeling

Dear Mr. Tsai,

Soil Water Air Protection Enterprise (“SWAPE”) is pleased to provide the following draft technical report
explaining the significance of worker trips required for construction of land use development projects with
respect to the estimation of greenhouse gas (“GHG”) emissions. The report will also discuss the potential for
local hire requirements to reduce the length of worker trips, and consequently, reduced or mitigate the
potential GHG impacts.

Worker Trips and Greenhouse Gas Calculations

The California Emissions Estimator Model (“CalEEMod”) is a “statewide land use emissions computer model
designed to provide a uniform platform for government agencies, land use planners, and environmental
professionals to quantify potential criteria pollutant and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions associated with both
construction and operations from a variety of land use projects.”* CalEEMod quantifies construction-related
emissions associated with land use projects resulting from off-road construction equipment; on-road mobile
equipment associated with workers, vendors, and hauling; fugitive dust associated with grading, demolition,
truck loading, and on-road vehicles traveling along paved and unpaved roads; and architectural coating
activities; and paving.?

The number, length, and vehicle class of worker trips are utilized by CalEEMod to calculate emissions associated
with the on-road vehicle trips required to transport workers to and from the Project site during construction.?

1 “California Emissions Estimator Model.” CAPCOA, 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/caleemod/home.
2 “California Emissions Estimator Model.” CAPCOA, 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/caleemod/home.
3 “CalEEMod User’s Guide.” CAPCOA, November 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/01 user-39-s-guide2016-3-2 _15november2017.pdf?sfvrsn=4, p. 34.
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Specifically, the number and length of vehicle trips is utilized to estimate the vehicle miles travelled (“VMT")
associated with construction. Then, utilizing vehicle-class specific EMFAC 2014 emission factors, CalEEMod
calculates the vehicle exhaust, evaporative, and dust emissions resulting from construction-related VMT,
including personal vehicles for worker commuting.*

Specifically, in order to calculate VMT, CalEEMod multiplies the average daily trip rate by the average overall trip
length (see excerpt below):

“VMTq4 = Z(Average Daily Trip Rate ; * Average Overall Trip Length i)
Where:
n = Number of land uses being modeled.”®

Furthermore, to calculate the on-road emissions associated with worker trips, CalEEMod utilizes the following
equation (see excerpt below):

“Emissionspoliutant = VMT * EFrynning,pollutant

Where:
Emissionspoiutant = @missions from vehicle running for each pollutant
VMT = vehicle miles traveled
EFrunning polilutant = €mission factor for running emissions.”®

Thus, there is a direct relationship between trip length and VMT, as well as a direct relationship between VMT
and vehicle running emissions. In other words, when the trip length is increased, the VMT and vehicle running
emissions increase as a result. Thus, vehicle running emissions can be reduced by decreasing the average overall
trip length, by way of a local hire requirement or otherwise.

Default Worker Trip Parameters and Potential Local Hire Requirements

As previously discussed, the number, length, and vehicle class of worker trips are utilized by CalEEMod to
calculate emissions associated with the on-road vehicle trips required to transport workers to and from the
Project site during construction.” In order to understand how local hire requirements and associated worker trip
length reductions impact GHG emissions calculations, it is important to consider the CalEEMod default worker
trip parameters. CalEEMod provides recommended default values based on site-specific information, such as
land use type, meteorological data, total lot acreage, project type and typical equipment associated with project
type. If more specific project information is known, the user can change the default values and input project-
specific values, but the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) requires that such changes be justified by
substantial evidence.® The default number of construction-related worker trips is calculated by multiplying the

4 “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 14-15.

5 “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 23.

6 “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 15.

7 “CalEEMod User’s Guide.” CAPCOA, November 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/01 user-39-s-guide2016-3-2 15november2017.pdf?sfvrsn=4, p. 34.

8 CalEEMod User Guide, available at: http://www.caleemod.com/, p. 1, 9.
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number of pieces of equipment for all phases by 1.25, with the exception of worker trips required for the
building construction and architectural coating phases.® Furthermore, the worker trip vehicle class is a 50/25/25
percent mix of light duty autos, light duty truck class 1 and light duty truck class 2, respectively.”° Finally, the
default worker trip length is consistent with the length of the operational home-to-work vehicle trips.* The
operational home-to-work vehicle trip lengths are:

“[Blased on the location and urbanization selected on the project characteristic screen. These values
were supplied by the air districts or use a default average for the state. Each district (or county) also
assigns trip lengths for urban and rural settings” (emphasis added). 12

Thus, the default worker trip length is based on the location and urbanization level selected by the User when

modeling emissions. The below table shows the CalEEMod default rural and urban worker trip lengths by air

basin (see excerpt below and Attachment A).%3

Worker Trip Length by Air Basin
Air Basin Rural (miles) Urban (miles)

Great Basin Valleys 16.8 10.8
Lake County 16.8 10.8
Lake Tahoe 16.8 10.8
Mojave Desert 16.8 10.8
Mountain Counties 16.8 10.8
North Central Coast 17.1 12.3
North Coast 16.8 10.8
Northeast Plateau 16.8 10.8
Sacramento Valley 16.8 10.8
Salton Sea 14.6 11

San Diego 16.8 10.8
San Francisco Bay Area 10.8 10.8
San Joaquin Valley 16.8 10.8
South Central Coast 16.8 10.8
South Coast 19.8 14.7
Average 16.47 11.17
Minimum 10.80 10.80
Maximum 19.80 14.70
Range 9.00 3.90

% “CalEEMod User’s Guide.” CAPCOA, November 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/01 user-39-s-guide2016-3-2 _15november2017.pdf?sfvrsn=4, p. 34.

10 “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at:
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 15.

11 “Appendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at:
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 14.

12 “pppendix A Calculation Details for CalEEMod.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at:
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/caleemod/02 appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6, p. 21.

13 “Appendix D Default Data Tables.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/05 appendix-d2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=4, p. D-84 — D-86.
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As demonstrated above, default rural worker trip lengths for air basins in California vary from 10.8- to 19.8-
miles, with an average of 16.47 miles. Furthermore, default urban worker trip lengths vary from 10.8- to 14.7-
miles, with an average of 11.17 miles. Thus, while default worker trip lengths vary by location, default urban
worker trip lengths tend to be shorter in length. Based on these trends evident in the CalEEMod default worker
trip lengths, we can reasonably assume that the efficacy of a local hire requirement is especially dependent
upon the urbanization of the project site, as well as the project location.

Practical Application of a Local Hire Requirement and Associated Impact

To provide an example of the potential impact of a local hire provision on construction-related GHG emissions,
we estimated the significance of a local hire provision for the Village South Specific Plan (“Project”) located in
the City of Claremont (“City”). The Project proposed to construct 1,000 residential units, 100,000-SF of retail
space, 45,000-SF of office space, as well as a 50-room hotel, on the 24-acre site. The Project location is classified
as Urban and lies within the Los Angeles-South Coast County. As a result, the Project has a default worker trip
length of 14.7 miles.’* In an effort to evaluate the potential for a local hire provision to reduce the Project’s
construction-related GHG emissions, we prepared an updated model, reducing all worker trip lengths to 10
miles (see Attachment B). Our analysis estimates that if a local hire provision with a 10-mile radius were to be
implemented, the GHG emissions associated with Project construction would decrease by approximately 17%
(see table below and Attachment C).

Local Hire Provision Net Change
Without Local Hire Provision
Total Construction GHG Emissions (MT CO.e) 3,623
Amortized Construction GHG Emissions (MT CO,e/year) 120.77
With Local Hire Provision
Total Construction GHG Emissions (MT CO2e) 3,024
Amortized Construction GHG Emissions (MT CO,e/year) 100.80
% Decrease in Construction-related GHG Emissions 17%

As demonstrated above, by implementing a local hire provision requiring 10 mile worker trip lengths, the Project
could reduce potential GHG emissions associated with construction worker trips. More broadly, any local hire
requirement that results in a decreased worker trip length from the default value has the potential to result in a
reduction of construction-related GHG emissions, though the significance of the reduction would vary based on
the location and urbanization level of the project site.

This serves as an example of the potential impacts of local hire requirements on estimated project-level GHG
emissions, though it does not indicate that local hire requirements would result in reduced construction-related
GHG emission for all projects. As previously described, the significance of a local hire requirement depends on
the worker trip length enforced and the default worker trip length for the project’s urbanization level and
location.

14 “pppendix D Default Data Tables.” CAPCOA, October 2017, available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/caleemod/05 appendix-d2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=4, p. D-85.
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Disclaimer

SWAPE has received limited discovery. Additional information may become available in the future; thus, we
retain the right to revise or amend this report when additional information becomes available. Our professional
services have been performed using that degree of care and skill ordinarily exercised, under similar
circumstances, by reputable environmental consultants practicing in this or similar localities at the time of
service. No other warranty, expressed or implied, is made as to the scope of work, work methodologies and
protocols, site conditions, analytical testing results, and findings presented. This report reflects efforts which
were limited to information that was reasonably accessible at the time of the work, and may contain
informational gaps, inconsistencies, or otherwise be incomplete due to the unavailability or uncertainty of
information obtained or provided by third parties.

Sincerely,

d //f { /»/? Rt

Matt Hagemann, P.G., C.Hg.

4 . :

Paul E. Rosenfeld, Ph.D.
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Location Type

Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air Basin
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District

Attachment A

Location Name

Great Basin
Lake County
Lake Tahoe
Mojave Desert

Mountain
North Central
North Coast
Northeast
Sacramento
Salton Sea

San Diego

San Francisco
San Joaquin
South Central
South Coast
Amador County
Antelope Valley
Bay Area AQMD
Butte County
Calaveras
Colusa County
El Dorado
Feather River
Glenn County
Great Basin
Imperial County
Kern County
Lake County
Lassen County
Mariposa
Mendocino
Modoc County
Mojave Desert
Monterey Bay
North Coast
Northern Sierra
Northern
Placer County
Sacramento

Rural H-W
(miles)
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8

16.8
17.1
16.8
16.8
16.8
14.6
16.8
10.8
16.8
16.8
19.8
16.8
16.8
10.8
12.54
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
10.2
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
15

Urban H-W
(miles)
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8

10.8
12.3
10.8
10.8
10.8
11
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
14.7
10.8
10.8
10.8
12.54
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
7.3
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10
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Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
Air District
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County

San Diego

San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo
Santa Barbara
Shasta County
Siskiyou County
South Coast
Tehama County
Tuolumne
Ventura County
Yolo/Solano
Alameda
Alpine
Amador

Butte
Calaveras
Colusa

Contra Costa
Del Norte

El Dorado-Lake
El Dorado-
Fresno

Glenn
Humboldt
Imperial

Inyo
Kern-Mojave
Kern-San

Kings

Lake

Lassen

Los Angeles-
Los Angeles-
Madera

Marin
Mariposa
Mendocino-
Mendocino-
Mendocino-
Mendocino-
Merced
Modoc

Mono
Monterey
Napa

16.8
16.8
13
8.3
16.8
16.8
19.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
15
10.8
16.8
16.8
12.54
16.8
16.8
10.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
10.2
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
19.8
16.8
10.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
10.8

10.8
10.8
13
8.3
10.8
10.8
14.7
10.8
10.8
10.8
10
10.8
10.8
10.8
12.54
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
7.3
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
14.7
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
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County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County

County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
County
Statewide

Nevada

Orange
Placer-Lake
Placer-Mountain
Placer-

Plumas

Riverside-
Riverside-

Riverside-Salton
Riverside-South
Sacramento
San Benito

San Bernardino-
San Bernardino-
San Diego

San Francisco
San Joaquin
San Luis Obispo
San Mateo
Santa Barbara-
Santa Barbara-
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Shasta

Sierra

Siskiyou
Solano-
Solano-San
Sonoma-North
Sonoma-San
Stanislaus
Sutter

Tehama

Trinity

Tulare
Tuolumne
Ventura

Yolo

Yuba
Statewide

16.8
19.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8

16.8
19.8

14.6
19.8
15
16.8
16.8
19.8
16.8
10.8
16.8
13
10.8
8.3
8.3
10.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
15
16.8
16.8
10.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
16.8
15
16.8
16.8

10.8
14.7
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8

10.8
14.7

11
14.7
10
10.8
10.8
14.7
10.8
10.8
10.8
13
10.8
8.3
8.3
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10
10.8
10.8
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Worker Trip Length by Air Basin

Air Basin Rural (miles)
Great Basin Valleys 16.8
Lake County 16.8
Lake Tahoe 16.8
Mojave Desert 16.8
Mountain Counties 16.8
North Central Coast 17.1
North Coast 16.8
Northeast Plateau 16.8
Sacramento Valley 16.8
Salton Sea 14.6
San Diego 16.8
San Francisco Bay Area 10.8
San Joaquin Valley 16.8
South Central Coast 16.8
South Coast 19.8
Average 16.47
Mininum 10.80
Maximum 19.80
Range 9.00

Urban (miles)
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
12.3
10.8
10.8
10.8

11
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
14.7

11.17

10.80

14.70
3.90
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Attachment B

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 1 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 45.00 . 1000sqft ! 1.03 ! 45,000.00 0
" Fiigh Turmover (Sit Down Restaurand) = 73600 TN T gosan TN T T o T T 00000 1T o T
""""""" Hotel T e T T T R T T T ey T T  gkc00 T T e T
T Quality Restaurant Y- T S ST S 117 R AR o T
T Apartments Low Rise Ty T T T T T T heiing e e T Tmoocoo 1T TR
"7 Apartments Mid Rise T e T T T T T T T hneiing Ut T ee6 T Tamsoooco 1 2789
""" Regional Shopping Genter 5 77T ggneT Y 1000sqft H 1.29 56,000.00 T

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33

Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison

CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

Page 2 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.
Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.

Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Table Name

Column Name

Default Value

New Value

tblFireplaces

tbIVehicleTrips

FireplaceWoodMass

1,019.20

1,019.20

1.25

48.75

7.16

6.39

2.46

158.37

8.19

94.36

49.97

6.07

5.86

1.05

131.84
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 3 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

tbIVehicleTrips

6.65

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

tbIWoodstoves . WoodstoveWoodMass 999.60 ' 0.00

-+

2.0 Emissions Summary
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

2.1 Overall Construction

Unmitigated Construction

Page 4 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2021 E: 0.1713 ' 1.8242 ! 1.1662 ' 2.4000e- ' 0.4169 ! 0.0817 ' 0.4986 ' 0.1795 ! 0.0754 ' 0.2549 0.0000 ' 213.1969 ! 213.1969 ' 0.0601 ' 0.0000 ' 214.6993
L1} L} 1 L} 003 [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n f———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e e : ————— e m e e
2022 - 0.6904 ! 4.1142 : 6.1625 ! 0.0189 ! 1.3058 : 0.1201 ! 1.4259 ! 0.3460 : 0.1128 ! 0.4588 0.0000 1+ 1,721.682 : 1,721.682 ! 0.1294 ! 0.0000 ! 1,724.918
L1} L} 1 L} [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 6 1 6 [} [} L} 7
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ot B e : fm—— e == a e
2023 - 0.6148 ! 3.3649 : 5.6747 ! 0.0178 ! 1.1963 : 0.0996 ! 1.2959 ! 0.3203 : 0.0935 ! 0.4138 0.0000 ! 1,627.529 : 1,627.529 ! 0.1185 ! 0.0000 ! 1,630.492
L1} L} 1 L} [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 5 1 5 [} [} L} 5
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e R ettt : ————— e m e
2024 = 41619 1+ 0.1335 * 0.2810  5.9000e- * 0.0325 ' 6.4700e- * 0.0390 + 8.6300e- ' 6.0400e- + 0.0147 0.0000 + 52.9078 ' 52.9078 1 8.0200e- + 0.0000 ' 53.1082
- : : \ o004 \ 003 . . 003 , 003 : : \ 003 . :
- 1
Maximum 4.1619 4.1142 6.1625 0.0189 1.3058 0.1201 1.4259 0.3460 0.1128 0.4588 0.0000 1,721.682 | 1,721.682 0.1294 0.0000 1,724.918
6 6 7
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

2.1 Overall Construction

Mitigated Construction

Page 5 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2021 E: 0.1713 ! 1.8242 ! 1.1662 ! 2.4000e- ! 0.4169 ! 0.0817 ! 0.4986 ! 0.1795 ! 0.0754 ! 0.2549 0.0000 ' 213.1967 ! 213.1967 ! 0.0601 ! 0.0000 ! 214.6991
L1} L} 1 L} 003 ] 1 ] ] 1 ] [} 1 [} [} L}
----------- n f———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e e : ————— e m e e
2022 - 0.6904 ! 4.1142 ! 6.1625 ! 0.0189 ! 1.3058 ! 0.1201 ! 1.4259 ! 0.3460 ! 0.1128 ! 0.4588 0.0000 ! 1,721.682 ! 1,721.682 ! 0.1294 ! 0.0000 ! 1,724.918
L1} L} 1 L} ] 1 ] ] 1 ] [} 3 1 3 [} [} L} 3
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ot B e : == e a e
2023 - 0.6148 ! 3.3648 ! 5.6747 ! 0.0178 ! 1.1963 ! 0.0996 ! 1.2959 ! 0.3203 ! 0.0935 ! 0.4138 0.0000 ! 1,627.529 ! 1,627.529 ! 0.1185 ! 0.0000 ! 1,630.492
L1} L} 1 L} ] 1 ] ] 1 ] [} 1 1 l [} [} L} 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e R ittt : ————— e m e
2024 = 41619 + 0.1335 * 0.2810 ' 5.9000e- * 0.0325 ' 6.4700e- * 0.0390 ' 8.6300e- ' 6.0400e- * 0.0147 0.0000 * 52.9077 '+ 52.9077 ' 8.0200e- * 0.0000 ' 53.1082
- : : \ o004 \ 003 . . 003 , 003 : : \ 003 . :
- 1
Maximum 4.1619 4.1142 6.1625 0.0189 1.3058 0.1201 1.4259 0.3460 0.1128 0.4588 0.0000 1,721.682 | 1,721.682 0.1294 0.0000 1,724.918
3 3 3
ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)
1 9-1-2021 11-30-2021 1.4103 1.4103
2 12-1-2021 2-28-2022 1.3613 1.3613
3 3-1-2022 5-31-2022 1.1985 1.1985
4 6-1-2022 8-31-2022 1.1921 1.1921
5 9-1-2022 11-30-2022 1.1918 1.1918
6 12-1-2022 2-28-2023 1.0774 1.0774
7 3-1-2023 5-31-2023 1.0320 1.0320
8 6-1-2023 8-31-2023 1.0260 1.0260
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

Page 6 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

9 9-1-2023 11-30-2023 1.0265 1.0265
10 12-1-2023 2-29-2024 2.8857 2.8857
11 3-1-2024 5-31-2024 1.6207 1.6207
Highest 2.8857 2.8857
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
ROG NOx Cco S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Area E- 5.1437 ! 0.2950 ! 10.3804 ! 1.6700e- ! ! 0.0714 ! 0.0714 ! ! 0.0714 ! 0.0714 0.0000 ! 220.9670 ! 220.9670 ! 0.0201 ! 3.7400e- ! 222.5835
- L} 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 L} L] 1 1] 1] 003 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B : == e e
Energy - 0.1398 ! 1.2312 ! 0.7770 ! 7.6200e- ! ! 0.0966 ! 0.0966 ! ! 0.0966 ! 0.0966 0.0000 ! 3,896.073 ! 3,896.073 ! 0.1303 ! 0.0468 : 3,913.283
- L} 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 2 1 2 1] 1] 1 3
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ot B e : = m e
Mobile - 1.5857 ! 7.9962 ! 19.1834 ! 0.0821 ! 7.7979 ! 0.0580 ! 7.8559 ! 2.0895 ! 0.0539 ! 2.1434 0.0000 ! 7,620.498 ! 7,620.498 ! 0.3407 ! 0.0000 ! 7,629.016
- L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 6 1] 1] 1 2
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : -— : : = m e
Waste - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 207.8079 ! 12.2811 ! 0.0000 ! 514.8354
- L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B et i : ————— - m e
Water - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 29.1632 ! 556.6420 ! 585.8052 ! 3.0183 ! 0.0755 ! 683.7567
- L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
Total 6.8692 9.5223 30.3407 0.0914 7.7979 0.2260 8.0240 2.0895 0.2219 2.3114 236.9712 | 12,294.18 | 12,531.15 | 15.7904 0.1260 12,963.47
07 19 51

2-148



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 7 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

2.2 Overall Operational
Mitigated Operational

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Area E: 5.1437 ! 0.2950 ! 10.3804 ! 1.6700e- ! ! 0.0714 ! 0.0714 ! ! 0.0714 ! 0.0714 0.0000 ' 220.9670 ! 220.9670 ! 0.0201 ! 3.7400e- ! 222.5835
.. ' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 003,
----------- n ———————n : ———————n - ———————— : ———k s e m————mg - fm—— e = m e
Energy = (01398 + 1.2312 1+ 0.7770 1 7.6200e- * v 0.0966 * 0.0966 '+ 0.0966 * 0.0966 0.0000 * 3,896.073 1 3,896.073+ 0.1303 * 0.0468 ' 3,913.283
L1} L} 1 L} 003 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 2 1 2 L} L} L} 3
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————n - ———————n : m——km e jmm——— g - fm——————p - s e
Mobile - 1.5857 ! 7.9962 : 19.1834 ! 0.0821 ! 7.7979 : 0.0580 ! 7.8559 ! 2.0895 : 0.0539 ! 2.1434 0.0000 ! 7,620.498 : 7,620.498 ! 0.3407 ! 0.0000 ! 7,629.016
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 6 1 6 [} [} L} 2
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et DR et LT : ————— = m e o
Waste - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 207.8079 ' 0.0000 ! 207.8079 ! 12.2811 ! 0.0000 ! 514.8354
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————n - ———————— : ke e —————g - fm——————— - e a e
Water - ! : ! ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 29.1632 ! 556.6420 : 585.8052 ! 3.0183 ! 0.0755 ! 683.7567
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
- 1
Total 6.8692 9.5223 30.3407 0.0914 7.7979 0.2260 8.0240 2.0895 0.2219 2.3114 236.9712 | 12,294.18 | 12,531.15 | 15.7904 0.1260 12,963.47
07 19 51
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

2-149




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 8 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition *Demolition :9/1/2021 110/12/2021 ! 5! 30}
2T it Preparation T 1S Preparation '"""""!16/'15726'2'1"" ;15/2;72'0'2'1""'";"""'%’E""""'""z'b'i’ I
s Ghadng T Eé?;&iﬁé'""""""""!1171672?3'2'1"" ;171'172'0'2'2""'";"""'%’E""""'"'ZEE’ I
4 iding Consuuction " tBulding -C-o-n-sa'aéti-o-n““““!1/-1-272_0_2_2“-“ ;15/'1'272'0'2'3""";"""'%’E"""""Eb'i{;' I
5 HPavng T §E>'a;i'n§"""""""""!15/'15726'2'3"" ;173672'0'22""'";"""'%’E""""'"'EEE' I
6 F Architectural Coating FArohitectural Coating 173172004 53/19/2024 I 5I 35? """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped

Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Demolition *Concrete/Industrial Saws ! 1 8.00! 81! 0.73
pemolion SExcavators | TTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 T A 0.38
Demolition *Rubber Tired Dozers T ""'z """""" 8.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Site Preparation fRubber Tred Dozers e 5.001 Sa7y T 0.40
Site Preparation FTraciorslLoadersBackhoss s 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading SExcavators | TTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 T A 0.38
Grading fGraders T T 5.001 T3 A 0.41
Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 5.001 Sa7y T 0.40
Grading Ssorapers T TTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 Se7i T 0.48
Grading FTraciorslLoadersBackhoss e 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Building Construction Sranes | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 7,001 S5n T 0.29
Building Construction Srorie T e 5.001 Ber T 0.20
Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5.001 Ba T 0.74
Building Construction FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes - 7,001 g7 T 0.37
Building Construction Welders T TTTTTTTTTTTTT T 5.001 Ger T 0.45
Paving 7 Spavers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 1500 T 0.42
Paving SPaving Couipment T ""'z """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36
Paving 7 -'R?Jﬁér; """"""""""" e 5.001 Bor T 0.38
Archltectural é(-)e-lt-in-g -------------- :Air Compressors I 1 6.00? 78 I ----------- 0 48

Trips and VMT
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Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition . 6: 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 14.70: 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Site Preparation . 7:r 18.00: 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90] 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Grading . 8:r 20.00: 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : | T, T T I- B L I I I I'''''>
Building Construction * 9:r 801.00! 143.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90] 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e (LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Paving . 6:r 15.00! 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
________________ = 1 [l l 4+ [l 1 1 R
Architectural Coating = 1 160.00: 0.00: 0.00: 14.70* 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust . ' ' ' v 0.0496 1+ 0.0000 * 0.0496 ' 7.5100e- * 0.0000 * 7.5100e- 0.0000 + 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
- : : : : : ' v 003 . 003 : : ' : '
feeeeeeeeeepm——————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : s : ———————n : -
Off-Road » 00475 ' 04716 ' 0.3235 ! 5.8000e- ! ' 00233 ' 00233 ! ! 00216 @ 00216 0.0000 * 51.0012 ! 51.0012 ' 0.0144 ! 0.000 @ 51.3601
- ' : v 004 : ' : ' : . : ' : '
Total 0.0475 0.4716 0.3235 | 5.8000e- | 0.0496 0.0233 0.0729 | 7.5100e- | 0.0216 0.0291 0.0000 51.0012 | 51.0012 0.0144 0.0000 51.3601
004 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 1.9300e- * 0.0634 + 0.0148 1 1.8000e- + 3.9400e- + 1.9000e- + 4.1300e- * 1.0800e- 1 1.8000e- 1 1.2600e- 0.0000 + 17.4566 + 17.4566 '+ 1.2100e- * 0.0000 + 17.4869
o003 : i 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 003 ., .
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————— - rmmm
Worker 9.7000e- * 7.5000e- * 8.5100e- * 2.0000e- * 2.4700e- * 2.0000e- * 2.4900e- * 6.5000e- * 2.0000e- * 6.7000e- 0.0000 + 2.2251 « 22251 1+ 7.0000e- * 0.0000 * 2.2267
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 2.9000e- 0.0641 0.0233 2.0000e- | 6.4100e- | 2.1000e- | 6.6200e- | 1.7300e- | 2.0000e- 1.9300e- 0.0000 19.6816 19.6816 1.2800e- 0.0000 19.7136
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust - ' ' ' v 0.0496 * 0.0000 ' 0.0496  7.5100e- * 0.0000 ' 7.5100e- 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 +* 0.0000
- 1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 003 1 L] 003 L] L] 1 L] L]
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n - ———————— ———————— : ———mmm ey ———————— - F =
Off-Road ! 0.4716 ! 0.3235 ! 5.8000e- ! ! 0.0233 ! 0.0233 ! ! 0.0216 ! 0.0216 0.0000 ! 51.0011 ! 51.0011 ! 0.0144 ! 0.0000 ! 51.3600
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0475 0.4716 0.3235 5.8000e- 0.0496 0.0233 0.0729 7.5100e- 0.0216 0.0291 0.0000 51.0011 51.0011 0.0144 0.0000 51.3600
004 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 1.0300e- * 0.0634 1 0.0148 + 1.8000e- + 3.9400e- + 1.9000e- * 4.1300e- + 1.0800e- & 1.8000e- + 1.2600e- *# 0.0000 + 17.4566 + 17.4566 + 1.2100e- + 0.0000 @ 17.4869
o003 : , 004 . 003 . 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 . 003 . : v 003 :
e p————— : ———————g ] ———————g ———————g : ———eeeeaan : ey : e
Vendor = 00000 ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000  0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 : 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : iy : iy iy : ———— e ey :
Worker 9.7000e- 1 7.5000e- + 8.5100e- + 2.0000e- * 2.4700e- + 2.0000e- + 2.4900e- + 6.5000e- + 2.0000e- * 6.7000e- % 0.0000 + 2.2251 22251 1 7.0000e- + 0.0000 * 2.2267
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : v 005 . .
Total 2.9000e- | 0.0641 0.0233 | 2.0000e- | 6.4100e- | 2.1000e- | 6.6200e- | 1.7300e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9300e- | 0.0000 | 19.6816 | 19.6816 | 1.2800e- | 0.0000 | 19.7136
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust ' ' ' ' 01807 ' 00000 ! 0.1807 ' 00993 ! 00000 ' 0.0993 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : R f———————— : ——— e e f———————ny : Fm----
Off-Road ! 04050 ' 02115 ! 3.8000e- ! 100204 ! 00204 1 00188 ' 00188 0.0000 : 33.4357 1+ 334357 ! 00108 ! 0.0000 ! 33.7061
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0389 0.4050 0.2115 | 3.8000e- | 0.1807 0.0204 0.2011 0.0993 0.0188 0.1181 0.0000 | 33.4357 | 33.4357 | o0.0108 0.0000 | 33.7061
004
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ———e---aa : ———————n : R
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -} ———————n : R
Worker 7.7000e- ' 6.0000e- * 6.8100e- ' 2.0000e- * 1.9700e- * 2.0000e- * 1.9900e- * 5.2000e- * 1.0000e- * 5.4000e- 0.0000 + 1.7801 + 1.7801 ' 5.0000e- * 0.0000 + 1.7814
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 ., 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , OO04 : : i 005 .
Total 7.7000e- | 6.0000e- | 6.8100e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9700e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9900e- | 5.2000e- | 1.0000e- 5.4000e- 0.0000 1.7801 1.7801 5.0000e- 0.0000 1.7814
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.1807 ! 0.0000 ! 0.1807 ! 0.0993 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0993 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -] ———————n : r----a--
Off-Road ! 0.4050 ! 0.2115 ! 3.8000e- ! ! 0.0204 ! 0.0204 ! ! 0.0188 ! 0.0188 0.0000 ! 33.4357 ! 33.4357 ! 0.0108 ! 0.0000 ! 33.7060
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0389 0.4050 0.2115 3.8000e- 0.1807 0.0204 0.2011 0.0993 0.0188 0.1181 0.0000 33.4357 33.4357 0.0108 0.0000 33.7060
004
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - rmmmmn
Worker 7.7000e- ' 6.0000e- * 6.8100e- ' 2.0000e- * 1.9700e- * 2.0000e- * 1.9900e- * 5.2000e- * 1.0000e- * 5.4000e- 0.0000 + 1.7801 + 1.7801 ' 5.0000e- * 0.0000 + 1.7814
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : i 005 .
Total 7.7000e- | 6.0000e- | 6.8100e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9700e- | 2.0000e- | 1.9900e- | 5.2000e- | 1.0000e- 5.4000e- 0.0000 1.7801 1.7801 5.0000e- 0.0000 1.7814
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.1741 ! 0.0000 ! 0.1741 ! 0.0693 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0693 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - F==mm -
Off-Road ! 0.8816 ! 0.5867 ! 1.1800e- ! 0.0377 ! 0.0377 ! ! 0.0347 ! 0.0347 0.0000 ! 103.5405 ! 103.5405 ! 0.0335 ! 0.0000 ! 104.3776
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0796 0.8816 0.5867 1.1800e- 0.1741 0.0377 0.2118 0.0693 0.0347 0.1040 0.0000 103.5405 | 103.5405 0.0335 0.0000 104.3776
003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———e---aa : ———————n : R
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -} ———————n : R
Worker 1.6400e- '+ 1.2700e- * 0.0144 1 4.0000e- * 4.1600e- * 3.0000e- ' 4.2000e- * 1.1100e- * 3.0000e- * 1.1400e- 0.0000 + 3.7579 + 3.7579 1 1.1000e- * 0.0000 + 3.7607
o 003 , 003 . i 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 003 , 005 ., 003 : : i 004 .
Total 1.6400e- | 1.2700e- 0.0144 4.0000e- | 4.1600e- | 3.0000e- | 4.2000e- | 1.1100e- | 3.0000e- 1.1400e- 0.0000 3.7579 3.7579 1.1000e- 0.0000 3.7607
003 003 005 003 005 003 003 005 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.1741 ! 0.0000 ! 0.1741 ! 0.0693 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0693 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) ———————n : rom--n--
Off-Road ! 0.8816 ! 0.5867 ! 1.1800e- ! ! 0.0377 ! 0.0377 ! ! 0.0347 ! 0.0347 0.0000 ! 103.5403 ! 103.5403 ! 0.0335 ! 0.0000 ! 104.3775
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0796 0.8816 0.5867 1.1800e- 0.1741 0.0377 0.2118 0.0693 0.0347 0.1040 0.0000 103.5403 | 103.5403 0.0335 0.0000 104.3775
003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : f———————— - ———————n ———————— : ———— e ey ———————n - rm=mm
Worker 1.6400e- + 1.2700e- + 0.0144 1 4.0000e- * 4.1600e- * 3.0000e- * 4.2000e- * 1.1100e- * 3.0000e- * 1.1400e- 0.0000 * 3.7579 + 3.7579 1 1.1000e- * 0.0000 +* 3.7607
o003 , 003 . i 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 003 . : \ 004 .
Total 1.6400e- | 1.2700e- 0.0144 4.0000e- | 4.1600e- | 3.0000e- | 4.2000e- | 1.1100e- | 3.0000e- 1.1400e- 0.0000 3.7579 3.7579 1.1000e- 0.0000 3.7607
003 003 005 003 005 003 003 005 003 004
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.0807 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0807 ! 0.0180 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0180 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - F =
Off-Road ' 0.1360 * 0.1017 1 2.2000e- v 5.7200e- ' 5.7200e- 1 5.2600e- * 5.2600e- 0.0000 + 19.0871 * 19.0871 ' 6.1700e- * 0.0000 '+ 19.2414
: . \ 004 {003 , 003 v 003 . 003 . . \ 003 :
Total 0.0127 0.1360 0.1017 2.2000e- 0.0807 5.7200e- 0.0865 0.0180 5.2600e- 0.0233 0.0000 19.0871 19.0871 6.1700e- 0.0000 19.2414
004 003 003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————— - rmmmma
Worker 2.8000e- * 2.1000e- * 2.4400e- * 1.0000e- * 7.7000e- * 1.0000e- * 7.7000e- * 2.0000e- * 1.0000e- * 2.1000e- 0.0000 +* 0.6679 + 0.6679 1 2.0000e- * 0.0000 * 0.6684
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 2.8000e- | 2.1000e- | 2.4400e- | 1.0000e- | 7.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 7.7000e- | 2.0000e- | 1.0000e- 2.1000e- 0.0000 0.6679 0.6679 2.0000e- 0.0000 0.6684
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.0807 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0807 ! 0.0180 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0180 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - F =
Off-Road ' 0.1360 * 0.1017 1 2.2000e- v 5.7200e- ' 5.7200e- 1 5.2600e- * 5.2600e- 0.0000 + 19.0871 * 19.0871 ' 6.1700e- * 0.0000 '+ 19.2414
: . \ 004 {003 , 003 v 003 . 003 . . \ 003 :
Total 0.0127 0.1360 0.1017 2.2000e- 0.0807 5.7200e- 0.0865 0.0180 5.2600e- 0.0233 0.0000 19.0871 19.0871 6.1700e- 0.0000 19.2414
004 003 003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————— - rmmmma
Worker 2.8000e- ' 2.1000e- '+ 2.4400e- ' 1.0000e- * 7.7000e- * 1.0000e- * 7.7000e- * 2.0000e- * 1.0000e- * 2.1000e- 0.0000 +* 0.6679 + 0.6679 ' 2.0000e- * 0.0000 +* 0.6684
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : i 005 .
Total 2.8000e- | 2.1000e- | 2.4400e- | 1.0000e- | 7.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 7.7000e- | 2.0000e- | 1.0000e- 2.1000e- 0.0000 0.6679 0.6679 2.0000e- 0.0000 0.6684
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.2158 ! 1.9754 ! 2.0700 ! 3.4100e- ! ! 0.1023 ! 0.1023 ! ! 0.0963 ! 0.0963 0.0000 ! 293.1324 ! 293.1324 ! 0.0702 ! 0.0000 ! 294.8881
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.2158 1.9754 2.0700 3.4100e- 0.1023 0.1023 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 293.1324 | 293.1324 0.0702 0.0000 294.8881
003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) ———————n :
Vendor ' 16961 + 0.4580 1 4.5500e- * 0.1140 - 3.1800e- * 0.1171 + 0.0329 ' 3.0400e- * 0.0359 0.0000 * 441.9835 » 4419835+ 0.0264 +* 0.0000 -+ 442.6435
) L} 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n :
Worker : 0.3066 ! 3.5305 : 0.0107 ! 1.1103 ! 8.8700e- : 1.1192 ! 0.2949 : 8.1700e- ! 0.3031 0.0000 ! 966.8117 ! 966.8117 : 0.0266 ! 0.0000 ! 967.4773
' ' ' ' v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.4616 2.0027 3.9885 0.0152 1.2243 0.0121 1.2363 0.3278 0.0112 0.3390 0.0000 | 1,408.795 | 1,408.795 | 0.0530 0.0000 | 1,410.120
2 2 8
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.2158 1 1.9754 : 2.0700 ! 3.4100e- ! ¢ 01023 1 0.1023 ! 00963 @ 0.0963 0.0000 @ 293.1321 : 293.1321 ! 0.0702 @ 0.0000 ! 294.8877
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.2158 1.9754 2.0700 3.4100e- 0.1023 0.1023 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 | 293.1321 | 293.1321 | 0.0702 0.0000 | 294.8877
003
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3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) ———————n : R
Vendor ' 16961 + 0.4580 1 4.5500e- * 0.1140 - 3.1800e- * 0.1171 + 0.0329 ' 3.0400e- * 0.0359 0.0000 * 441.9835 » 4419835+ 0.0264 +* 0.0000 -+ 442.6435
) L} 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : -
Worker : 0.3066 ! 3.5305 : 0.0107 ! 1.1103 ! 8.8700e- : 1.1192 ! 0.2949 : 8.1700e- ! 0.3031 0.0000 ! 966.8117 ! 966.8117 : 0.0266 ! 0.0000 ! 967.4773
' ' ' ' v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.4616 2.0027 3.9885 0.0152 1.2243 0.0121 1.2363 0.3278 0.0112 0.3390 0.0000 | 1,408.795 | 1,408.795 | 0.0530 0.0000 | 1,410.120
2 2 8
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.1942 1 1.7765 : 2.0061 ! 3.3300e- ! ! 00864 1 0.0864 ! ! 00813 @ 0.0813 0.0000 : 286.2789 : 286.2789 ! 0.0681 @ 0.0000 @ 287.9814
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.1942 1.7765 2.0061 3.3300e- 0.0864 0.0864 0.0813 0.0813 0.0000 | 286.2789 | 286.2789 | 0.0681 0.0000 | 287.9814
003
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - e} ———————n :
Vendor v 12511 + 0.4011 1 4.3000e- * 0.1113 ' 1.4600e- * 0.1127 + 0.0321 * 1.4000e- * 0.0335 0.0000 * 417.9930 * 417.9930 * 0.0228 +* 0.0000 -+ 418.5624
) L} 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -} ———————n :
Worker : 0.2708 ! 3.1696 : 0.0101 ! 1.0840 ! 8.4100e- : 1.0924 ! 0.2879 : 7.7400e- ! 0.2957 0.0000 ! 909.3439 ! 909.3439 : 0.0234 ! 0.0000 ! 909.9291
' ' ' ' v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.4135 1.5218 3.5707 0.0144 1.1953 9.8700e- 1.2051 0.3200 9.1400e- 0.3292 0.0000 | 1,327.336 | 1,327.336 | 0.0462 0.0000 | 1,328.491
003 003 9 9 6
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.1942 1 1.7765 : 2.0061 ! 3.3300e- ! ! 00864 1 0.0864 ! ! 00813 @ 0.0813 0.0000 : 286.2785 : 286.2785 ! 0.0681 @ 0.0000 @ 287.9811
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.1942 1.7765 2.0061 3.3300e- 0.0864 0.0864 0.0813 0.0813 0.0000 | 286.2785 | 286.2785 | 0.0681 0.0000 | 287.9811
003
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ———— e e ey f———————n - R L
Vendor v 12511 + 0.4011 ' 4.3000e- * 0.1113 1 1.4600e- * 0.1127 + 0.0321 '+ 1.4000e- * 0.0335 0.0000 1+ 417.9930 » 417.9930 * 0.0228 '+ 0.0000 * 418.5624
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ————eme ey ———————n - r=mm
Worker : 0.2708 : 3.1696 : 0.0101 : 1.0840 : 8.4100e- : 1.0924 : 0.2879 : 7.7400e- : 0.2957 0.0000 : 909.3439 : 909.3439 : 0.0234 : 0.0000 ! 909.9291
' ' ' ' 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.4135 1.5218 3.5707 0.0144 1.1953 9.8700e- 1.2051 0.3200 9.1400e- 0.3292 0.0000 1,327.336 | 1,327.336 0.0462 0.0000 1,328.491
003 003 9 9 6
3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 6.7100e- ! 0.0663 * 0.0948 ! 1.5000e- v 3.3200e- ! 3.3200e- ! 3.0500e- * 3.0500e- 0.0000 + 13.0175 ' 13.0175 ! 4.2100e- * 0.0000 '+ 13.1227
o003 . \ 004 {003 , 003 i 003 . 003 . : \ 003 . .
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmmn
Paving - 0.0000 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 6.7100e- 0.0663 0.0948 1.5000e- 3.3200e- | 3.3200e- 3.0500e- 3.0500e- 0.0000 13.0175 13.0175 4.2100e- 0.0000 13.1227
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————— : ———— e ey ———————n - rmmm
Worker 3.7000e- *+ 2.7000e- * 3.1200e- * 1.0000e- * 1.0700e- * 1.0000e- * 1.0800e- * 2.8000e- * 1.0000e- * 2.9000e- 0.0000 +* 0.8963 + 0.8963 ' 2.0000e- * 0.0000 * 0.8968
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 3.7000e- | 2.7000e- | 3.1200e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0700e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0800e- | 2.8000e- | 1.0000e- 2.9000e- 0.0000 0.8963 0.8963 2.0000e- 0.0000 0.8968
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 6.7100e- ! 0.0663 * 0.0948 ! 1.5000e- v 3.3200e- ! 3.3200e- ! 3.0500e- * 3.0500e- 0.0000 + 13.0175 ' 13.0175 ! 4.2100e- * 0.0000 '+ 13.1227
o003 . \ 004 {003 , 003 i 003 . 003 . : \ 003 . .
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmmn
Paving - 0.0000 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 6.7100e- 0.0663 0.0948 1.5000e- 3.3200e- | 3.3200e- 3.0500e- 3.0500e- 0.0000 13.0175 13.0175 4.2100e- 0.0000 13.1227
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————— : ———— e ey ———————n - rmmm
Worker 3.7000e- *+ 2.7000e- * 3.1200e- * 1.0000e- * 1.0700e- * 1.0000e- * 1.0800e- * 2.8000e- * 1.0000e- * 2.9000e- 0.0000 +* 0.8963 + 0.8963 ' 2.0000e- * 0.0000 * 0.8968
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 3.7000e- | 2.7000e- | 3.1200e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0700e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0800e- | 2.8000e- | 1.0000e- 2.9000e- 0.0000 0.8963 0.8963 2.0000e- 0.0000 0.8968
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 00109 ' 0.1048 '+ 0.1609 ' 2.5000e- * v 5.1500e- ' 5.1500e- ' 4.7400e- v 4.7400e- 0.0000 » 22.0292 + 22.0292 ' 7.1200e- * 0.0000 * 22.2073
. ' : V004 i 003 ; 003 i 003 . 003 . : \ 003 . .
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmmn
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0109 0.1048 0.1609 2.5000e- 5.1500e- | 5.1500e- 4.7400e- 4.7400e- 0.0000 22.0292 22.0292 7.1200e- 0.0000 22.2073
004 003 003 003 003 003
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————— : ———— e ey ———————n - rmmm
Worker 5.9000e- * 4.1000e- * 4.9200e- * 2.0000e- * 1.8100e- * 1.0000e- * 1.8200e- * 4.8000e- * 1.0000e- * 4.9000e- 0.0000 +* 1.4697 + 1.4697 1 4.0000e- * 0.0000 * 1.4706
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 5.9000e- | 4.1000e- | 4.9200e- | 2.0000e- | 1.8100e- | 1.0000e- | 1.8200e- | 4.8000e- | 1.0000e- 4.9000e- 0.0000 1.4697 1.4697 4.0000e- 0.0000 1.4706
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 00109 ' 0.1048 '+ 0.1609 ' 2.5000e- * v 5.1500e- ' 5.1500e- ' 4.7400e- v 4.7400e- 0.0000 » 22.0292 + 22.0292 ' 7.1200e- * 0.0000 * 22.2073
- . . \ 004 i 003 ; 003 i 003 . 003 . : \ 003 . .
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmmn
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0109 0.1048 0.1609 2.5000e- 5.1500e- | 5.1500e- 4.7400e- 4.7400e- 0.0000 22.0292 22.0292 7.1200e- 0.0000 22.2073
004 003 003 003 003 003
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} 1]
L LT Ty S——— : - : R —— R —— : ———eieeaan H R —— : Femmaaan
Vendor ® 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} 1]
---------------- : - : - - : ———meeaaa] - :
Worker 5.9000e- + 4.1000e- + 4.9200e- ' 2.0000e- * 1.8100e- ' 1.0000e- ' 1.8200e- + 4.8000e- ' 1.0000e- * 4.9000e- & 0.0000 + 1.4697 + 1.4697 1 4.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 1.4706
w 004 , o004 , ©003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 5.9000e- | 4.1000e- | 4.9200e- | 2.0000e- | 1.8100e- | 1.0000e- | 1.8200e- | 4.8000e- | 1.0000e- | 4.9000e- | 0.0000 1.4697 1.4697 | 4.0000e- | 0.0000 1.4706
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 41372 1 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ¢ ' 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . ——————q : ———m e eaan] ——————q :
Off-Road 3.1600e- * 0.0213 + 0.0317 ' 5.0000e- 1 1.0700e- 1 1.0700e- 1 1 1.0700e- ' 1.0700e- # 0.0000 + 4.4682 ' 4.4682 1 2.5000e- + 0.0000 1 4.4745
%003 : \ 005 , 003 ; 003 , 003 ., 003 . . \ o004 ,
Total 4.1404 0.0213 0.0317 | 5.0000e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- | 0.0000 4.4682 4.4682 | 2.5000e- | 0.0000 4.4745
005 003 003 003 003 004
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - rmm
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - r -
Worker ' 6.9900e- + 0.0835 * 2.8000e- * 0.0307 1 2.3000e- * 0.0309 ' 8.1500e- * 2.2000e- * 8.3700e- 0.0000 1 24.9407 v 24.9407 + 6.1000e- * 0.0000 * 24.9558
\ 003 . V004 . Vo004 » 003 , 004 . 003 . : \ 004 . .
Total 0.0101 6.9900e- 0.0835 2.8000e- 0.0307 2.3000e- 0.0309 8.1500e- | 2.2000e- 8.3700e- 0.0000 24.9407 24.9407 6.1000e- 0.0000 24.9558
003 004 004 003 004 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 4.1372 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————— - R L
Off-Road 3.1600e- * 0.0213 * 0.0317 ' 5.0000e- @ ' 1.0700e- ' 1.0700e- 1 1.0700e- * 1.0700e- 0.0000 +* 4.4682 ' 4.4682 ' 2.5000e- * 0.0000 * 4.4745
o003 : \ 005 . i 003 ; 003 i 003 . 003 . : \ 004 .
Total 4.1404 0.0213 0.0317 5.0000e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- 1.0700e- 1.0700e- 0.0000 4.4682 4.4682 2.5000e- 0.0000 4.4745
005 003 003 003 003 004
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
f e —————— ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
fe e —————— ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - r -
Worker = (0.0101  6.9900e- * 0.0835 1 2.8000e- * 0.0307  2.3000e- * 0.0309 ' 8.1500e- * 2.2000e- * 8.3700e- 0.0000 1 24.9407 v 24.9407 + 6.1000e- * 0.0000 * 24.9558
- \ 003 ., \ 004 v004 . 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 004 .
Total 0.0101 6.9900e- 0.0835 2.8000e- 0.0307 2.3000e- 0.0309 8.1500e- | 2.2000e- | 8.3700e- 0.0000 24.9407 24.9407 | 6.1000e- 0.0000 24.9558
003 004 004 003 004 003 004

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Maobile
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated = 15857 ! 7.9962 1 19.1834 ! 0.0821 1+ 7.7979 1+ 0.0580 ! 7.8559 1 2.0895 ! 0.0539 1 21434 0.0000 1 7,620.498 * 7,620.498 ! 0.3407 1+ 0.0000 *7,629.016
- ' ' ' : : ' : ' : .6 . 6 : V2
----------- i it e i i e et e et T T B e e R R
Unmitigated = 15857 + 7.9962 + 19.1834 « 0.0821 + 7.7979 + 0.0580 +* 7.8559 * 2.0895 : 0.0539 : 21434 = 0.0000 r7,620.4987,620.498 + 0.3407 + 0.0000 r7,629.016
- . . . . . . . . . . .6 . 6 | . V2
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise ; 145.75 ' 154.25 154.00 . 506,227 . 506,227
Apartments Mid Rise ; 4,026.75 ' 3,773.25 4075.50 . 13,660,065 . 13,660,065
General Office Building M 288.45 ' 62.55 31.05 . 706,812 . 706,812
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEYemmmemmeemmmm e e e e e e e
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) . 2,368.80 ' 2,873.52 2817.72 . 3,413,937 . 3,413,937
N EE R EEEEEEEE R EE R EEEE AR R R A e e e e b = m mm ko n e m g g
Hotel . 192.00 1 187.50 160.00 . 445,703 . 445,703
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE Ry m e e o DD e v
Quiality Restaurant ; 501.12 ' 511.92 461.20 . 707,488 . 707,488
Regional Shopping Center ' 528.08 ! 601.44 357.84 . 1,112,221 . 1,112,221
Total | 805095 | 8164.43 8,57.31 | 20,552,452 | 20,552,452

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-Wor C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW [H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Low Rise ' 14.70 ! 5.90 ! 8.70 T 4020 : 1920 1 40.60 . 86 . 11 . 3
Apartments Mid Rise 3 1470 590 : 870 : 4020 1 1020 | 4060 : & oz 11 1 37T
General Office Building % 1660  + 840 1 690  + 3300 1 4800 1 1900 = 77 &+ 19 =TT T
e R s L LR, Il S PR s .
High Tumover (Sit Down 5  16.60 i 840 : 690 : 850 1 7250 | 1900 i 37 1 20 & 43
Hotel v 1660 1 840 i 690 3 1940 6160 1 1900 i 58 = 3 i 7 T
. S s L LR, i S S PR i O
Quality Restaurant ' 16.60 ! 8.40 ! 6.90 : 1200 ' 69.00 19.00 . 38 . 18 . 44
Regional Shopping Center  +  16.60  : 840 : 690  : 1630 + 6470 : 1900  + 54 = gs i TTTTTTRTTTTT
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use [ oA | tort | oz | mov | thbt | tHD2 | MHD HHD | oBUS | UBUS | Mcy | sBus MH
Apartments Low Rise = 0.543088: 0.044216] 0.209971j 0.116369] 0.014033j 0.006332{ 0.021166] 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817j 0.005285{ 0.000712{ 0.000821
""" Apartments Mid Rise  + 0.543088% 0.044216] 0.209971 0.116369] 0014033} 0.006332] 0.021166f 0.033577{ 0.002613{ 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821]
""" General Office Building  * 0.543088% 0.044216] 0.209971 0.116369] 0014033} 0.006332] 0.021166§ 0.033577{ 0.002613{ 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821]
" High Turnover (Sit Down  + 0.543088% 0.044216: 0.209971' 0.116369* 0.014033' 0.006332¢ 0.021166' 0.033577: 0.002613' 0.001817: 0.005285' 0.000712¢ 0.000821]
Restaurant) ; . ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Hotel - '0.543088: 0.044216] 0209971{ 0.116369; 0.014033i 0.006332f 0.021166] 0.033577{ 0.002613i 0.001817{ 0.005285i 0.000712] 0.000821
""" Quality Restaurant = 0.543088% 0.044216] 02099717 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332j 0.021166] 0.033577{ 0.002613] 0.001817{ 0.005285; 0.000712] 0.000821]
" Regional Shopping Center = 0.543088¢ 0.044216' 0.209971: 0.116369' 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166'® 0.033577: 0.002613' 0001817 0.005285' 0.000712' 0.000821]

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Electricity . ! ' ! ' : 0.0000 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 0.0000 :2,512.646 2,512,646 0.1037 ! 0.0215 12,521.635
Mitigated ] : [ : : [ : [ : : 5 : 5 [ : : 6
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rommmaa
Electricity ' ' ' ' + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 *2,512.646 *2,512.646 ' 0.1037 ' 0.0215 12,521.635
Unmitigated . : . . : . : . : . 5 . 5 . . . 6
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : N
NaturalGas ! 12812 + 07770 1 7.6200e- ! ! 00966 ! 0.0966 ! ! 0.0966 @ 0.0966 0.0000 :1,383.4261,383.426! 0.0265 ' 0.0254 '1,391.647
Mitigated ' : ¢ 003 : ' : ' : A : .8
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- T e e e e e e e e e e e e N m e E e e e e e e e = e = —p = = ===
NaturalGas v+ 12312 + 0.7770 1 7.6200e- * + 0.0966 * 0.0966 * + 0.0966 * 0.0966 = 0.0000 :1,383.4261,383.426+ 0.0265 * 0.0254 1 1,391.647
Unmitigated o : . . 003 : : : : : . A - . . 8
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Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low * 408494 & 22000e- : 0.0188 ' 8.0100e- ! 1.2000e- ! ' 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- 1 v 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- & 0.0000 + 21.7988 1 21.7988 + 4.2000e- + 4.0000e- * 21.9284
Rise . W 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 004 , 004
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT r——— ] R T
Apartments Mid 1 1.30613e & 0.0704 + 0.6018 + 0.2561 1 3.8400e- 1 v 0.0487 1+ 0.0487 ' 0.0487 1 0.0487 0.0000 + 696.9989 1 696.9989 + 0.0134 + 0.0128 ' 701.1408
Rise V4007 . : v 003 | . . . . . . . . . .
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT rer—— ] R T
General Office 1 468450 & 25300e- + 0.0230 ' 0.0193 ! 1.4000e- ! '+ 1.7500e- 1+ 1.7500e- 1 v 1.7500e- + 1.7500e- & 0.0000 @ 24.9983 1 24.9983 + 4.8000e- + 4.6000e- * 25.1468
Building . W 003 : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 004 , 004
----------- R : ey ———————g ] ———————g - B I r— ] R
High Turnover (Sit+ 8.30736e & 0.0448 1+ 0.4072 ' 03421 1 2.4400e- ! v 0.0310 + 0.0310 v 0.0310 + 0.0310 0.0000 + 443.3124 1 443.3124 + 8.5000e- + 8.1300e- ' 445.9468
Down Restaurant); +006 & , , v 003 . , , . , : . v 003 . 003 ,
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - T LT rer—— ] R
Hotel + 1.74095e & 9.3900e- + 0.0853 + 0.0717 + 5.1000e- ' 6.4900e- 1 6.4900e- 1 ' 6.4900e- ' 6.4900e- & 0.0000 + 92.9036 ' 92.9036 + 1.7800e- + 1.7000e- * 93.4557
\ +006 & 003 , : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 003 , 003
----------- R : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT rerep— ] R
Quality + 1.84608e &1 9.9500e- + 0.0905 + 0.0760 *+ 5.4000e- ' 6.8800e- 1+ 6.8800e- 1 ' 6.8800e- ' 6.8800e- 4 0.0000 + 98.5139 & 98.5139 + 1.8900e- + 1.8100e- * 99.0993
Restaurant ., +006 4 003 | : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 003 , 003
----------- I : f———————— ———————g ] ———————g - LT r—— ] R LT
Regional ~ + 91840 & 50000e- ! 4.5000e- ' 3.7800e- ! 3.0000e- ! ' 3.4000e- 1+ 3.4000e- 1 ' 3.4000e- + 3.4000e- % 0.0000 + 4.9009 1 4.9009 + 9.0000e- + 9.0000e- * 4.9301
Shopping Center | a 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 004 , o004 , v 004 004 . : v 005 , 005
[ [
Total 0.1398 1.2312 0.7770 | 7.6200e- 0.0966 0.0966 0.0966 0.0966 0.0000 | 1,383.426 | 1,383.426 | 0.0265 0.0254 | 1,391.647
003 8 8 8
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Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low * 408494 & 22000e- : 0.0188 ' 8.0100e- ! 1.2000e- ! ' 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- 1 v 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- & 0.0000 + 21.7988 1 21.7988 + 4.2000e- + 4.0000e- * 21.9284
Rise . W 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 004 , 004
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT r——— ] R T
Apartments Mid 1 1.30613e & 0.0704 + 0.6018 + 0.2561 1 3.8400e- 1 v 0.0487 1+ 0.0487 ' 0.0487 1 0.0487 0.0000 + 696.9989 1 696.9989 + 0.0134 + 0.0128 ' 701.1408
Rise V4007 . : v 003 | . . . . . . . . . .
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT rer—— ] R T
General Office 1 468450 & 25300e- + 0.0230 ' 0.0193 ! 1.4000e- ! '+ 1.7500e- 1+ 1.7500e- 1 v 1.7500e- + 1.7500e- & 0.0000 @ 24.9983 1 24.9983 + 4.8000e- + 4.6000e- * 25.1468
Building . W 003 : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 004 , 004
----------- R : ey ———————g ] ———————g - B I r— ] R
High Turnover (Sit+ 8.30736e & 0.0448 1+ 0.4072 ' 03421 1 2.4400e- ! v 0.0310 + 0.0310 v 0.0310 + 0.0310 0.0000 + 443.3124 1 443.3124 + 8.5000e- + 8.1300e- ' 445.9468
Down Restaurant); +006 & , , v 003 . , , . , : . v 003 . 003 ,
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - T LT rer—— ] R
Hotel + 1.74095e & 9.3900e- + 0.0853 + 0.0717 + 5.1000e- ' 6.4900e- 1 6.4900e- 1 ' 6.4900e- ' 6.4900e- & 0.0000 + 92.9036 ' 92.9036 + 1.7800e- + 1.7000e- * 93.4557
\ +006 & 003 , : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 003 , 003
----------- R : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT rerep— ] R
Quality + 1.84608e &1 9.9500e- + 0.0905 + 0.0760 *+ 5.4000e- ' 6.8800e- 1+ 6.8800e- 1 ' 6.8800e- ' 6.8800e- 4 0.0000 + 98.5139 & 98.5139 + 1.8900e- + 1.8100e- * 99.0993
Restaurant ., +006 4 003 | : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 003 , 003
----------- I : f———————— ———————g ] ———————g - LT r—— ] R LT
Regional ~ + 91840 & 50000e- ! 4.5000e- ' 3.7800e- ! 3.0000e- ! ' 3.4000e- 1+ 3.4000e- 1 ' 3.4000e- + 3.4000e- % 0.0000 + 4.9009 1 4.9009 + 9.0000e- + 9.0000e- * 4.9301
Shopping Center | a 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 004 , o004 , v 004 004 . : v 005 , 005
[ [
Total 0.1398 1.2312 0.7770 | 7.6200e- 0.0966 0.0966 0.0966 0.0966 0.0000 | 1,383.426 | 1,383.426 | 0.0265 0.0254 | 1,391.647
003 8 8 8
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Page 34 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low *+ 106010 :- 33.7770 1 1.3900e- * 2.9000e- * 33.8978
Rise : u i 003 , o004
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem-——— T " ey = == ===
Apartments Mid * 3.94697e & 1,257.587 + 0.0519 * 0.0107 ' 1,262.086
Rise 1 +006 w9 : P9
' i [ [ [
"""""" === T " == === =
General Office + 584550 :' 186.2502 + 7.6900e- * 1.5900e- ' 186.9165
Building u i 003 , 003 ,
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem==—— T " == ===
High Turnover (Sit+ 1.58904e & 506.3022 * 0.0209 ' 4.3200e- ' 508.1135
Down Restaurant); +006 & , v 003
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem———— T " = === ==
Hotel + 550308 :' 175.3399 + 7.2400e- + 1.5000e- * 175.9672
. u i 003 , 003 ,
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem———— T " = = ===
Quality v 353120 :' 112.5116 + 4.6500e- * 9.6000e- * 112.9141
Restaurant o v 003 . 004 ,
' i [ [ [
"""""" === T " === ===
Regional v 756000 :- 240.8778 v 9.9400e- '+ 2.0600e- ' 241.7395
Shopping Center ; o v 003 , 003 ,
[0 [
Total 2,512.646 0.1037 0.0215 2,521.635
5 6
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Page 35 of 44 Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Mitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low *+ 106010 :- 33.7770 1 1.3900e- * 2.9000e- * 33.8978
Rise : u i 003 , o004
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem-——— T " ey = == ===
Apartments Mid + 3.94697e :' 1,257.587 + 0.0519 + 0.0107 +1,262.086
Rise 1 +006 w9 : P9
' i [ [ [
"""""" === T " == === =
General Office + 584550 :' 186.2502 + 7.6900e- * 1.5900e- ' 186.9165
Building u i 003 , 003 ,
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem==—— T " == ===
High Turnover (Sit+ 1.58904e :- 506.3022 + 0.0209 ' 4.3200e- ' 508.1135
Down Restaurant); +006 & , v 003
' i [ [ [
----------- Fem———— T "
Hotel v+ 550308 & 175.3399 « 7.2400e-
[ i [ [ ]
' ™ ' 003 ' .
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem———— T " = = ===
Quality v 353120 :' 112.5116 + 4.6500e- * 9.6000e- * 112.9141
Restaurant o v 003 . 004 ,
' i [ [ [
"""""" === T " === ===
Regional v 756000 :- 240.8778 v 9.9400e- '+ 2.0600e- ' 241.7395
Shopping Center ; o v 003 , 003 ,
[0 [
Total 2,512.646 0.1037 0.0215 2,521.635
5 6

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx CcO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Mitigated = 51437 ! 02950 ! 10.3804 ! 1.6700e- ! ! 00714 + 00714 ! 00714 + 0.0714 0.0000 : 220.9670 ! 220.9670 ! 0.0201 ! 3.7400e- ! 222.5835
- ' ' . 003 ' . . ' ' : ' ' v 003
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
semmsmsmesee- y—————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— _—————— -, ————— e —m—— === === m————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— - = =====-
Unmitigated = 5.1437 1+ 0.2950 +* 10.3804 * 1.6700e- * + 0.0714 + 0.0714 + 0.0714 + 0.0714 = 0.0000 * 220.9670 * 220.9670 * 0.0201 + 3.7400e- * 222.5835
- : : . 003 . . : : : : . : : . . 003
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx (6{0] SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tonsl/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.4137 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Coating : ' : : ' : : ' : . ' : : '
___________ L 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 ____‘________:______ 1 1 1 _____.:________
Consumer = 43998 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Products . : . . : . . : . . : . . :
___________ L 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 ____‘________:______ 1 1 1 _____.:________
Hearth = (0.0206 * 0.1763 * 0.0750 * 1.1200e- ' ' 0.0143 1+ 0.0143 ' 0.0143 '+ 0.0143 0.0000 * 204.1166 ' 204.1166 ' 3.9100e- ' 3.7400e- ' 205.3295
- L] 1 L] 003 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 003 L] 003 1
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : ———g el —————eg - fm——————p e = e
Landscaping = 03096 ' 0.1187 ! 10.3054 ! 5.4000e- ! ! 00572 + 00572 ! 00572 + 0.0572 0.0000 : 16.8504 ! 16.8504 : 0.0161 @ 0.0000 ! 17.2540
- 1] 1 1] 004 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
Total 5.1437 0.2950 10.3804 | 1.6600e- 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0000 | 220.9670 | 220.9670 0.0201 3.7400e- | 222.5835
003 003
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6.2 Area by SubCategory
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.4137 ' ' ' 1 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 *+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
Coating : ' : : ' : : ' : : ' : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————— - ———————— : L T e - fm—————— ==
Consumer = 43998 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 +* 0.0000 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
Products . : . : : : : : : . : : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————— - ———————— : ke e e ————mg - fm——————p - = s aa
Hearth = 0.0206 * 0.1763 * 0.0750 + 1.1200e- * '+ 0.0143 1+ 0.0143 v 0.0143 + 0.0143 0.0000 * 204.1166 ' 204.1166 * 3.9100e- * 3.7400e- ' 205.3295
L1} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 L} L} L}

n ' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' , 003 , 003
----------- n ———————n : ———————— - ———————— : ———k e e jmm————eg - e = m e
Landscaping " 0.3096 ' 0.1187 ! 10.3054 ' 5.4000e- ' ! 0.0572 ' 0.0572 ' ! 0.0572 ' 0.0572 0.0000 ' 16.8504 ! 16.8504 ' 0.0161 ' 0.0000 : 17.2540
L 1] 1] 1 1] 004 [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}

- 1
Total 5.1437 0.2950 10.3804 1.6600e- 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0000 220.9670 | 220.9670 0.0201 3.7400e- | 222.5835
003 003

7.0 Water Detalil

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Category MT/yr

Mitigated - 585.8052 ! 3.0183

L1 [
n [ 1 [
........... = m e e ——————————————p ===
[ [ [
[ [ [

Unmitigated - 585.8052 3.0183 0.0755 1 683.7567

0.0755 ! 683.7567
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7.2 Water by Land Use

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Unmitigated
Indoor/Out | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
Apartments Low +1.62885 / :- 10.9095 ' 0.0535 1+ 1.3400e- ' 12.6471
Rise T 1.02688 : \ 003 .,
' i [ [ [
----------- Fe—————— g ———— mmmme-—-
Apartments Mid 1+ 63.5252 / :' 425.4719 + 2.0867 ' 0.0523 ' 493.2363
Rise V 40.0485 4 . : .
----------- I — ey e
General Office +7.99802 / :' 53.0719 + 0.2627 ' 6.5900e- * 61.6019
Building 4.90201 & : \ 003 .,
1] 1] 1 1 L]
----------- = g e oy mmmme-—
High Turnover (Sit* 10.9272 / :- 51.2702 + 0.3580 ' 8.8200e- ' 62.8482
Down Restaurant); 0.697482 & , v 003
' i [ [ [
----------- Femm————— g e oy mmmme-—-
Hotel 11.26834 / :' 6.1633 '+ 0.0416 ' 1.0300e- * 7.5079
1 0.140927 . \ 003 .
' i [ [ [
----------- Fe—————— g e oy mmmme-—
Quality 1 2.42827 1 :' 11.3934 + 0.0796 ' 1.9600e- * 13.9663
Restaurant  ; 0.154996 4 , v 003 .,
1] 1] 1 1 L]
----------- re—————— g e oy mmmme-—
Regional 1 4.14806 / :- 27.5250 v+ 0.1363 ' 3.4200e- * 31.9490
Shopping Center ; 2.54236 & : \ 003 .,
[ 1
Total 585.8052 3.0183 0.0755 683.7567

Page 39 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM
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7.2 Water by Land Use

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual
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Mitigated
Indoor/Out | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
Apartments Low +1.62885 / :- 10.9095 ' 0.0535 1+ 1.3400e- ' 12.6471
Rise T 1.02688 : \ 003 .,
' i [ [ [
----------- Fe—————— g ———— mmmme-—-
Apartments Mid 1+ 63.5252 / :' 425.4719 + 2.0867 ' 0.0523 ' 493.2363
Rise V 40.0485 4 . : .
----------- I — ey e
General Office 17.99802/ & 53.0719 + 0.2627 ' 6.5900e- * 61.6019
Building 4.90201 & : \ 003 .,
' i [ [ [
----------- = g e oy mmmme-—
High Turnover (Sit* 10.9272 / :- 51.2702 + 0.3580 ' 8.8200e- ' 62.8482
Down Restaurant); 0.697482 & , v 003
' i [ [ [
----------- Femm————— g e oy mmmme-—-
Hotel 11.26834 / :' 6.1633 '+ 0.0416 ' 1.0300e- * 7.5079
1 0.140927 . \ 003 .
' i [ [ [
----------- Fe—————— g e oy mmmme-—
Quality 1 2.42827 1 :' 11.3934 + 0.0796 ' 1.9600e- * 13.9663
Restaurant  ; 0.154996 4 , v 003 .,
' i [ [ [
----------- re—————— g e oy mmmme-—
Regional 1 4.14806 / :- 27.5250 v+ 0.1363 ' 3.4200e- * 31.9490
Shopping Center ; 2.54236 & : \ 003 .,
[ 1
Total 585.8052 3.0183 0.0755 683.7567

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
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Category/Year

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Total CO2

CH4

N20

CO2e

MT/yr

Mitigated

Unmitigated

- 207.8079 ! 12.2811

n
——————
n
n

-- -~ -r
207.8079 + 12.2811 + 0.0000 @ 514.8354

0.0000 ! 514.8354

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM
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8.2 Waste by Land Use

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Unmitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Apartments Low + 115 :- 2.3344 + 0.1380 * 0.0000 * 5.7834
Rise , i . . .
----------- Fe-----m ————————
Apartments Mid + 448.5 :- 91.0415 + 5.3804 '+ 0.0000 + 2255513
Rise . i : . .
----------- A ———————n
General Office + 41.85 :- 8.4952 1+ 0.5021 1+ 0.0000 * 21.0464
Building it : ' .
----------- A ———————n
High Turnover (Sit* 428.4 :- 86.9613 '+ 5.1393 1 0.0000 r 215.4430
Down Restaurant) ; i : . .
' i [ [ [
----------- - d —————— === ===
Hotel ! 27.38 :: 5.5579 ! 0.3285 : 0.0000 ! 13.7694
[ i ' [ [
----------- Fe-----m ———————n
Quality ' 7.3 :- 1.4818 1+ 0.0876 * 0.0000 +* 3.6712
Restaurant i : . .
----------- A f————————
Regional 588 :- 11.9359 + 0.7054 '+ 0.0000 * 29.5706
Shopping Center ; i . . .
[0 1
Total 207.8079 | 12.2811 0.0000 | 514.8354

Page 42 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM
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8.2 Waste by Land Use
Mitigated

Page 43 of 44

Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Apartments Low + 115 :- 2.3344 + 0.1380 * 0.0000 * 5.7834
Rise , o . . .
----------- Fe-----m ————————
Apartments Mid + 448.5 & 01.0415 ' 53804 ' 0.0000 ' 225.5513
Rise , o . . .
___________ |______l: : ———— : e e.
General Office + 41.85 & 84952 + 05021 ! 0.0000 ' 21.0464
Building i : : :
----------- A ———————n
High Turnover (Sit+ 428.4 & 86.9613 ' 5.1393 ' 0.0000 ! 215.4430
Down Restaurant) ; i : . .
' i [ [ [
Hotel " 2738 b 55579 : 03285 ! 00000 ! 13.7694
. H : : .
----------- == d —————— ===
Quality ' 73 & 14818 v 0.0876 ! 0.0000 ' 3.6712
Restaurant : l: : : :
----------- A f————————
Regional ' 588 & 119359 + 0.7054 ! 0.0000 ' 29.5706
Shopping Center ; i . . .
[ 1
Total 207.8079 | 12.2811 0.0000 | 514.8354
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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Date: 1/6/2021 1:52 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Boilers

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type
User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number

11.0 Vegetation

2-186



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 1 of 35 Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 45.00 . 1000sqft ! 1.03 ! 45,000.00 0
" Fiigh Turmover (Sit Down Restaurand) = 73600 TN T gosan TN T T o T T 00000 1T o T
""""""" Hotel T e T T T R T T T ey T T  gkc00 T T e T
T Quality Restaurant Y- T S ST S 117 R AR o T
T Apartments Low Rise Ty T T T T T T heiing e e T Tmoocoo 1T TR
"7 Apartments Mid Rise T e T T T T T T T hneiing Ut T ee6 T Tamsoooco 1 2789
""" Regional Shopping Genter 5 77T ggneT Y 1000sqft H 1.29 56,000.00 T

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33

Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison

CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Page 2 of 35

Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.
Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.

Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Table Name

Column Name

Default Value

New Value

tblFireplaces

tbIVehicleTrips

FireplaceWoodMass

1,019.20

1,019.20

1.25

48.75

7.16

6.39

2.46

158.37

8.19

94.36

49.97

6.07

5.86

1.05

131.84
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

tbIVehicleTrips

6.65

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

tbIWoodstoves . WoodstoveWoodMass 999.60 ' 0.00

-+

2.0 Emissions Summary
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Page 4 of 35

Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2021 E: 4.2769 ' 46.4588 ! 31.6840 ' 0.0643 ' 18.2675 ! 2.0461 ' 20.3135 ' 9.9840 ! 1.8824 ' 11.8664 0.0000 ' 6,234.797 ! 6,234.797 ' 1.9495 ' 0.0000 ! 6,283.535
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 4 1 4 [} [} L} 2
----------- n ———————n - ———————n - ———————n : B T - fm—————— e ==
2022 - 5.3304 ! 38.8967 : 49.5629 ! 0.1517 ! 9.8688 : 1.6366 ! 10.7727 ! 3.6558 : 1.5057 ! 5.1615 0.0000 1 15,251.56 : 15,251.56 ! 1.9503 ! 0.0000 ! 15,278.52
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 74 1 74 [} [} L} 88
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : L T - fm—————— =
2023 - 4.8957 ! 26.3317 : 46.7567 ! 0.1472 ! 9.8688 : 0.7794 ! 10.6482 ! 2.6381 : 0.7322 ! 3.3702 0.0000 1 14,807.52 : 14,807.52 ! 1.0250 ! 0.0000 ! 14,833.15
.. ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 69 ' 69 ' ' ' 21
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - f———————n : ———k e e e m————mg - fm—————— e = m e
2024 " 237.1630 ' 9.5575 ! 15.1043 ' 0.0244 ' 1.7884 ! 0.4698 ' 1.8628 ' 0.4743 ! 0.4322 ' 0.5476 0.0000 ' 2,361.398 ! 2,361.398 ' 0.7177 ' 0.0000 ! 2,379.342
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] g 1 9 [} L} 1
- 1
Maximum 237.1630 | 46.4588 49.5629 0.1517 18.2675 2.0461 20.3135 9.9840 1.8824 11.8664 0.0000 15,251.56 | 15,251.56 1.9503 0.0000 15,278.52
74 74 88
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Page 5 of 35
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2021 E: 4.2769 ! 46.4588 ! 31.6840 ! 0.0643 ! 18.2675 ! 2.0461 ! 20.3135 ! 9.9840 ! 1.8824 ! 11.8664 0.0000 ' 6,234.797 ! 6,234.797 ! 1.9495 ! 0.0000 ! 6,283.535
L1} L} 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 4 1 4 [} [} L} 2
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B - fm—————— e ==
2022 - 5.3304 ! 38.8967 : 49.5629 ! 0.1517 ! 9.8688 : 1.6366 ! 10.7727 ! 3.6558 : 1.5057 ! 5.1615 0.0000 ! 15,251.56 : 15,251.56 ! 1.9503 ! 0.0000 ! 15,278.52
L1} L} 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 74 1 74 [} [} L} 88
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e - fm—————— =
2023 - 4.8957 ! 26.3317 : 46.7567 ! 0.1472 ! 9.8688 : 0.7794 ! 10.6482 ! 2.6381 : 0.7322 ! 3.3702 0.0000 ! 14,807.52 : 14,807.52 ! 1.0250 ! 0.0000 ! 14,833.15
u ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 69 ' 69 ' ' ' 20
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B S e - fm—————— e = m e
2024 - 237.1630 ! 9.5575 ! 15.1043 ! 0.0244 ! 1.7884 ! 0.4698 ! 1.8628 ! 0.4743 ! 0.4322 ! 0.5476 0.0000 ' 2,361.398 ! 2,361.398 ! 0.7177 ! 0.0000 ! 2,379.342
L1} L} 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] g 1 9 [} L} 1
- 1
Maximum 237.1630 | 46.4588 49.5629 0.1517 18.2675 2.0461 20.3135 9.9840 1.8824 11.8664 0.0000 15,251.56 | 15,251.56 1.9503 0.0000 15,278.52
74 74 88
ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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2.2 Overall Operational

Unmitigated Operational

Page 6 of 35

Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 30.5020 ' 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ' 0.0944 ' ! 1.5974 ' 1.5974 ' ! 1.5974 ' 1.5974 0.0000 ' 18,148.59 ! 18,148.59 ' 0.4874 ' 0.3300 ! 18,259.11
n ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ke m e jmm———— gy - fm——————— - =
Energy - 0.7660 ! 6.7462 : 4.2573 ! 0.0418 ! : 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ! : 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ' 8,355.983 : 8,355.983 ! 0.1602 ! 0.1532 ! 8,405.638
L1} L} 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 2 1 2 [} [} L} 7
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———k e m e jmm———— gy - m———————- e
Mobile - 9.8489 ! 45.4304 : 114.8495 ! 0.4917 ! 45.9592 : 0.3360 ! 46.2951 ! 12.2950 : 0.3119 ! 12.6070 ! 50,306.60 : 50,306.60 + 2.1807 ! ! 50,361.12
L1} L} 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 34 1 34 [} [} L} 08
- 1
Total 41.1168 | 67.2262 | 207.5497 | 0.6278 45.9592 2.4626 48.4217 12.2950 2.4385 14.7336 0.0000 | 76,811.18 | 76,811.18 | 2.8282 0.4832 | 77,025.87
16 16 86
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 30.5020 : 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ! 0.0944 ! 15974 + 15974 ! 15974 + 1.5974 0.0000 :18,148.59118,148.59 0.4874 : 03300 !18,259.11
" ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : el —— gy : = m e
Energy = 07660 ' 6.7462 1 4.2573 : 0.0418 ! 05292 05292 ! 05292 + 05292 18,355.98318,355.983 1 0.1602 ! 0.1532 ! 8,405.638
- L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 2 1 2 1] 1] 1 7
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———d e m el ——— gy : ———————p e m e
Mobile = 9.8489 ! 454304 1 114.8495+ 0.4917 1 459592 ! 0.3360 @ 46.2951 : 12.2950 ! 0.3119 '@ 12.6070 * 50,306.60 1 50,306.60 + 2.1807 ! ! 50,361.12
- L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 34 1 34 1] 1] 1 08
Total 41.1168 | 67.2262 | 207.5497 | 0.6278 45,9592 2.4626 48.4217 12.2950 2.4385 14.7336 0.0000 | 76,811.18 | 76,811.18 | 2.8282 0.4832 | 77,025.87
16 16 86
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Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
3.0 Construction Detail
Construction Phase
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition *Demolition :9/1/2021 110/12/2021 ! 5! 30}
2 T fSite Preparation " iite Preparation '"""""!16/'15726'2'1"" ;11@72—0—2—1_-___";""_"?;""""“"2'5;' I
3 Srating T §E;'r;&ir'1§'""""""""!11716726'2'1"" 2171'172'0'2'2""'"E"""'%’E""""'"'XEE' I
4 Buiding Conswuction §'BLﬁ&iH§'c'o?st'rac'u'o'n""""!171'272'0'2'2""' 21571'2726'2'3"""E"""'%’E"""""Eb'&f;’ I
5 Spaving T §T:;\7i'n§"""""""""!15/'15726'2'3"" 2173672'0'22""'"E"""'%’E""""'""s'%fi’ I
6 F Architectural Coating Arohitectural Coating 17317004 53/19/2024 I 5I 35? """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5

Acres of Paving:

0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipm

ent
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Demolition *Concrete/Industrial Saws ! 1 8.00! 81! 0.73
pemolion SExcavators | TTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 T A 0.38
Demolition *Rubber Tired Dozers T ""'z """""" 8.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Site Preparation fRubber Tred Dozers e 5.001 Sa7y T 0.40
Site Preparation FTraciorslLoadersBackhoss s 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading SExcavators | TTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 T A 0.38
Grading fGraders T T 5.001 T3 A 0.41
Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 5.001 Sa7y T 0.40
Grading Ssorapers T TTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 Se7i T 0.48
Grading FTraciorslLoadersBackhoss e 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Building Construction Sranes | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 7,001 S5n T 0.29
Building Construction Srorie T e 5.001 Ber T 0.20
Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5.001 Ba T 0.74
Building Construction FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes - 7,001 g7 T 0.37
Building Construction Welders T TTTTTTTTTTTTT T 5.001 Ger T 0.45
Paving 7 Spavers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 1500 T 0.42
Paving SPaving Couipment T ""'z """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36
Paving 7 -'R?Jﬁér; """"""""""" e 5.001 Bor T 0.38
Archltectural é(-)e-lt-in-g -------------- :Air Compressors I 1 6.00? 78 I ----------- 0 48

Trips and VMT
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition . 6: 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 14.70: 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Site Preparation . 7:r 18.00: 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90] 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Grading . 8:r 20.00: 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : | T, T T I- B L I I I I'''''>
Building Construction * 9:r 801.00! 143.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90] 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e (LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Paving . 6:r 15.00! 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
________________ = 1 [l l 4+ [l 1 1 R
Architectural Coating = 1 160.00: 0.00: 0.00: 14.70* 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust : ! ! ! ! 3.3074 : 0.0000 ! 3.3074 : 05008 ! 0.0000 : 0.5008 ! ' 0.0000 ! ! ' 0.0000
- R o : o o : I S : o : o
Off-Road = 31651 ! 31.4407 ' 21.5650 ! 0.0388 ! ' 15513 1 15513 !14411 v 14411 13,747.944 13,747,944+ 1.0549 1 ' 3,774.317
- ' : ' : : ' : ' : 9 9, : .4
Total 3.1651 31.4407 | 21.5650 0.0388 3.3074 1.5513 4.8588 0.5008 1.4411 1.9419 3,747.944 | 3,747.944 | 1.0549 3,774.317
9 9 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 01273 1+ 4.0952 + 09602 + 0.0119 + 0.2669 + 0.0126 * 02795 + 0.0732 & 0.0120 + 0.0852 1 1,292.241 1 1,292.241 v 0.0877 v 1,294.433
- : : : : : : : : : A R T : D
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : St
Worker : 0.0442 ! 0.6042 : 1.7100e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.3500e- : 0.1690 ! 0.0445 : 1.2500e- ! 0.0457 ! 170.8155 ! 170.8155 : 5.0300e- ! ! 170.9413
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.1916 4.1394 1.5644 0.0136 0.4346 0.0139 0.4485 0.1176 0.0133 0.1309 1,463.056 | 1,463.056 0.0927 1,465.375
8 8 0
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 3.3074 ! 0.0000 ! 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ! 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -] ———————n : ro-mma--
Off-Road : 31.4407 ! 21.5650 : 0.0388 ! ! 1.5513 : 1.5513 ! : 1.4411 ! 1.4411 0.0000 + 3,747.944 ! 3,747.944 : 1.0549 ! ! 3,774.317
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' V9 9 ' 4
Total 3.1651 31.4407 21.5650 0.0388 3.3074 1.5513 4.8588 0.5008 1.4411 1.9419 0.0000 3,747.944 | 3,747.944 1.0549 3,774.317
9 9 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 01273 1+ 4.0952 + 09602 + 0.0119 + 0.2669 + 0.0126 * 02795 + 0.0732 & 0.0120 + 0.0852 1 1,292.241 1 1,292.241 v 0.0877 v 1,294.433
- ' : ' : : ' : ' : V3 43 : 7
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : St
Worker : 0.0442 ! 0.6042 : 1.7100e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.3500e- : 0.1690 ! 0.0445 : 1.2500e- ! 0.0457 ! 170.8155 ! 170.8155 : 5.0300e- ! ! 170.9413
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.1916 4.1394 1.5644 0.0136 0.4346 0.0139 0.4485 0.1176 0.0133 0.1309 1,463.056 | 1,463.056 0.0927 1,465.375
8 8 0
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ro--ma--
Off-Road ! 40.4971 ! 21.1543 ! 0.0380 ! ! 2.0445 ! 2.0445 ! ! 1.8809 ! 1.8809 ! 3,685.656 ! 3,685.656 ! 1.1920 ! ! 3,715.457
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 9 1] 9 1 1] 3
Total 3.8882 40.4971 21.1543 0.0380 18.0663 2.0445 20.1107 9.9307 1.8809 11.8116 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 1.1920 3,715.457
9 9 3
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Rt
Worker : 0.0530 ! 0.7250 : 2.0600e- ! 0.2012 ! 1.6300e- : 0.2028 ! 0.0534 : 1.5000e- ! 0.0549 ! 204.9786 ! 204.9786 : 6.0400e- ! ! 205.1296
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0772 0.0530 0.7250 2.0600e- 0.2012 1.6300e- 0.2028 0.0534 1.5000e- 0.0549 204.9786 | 204.9786 | 6.0400e- 205.1296
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : ro--ma--
Off-Road ! 40.4971 ! 21.1543 ! 0.0380 ! ! 2.0445 ! 2.0445 ! ! 1.8809 ! 1.8809 0.0000 ! 3,685.656 ! 3,685.656 ! 1.1920 ! ! 3,715.457
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 9 1] 9 1 1] 1] 3
Total 3.8882 40.4971 21.1543 0.0380 18.0663 2.0445 20.1107 9.9307 1.8809 11.8116 0.0000 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 1.1920 3,715.457
9 9 3
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Rt
Worker : 0.0530 ! 0.7250 : 2.0600e- ! 0.2012 ! 1.6300e- : 0.2028 ! 0.0534 : 1.5000e- ! 0.0549 ! 204.9786 ! 204.9786 : 6.0400e- ! ! 205.1296
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0772 0.0530 0.7250 2.0600e- 0.2012 1.6300e- 0.2028 0.0534 1.5000e- 0.0549 204.9786 | 204.9786 | 6.0400e- 205.1296
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : r -
Off-Road ! 46.3998 ! 30.8785 ! 0.0620 ! ! 1.9853 ! 1.9853 ! ! 1.8265 ! 1.8265 ! 6,007.043 ! 6,007.043 ! 1.9428 ! ! 6,055.613
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 4 1] 4 1 1] 1] 4
Total 4.1912 46.3998 30.8785 0.0620 8.6733 1.9853 10.6587 3.5965 1.8265 5.4230 6,007.043 | 6,007.043 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : I
Worker : 0.0589 ! 0.8056 : 2.2900e- ! 0.2236 ! 1.8100e- : 0.2254 ! 0.0593 : 1.6600e- ! 0.0610 ! 227.7540 ! 227.7540 : 6.7100e- ! ! 227.9217
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0857 0.0589 0.8056 2.2900e- 0.2236 1.8100e- 0.2254 0.0593 1.6600e- 0.0610 227.7540 | 227.7540 | 6.7100e- 227.9217
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) ———————n : r -
Off-Road ! 46.3998 ! 30.8785 ! 0.0620 ! ! 1.9853 ! 1.9853 ! ! 1.8265 ! 1.8265 0.0000 ! 6,007.043 ! 6,007.043 ! 1.9428 ! ! 6,055.613
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 4 1] 4 1 1] 1] 4
Total 4.1912 46.3998 30.8785 0.0620 8.6733 1.9853 10.6587 3.5965 1.8265 5.4230 0.0000 6,007.043 | 6,007.043 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : I
Worker : 0.0589 ! 0.8056 : 2.2900e- ! 0.2236 ! 1.8100e- : 0.2254 ! 0.0593 : 1.6600e- ! 0.0610 ! 227.7540 ! 227.7540 : 6.7100e- ! ! 227.9217
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0857 0.0589 0.8056 2.2900e- 0.2236 1.8100e- 0.2254 0.0593 1.6600e- 0.0610 227.7540 | 227.7540 | 6.7100e- 227.9217
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : ro-mma--
Off-Road : 38.8435 ! 29.0415 : 0.0621 ! ! 1.6349 : 1.6349 ! : 1.5041 ! 1.5041 ! 6,011.410 ! 6,011.410 : 1.9442 ! ! 6,060.015
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 5 1] 5 1 1] 1] 8
Total 3.6248 38.8435 29.0415 0.0621 8.6733 1.6349 10.3082 3.5965 1.5041 5.1006 6,011.410 | 6,011.410 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : A
Worker : 0.0532 ! 0.7432 : 2.2100e- ! 0.2236 ! 1.7500e- : 0.2253 ! 0.0593 : 1.6100e- ! 0.0609 ! 219.7425 ! 219.7425 : 6.0600e- ! ! 219.8941
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0803 0.0532 0.7432 2.2100e- 0.2236 1.7500e- 0.2253 0.0593 1.6100e- 0.0609 219.7425 | 219.7425 | 6.0600e- 219.8941
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) ———————n : ro-mma--
Off-Road ! 38.8435 ! 29.0415 ! 0.0621 ! ! 1.6349 ! 1.6349 ! ! 1.5041 ! 1.5041 0.0000 ! 6,011.410 ! 6,011.410 ! 1.9442 ! ! 6,060.015
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 5 1] 5 1 1] 1] 8
Total 3.6248 38.8435 29.0415 0.0621 8.6733 1.6349 10.3082 3.5965 1.5041 5.1006 0.0000 6,011.410 | 6,011.410 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8

2-202



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 17 of 35 Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : A
Worker : 0.0532 ! 0.7432 : 2.2100e- ! 0.2236 ! 1.7500e- : 0.2253 ! 0.0593 : 1.6100e- ! 0.0609 ! 219.7425 ! 219.7425 : 6.0600e- ! ! 219.8941
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0803 0.0532 0.7432 2.2100e- 0.2236 1.7500e- 0.2253 0.0593 1.6100e- 0.0609 219.7425 | 219.7425 | 6.0600e- 219.8941
003 003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 1.7062 ! 15.6156 ! 16.3634 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 ! 0.8090 ! ! 0.7612 ! 0.7612 ! 2,554.333 ! 2,554.333 ! 0.6120 ! : 2,569.632
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 6 1] 6 1 1] 1] 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ro---aa
Vendor - 0.4079 : 13.2032 ! 3.4341 : 0.0364 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0248 : 0.9404 ! 0.2636 : 0.0237 ! 0.2873 ! 3,896.548 ! 3,896.548 : 0.2236 ! ! 3,902.138
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] 4
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : RS
Worker : 2.1318 ! 29.7654 : 0.0883 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0701 : 9.0234 ! 2.3745 : 0.0646 ! 2.4390 ! 8,800.685 ! 8,800.685 : 0.2429 ! ! 8,806.758
1 L} 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} 7 [} 7 1 [} L] 2
Total 3.6242 15.3350 33.1995 0.1247 9.8688 0.0949 9.9637 2.6381 0.0883 2.7263 12,697.23 | 12,697.23 0.4665 12,708.89
39 39 66
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.7062 ! 15.6156 ! 16.3634 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 ' 0.8090 ! ! 0.7612 ! 0.7612 0.0000 ! 2,554.333 ! 2,554.333 ! 0.6120 ! : 2,569.632
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 6 1] 6 1 1] 1] 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 0.0000 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2

2-204



CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

Page 19 of 35

Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ro---aa
Vendor - 0.4079 : 13.2032 ! 3.4341 : 0.0364 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0248 : 0.9404 ! 0.2636 : 0.0237 ! 0.2873 ! 3,896.548 ! 3,896.548 : 0.2236 ! ! 3,902.138
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] 4
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : RS
Worker : 2.1318 ! 29.7654 : 0.0883 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0701 : 9.0234 ! 2.3745 : 0.0646 ! 2.4390 ! 8,800.685 ! 8,800.685 : 0.2429 ! ! 8,806.758
1 L} 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} 7 [} 7 1 [} L] 2
Total 3.6242 15.3350 33.1995 0.1247 9.8688 0.0949 9.9637 2.6381 0.0883 2.7263 12,697.23 | 12,697.23 0.4665 12,708.89
39 39 66
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 1.5728 ! 14.3849 ! 16.2440 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.6997 ' 0.6997 ! ! 0.6584 ! 0.6584 ! 2,555.209 ! 2,555.209 ! 0.6079 ! : 2,570.406
- 1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} [} 9 [} 9 1 [} L} l
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rom--aan
Vendor - 0.3027 : 10.0181 ! 3.1014 : 0.0352 ! 0.9156 ! 0.0116 : 0.9271 ! 0.2636 : 0.0111 ! 0.2747 ! 3,773.876 ! 3,773.876 : 0.1982 ! ! 3,778.830
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] O
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : -
Worker : 1.9287 ! 27.4113 : 0.0851 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0681 : 9.0214 ! 2.3745 : 0.0627 ! 2.4372 ! 8,478.440 ! 8,478.440 : 0.2190 ! ! 8,483.916
1 L} 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} 8 [} 8 1 [} L] O
Total 3.3229 11.9468 30.5127 0.1203 9.8688 0.0797 9.9485 2.6381 0.0738 2.7118 12,252.31 | 12,252.31 0.4172 12,262.74
70 70 60
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.5728 ! 14.3849 ! 16.2440 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.6997 ' 0.6997 ! ! 0.6584 ! 0.6584 0.0000 ! 2,555.209 ! 2,555.209 ! 0.6079 ! : 2,570.406
- 1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} [} 9 [} 9 1 [} L} l
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- n———————n ———————— : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rom--aan
Vendor - 0.3027 : 10.0181 ! 3.1014 : 0.0352 ! 0.9156 ! 0.0116 : 0.9271 ! 0.2636 : 0.0111 ! 0.2747 ! 3,773.876 ! 3,773.876 : 0.1982 ! ! 3,778.830
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] O
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : -
Worker : 1.9287 ! 27.4113 : 0.0851 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0681 : 9.0214 ! 2.3745 : 0.0627 ! 2.4372 ! 8,478.440 ! 8,478.440 : 0.2190 ! ! 8,483.916
1 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} 8 [} 8 1 [} L] O
Total 3.3229 11.9468 30.5127 0.1203 9.8688 0.0797 9.9485 2.6381 0.0738 2.7118 12,252.31 | 12,252.31 0.4172 12,262.74
70 70 60
3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.0327 ! 10.1917 ! 14.5842 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.5102 ! 0.5102 ! ! 0.4694 ! 0.4694 ! 2,207.584 ! 2,207.584 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.433
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] l 1] l 1 1] 1] 6
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! v 0.0000 ! ! v 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 1.0327 10.1917 14.5842 0.0228 0.5102 0.5102 0.4694 0.4694 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : St
Worker : 0.0361 ! 0.5133 : 1.5900e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.2800e- : 0.1689 ! 0.0445 : 1.1700e- ! 0.0456 ! 158.7723 ! 158.7723 : 4.1000e- ! ! 158.8748
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0566 0.0361 0.5133 1.5900e- 0.1677 1.2800e- 0.1689 0.0445 1.1700e- 0.0456 158.7723 | 158.7723 | 4.1000e- 158.8748
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.0327 ! 10.1917 ! 14.5842 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.5102 ! 0.5102 ! ! 0.4694 ! 0.4694 0.0000 ! 2,207.584 ! 2,207.584 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.433
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] l 1] l 1 1] 1] 6
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 1.0327 10.1917 14.5842 0.0228 0.5102 0.5102 0.4694 0.4694 0.0000 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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3.6 Paving - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : St
Worker : 0.0361 ! 0.5133 : 1.5900e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.2800e- : 0.1689 ! 0.0445 : 1.1700e- ! 0.0456 ! 158.7723 ! 158.7723 : 4.1000e- ! ! 158.8748
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0566 0.0361 0.5133 1.5900e- 0.1677 1.2800e- 0.1689 0.0445 1.1700e- 0.0456 158.7723 | 158.7723 | 4.1000e- 158.8748
003 003 003 003
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 0.9882 ! 9.5246 ! 14.6258 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.4685 ! 0.4685 ! ! 0.4310 ! 0.4310 ! 2,207.547 ! 2,207.547 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.396
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 2 1] 2 1 1] 1] 3
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.9882 9.5246 14.6258 0.0228 0.4685 0.4685 0.4310 0.4310 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : St
Worker ! 0.0329 ! 0.4785 ! 1.5400e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.2600e- ! 0.1689 ! 0.0445 ! 1.1600e- ! 0.0456 ! 153.8517 ! 153.8517 ! 3.7600e- ! ! 153.9458
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0535 0.0329 0.4785 1.5400e- 0.1677 1.2600e- 0.1689 0.0445 1.1600e- 0.0456 153.8517 | 153.8517 | 3.7600e- 153.9458
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 0.9882 ! 9.5246 ! 14.6258 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.4685 ! 0.4685 ! ! 0.4310 ! 0.4310 0.0000 ! 2,207.547 ! 2,207.547 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.396
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 2 1] 2 1 1] 1] 3
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.9882 9.5246 14.6258 0.0228 0.4685 0.4685 0.4310 0.4310 0.0000 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : St
Worker : 0.0329 ! 0.4785 : 1.5400e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.2600e- : 0.1689 ! 0.0445 : 1.1600e- ! 0.0456 ! 153.8517 ! 153.8517 : 3.7600e- ! ! 153.9458
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0535 0.0329 0.4785 1.5400e- 0.1677 1.2600e- 0.1689 0.0445 1.1600e- 0.0456 153.8517 | 153.8517 | 3.7600e- 153.9458
003 003 003 003
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 236.4115 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rom-ma--
Off-Road - 0.1808 ! 1.2188 ! 1.8101 ! 2.9700e- ! ! 0.0609 ! 0.0609 ! ! 0.0609 ! 0.0609 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0159 ! ! 281.8443
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 236.5923 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443
003
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : I
Worker : 0.3513 ! 5.1044 : 0.0165 ! 1.7884 ! 0.0134 : 1.8018 ! 0.4743 : 0.0123 ! 0.4866 ! 1,641.085 ! 1,641.085 : 0.0401 ! ! 1,642.088
1 L} 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} 2 [} 2 1 [} L] 6
Total 0.5707 0.3513 5.1044 0.0165 1.7884 0.0134 1.8018 0.4743 0.0123 0.4866 1,641.085 | 1,641.085 0.0401 1,642.088
2 2 6
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating E: 236.4115 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : rom-ma--
Off-Road - 0.1808 ! 1.2188 ! 1.8101 ! 2.9700e- ! 0.0609 ! 0.0609 ! ! 0.0609 ! 0.0609 0.0000 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0159 ! ! 281.8443
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 236.5923 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0000 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443
003
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' : 0.0000
L 1] 1 L} 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
- ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - : ———————n : R
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 L} 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
feeeee e pm——————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - : ———————n : I
Worker - 0.5707 : 0.3513 ! 5.1044 : 0.0165 ! 1.7884 ! 0.0134 : 1.8018 ! 0.4743 : 0.0123 ! 0.4866 ! 1,641.085 ! 1,641.085 : 0.0401 ! ! 1,642.088
L 1] 1 L} 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] 6
Total 0.5707 0.3513 5.1044 0.0165 1.7884 0.0134 1.8018 0.4743 0.0123 0.4866 1,641.085 | 1,641.085 | 0.0401 1,642.088
2 2 6

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Maobile
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 08489 1 454304 1 114.8495 1 0.4917 + 459592 & 0.3360 ' 46.2951 + 12.2950 ' 0.3119 * 12.6070 + 50,306.60 * 50,306.60 * 2.1807 ' 50,361.12
- ' ' ' ' ' ' : ' : 7 - 7 : . 08
----------- e A i i i i e . e it i et LR o et il i S
Unmitigated = 9.8489 ' 454304  114.8495 + 0.4917 + 459592 + 0.3360 ' 46.2951 * 12.2950 * 0.3119 +* 12.6070 = ' 50,306.60 * 50,306.60 + 2.1807 1 50,361.12
- . . . . . . . . . . .34, 3 . . 08
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise ; 145.75 ' 154.25 154.00 . 506,227 . 506,227
Apartments Mid Rise ; 4,026.75 ' 3,773.25 4075.50 . 13,660,065 . 13,660,065
General Office Building M 288.45 ' 62.55 31.05 . 706,812 . 706,812
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEYemmmemmeemmmm e e e e e e e
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) . 2,368.80 ' 2,873.52 2817.72 . 3,413,937 . 3,413,937
R EEEEEEEEEEE R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE R R m e e e e m b m e e . g g
Hotel . 192.00 1 187.50 160.00 . 445,703 . 445,703
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE Ry m e e o DD e B eiiicccccecececsaaaaaaaann
Quiality Restaurant ; 501.12 ' 511.92 461.20 . 707,488 . 707,488
Regional Shopping Center ' 528.08 ! 601.44 357.84 . 1,112,221 . 1,112,221
Total | 805095 | 8164.43 8,57.31 | 20,552,452 | 20,552,452

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-Wor C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW [H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Low Rise ' 14.70 ! 5.90 ! 8.70 T 4020 : 1920 1 40.60 . 86 . 11 . 3
Apartments Mid Rise 3 1470 590 : 870 : 4020 1 1020 | 4060 : & oz 11 1 37T
General Office Building % 1660  + 840 1 690  + 3300 1 4800 1 1900 = 77 &+ 19 =TT T
e R s L LR, Il S PR s .
High Tumover (Sit Down 5  16.60 i 840 : 690 : 850 1 7250 | 1900 i 37 1 20 & 43
Hotel v 1660 1 840 i 690 3 1940 6160 1 1900 i 58 = 3 i 7 T
. S s L LR, i S S PR i O
Quality Restaurant ' 16.60 ! 8.40 ! 6.90 : 1200 ' 69.00 19.00 . 38 . 18 . 44
Regional Shopping Center  +  16.60  : 840 : 690  : 1630 + 6470 : 1900  + 54 = gs i TTTTTTRTTTTT
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use [ oA | tort | oz | mov | thbt | tHD2 | MHD HHD | oBUS | UBUS | Mcy | sBus MH
Apartments Low Rise = 0.543088: 0.044216] 0.209971j 0.116369] 0.014033j 0.006332{ 0.021166] 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817j 0.005285{ 0.000712{ 0.000821
""" Apartments Mid Rise  + 0.543088% 0.044216] 0.209971 0.116369] 0014033} 0.006332] 0.021166f 0.033577{ 0.002613{ 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821]
""" General Office Building  * 0.543088% 0.044216] 0.209971 0.116369] 0014033} 0.006332] 0.021166§ 0.033577{ 0.002613{ 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821]
" High Turnover (Sit Down  + 0.543088% 0.044216: 0.209971' 0.116369* 0.014033' 0.006332¢ 0.021166' 0.033577: 0.002613' 0.001817: 0.005285' 0.000712¢ 0.000821]
Restaurant) ; . ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Hotel - '0.543088: 0.044216] 0209971{ 0.116369; 0.014033i 0.006332f 0.021166] 0.033577{ 0.002613i 0.001817{ 0.005285i 0.000712] 0.000821
""" Quality Restaurant = 0.543088% 0.044216] 02099717 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332j 0.021166] 0.033577{ 0.002613] 0.001817{ 0.005285; 0.000712] 0.000821]
" Regional Shopping Center = 0.543088¢ 0.044216' 0.209971: 0.116369' 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166'® 0.033577: 0.002613' 0001817 0.005285' 0.000712' 0.000821]

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

NaturalGas = 07660 ' 6.7462 '+ 42573 ' 00418 ¢ v 05292 v+ 0.5292 v 05292 + 0.5292 + 8,355.983 + 8,355.983 * 0.1602 * 0.1532 ' 8,405.638
Mitigated & i ' i ' ' i ' i ' o2 2 ' .7
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
----------- B e e e e e e e e S = = e e e e e e e e e e e e = = = === e
NaturalGas = 0.7660 6.7462 4.2573 0.0418 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 18,355,983 1 8,355.983 1+  0.1602

0.1532 1 8,405.638
' 7

o2 2

Unmitigated 5,
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low + 1119.16 5- 0.0121 '+ 0.1031 ' 0.0439 ' 6.6000e- * 1 8.3400e- 1 8.3400e- 1 1 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ' 131.6662 1 131.6662 1 2.5200e- ' 2.4100e- ' 132.4486
Rise . i . . \ 004 i 003 , 003 , i 003 , 003 . : {003 , 003
----------- Fe-----m - f———————— ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e ———— - fm = e
Apartments Mid * 35784.3 & 03859 1 32978 ' 14033 ! 00211 ! 1 0.2666 ' 0.2666 1 1 0.2666 ' 0.2666 1 4,209.916 1 4,209.916 + 0.0807 + 0.0772 ' 4,234.933
Rise . i : : : : : . . : : V4 4 : V9
----------- Fe-----m - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : ———k e e ————mq - m—————— - e e
General Office + 128342 & 00138 ' 01258 @ 0.1057 ! 7.5000e- ! 1 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- 1 1 9.5600e- ' 9.5600e- ' 150.9911 1 150.9911 1 2.8900e- ' 2.7700e- ' 151.8884
Building . i . : \ 004 i 003 , 003 , i 003 , 003 . : i 003 , 003
----------- Fe-----m - ———————— ———————— - ———————— : - R - fm—————— e = s
High Turnover (Sit 22759.9 & 02455 ' 22314 ' 18743 ' 00134 ! ' 01696 1 0.1696 1 ' 0.1696 ' 0.1696 1 2,677.6341 2,677.6341 0.0513 1 0.0491 ' 2,693.546
Down Restaurant) o , , . , . , , . , . 2 . 2 . . : 0
----------- Fe-----m - f———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e ———— - e LT
Hotel ' 4760.72 B 00514 ' 04676 ' 03928 ! 2.8100e- ! ' 0.0355 1 0.0355 1 ' 0.0355 ' 0.0355 1 561.1436 ' 561.1436 * 0.0108 ' 0.0103 ! 564.4782
. i . . \ 003 . : : . : . : . . '
----------- Fe-----m - f———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e ———— - e LI
Quality ' 5057.75 & 00545 1 0.4959 ' 04165 ! 2.9800e- ! ' 0.0377 1+ 0.0377 1 v 0.0377 + 0.0377 ' 595.0298 1 595.0298 + 0.0114 '+ 0.0109 ' 598.5658
Restaurant i . . i 003 . . . . . . . : . :
----------- Fe-----m - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e e ———— - T
Regional ' 251,616 & 2.7100e- ' 0.0247 ' 00207 ! 1.5000e- ! 1 1.8700e- 1 1.8700e- 1 1 1.8700e- + 1.8700e- v 29.6019 1 29.6019 1 5.7000e- ' 5.4000e- ' 29.7778
Shopping Center | W 003 : \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . : , 004 , 004
[ [
Total 0.7660 6.7463 4.2573 0.0418 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.983 | 0.1602 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7

2-217




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 32 of 35 Date: 1/6/2021 1:54 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low + 1.11916 5- 0.0121 '+ 0.1031 ' 0.0439 ' 6.6000e- * 1 8.3400e- 1 8.3400e- 1 1 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ' 131.6662 1 131.6662 1 2.5200e- ' 2.4100e- ' 132.4486
Rise . i . . \ 004 i 003 , 003 , i 003 , 003 . : {003 , 003
----------- Fe-----m - f———————— ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e ———— - fm = e
Apartments Mid * 357843 & 03859 1 32978 ' 14033 ! 00211 ! 1 0.2666 ' 0.2666 1 1 0.2666 ' 0.2666 1 4,209.916 1 4,209.916 + 0.0807 + 0.0772 ' 4,234.933
Rise . i : : : : : . . : : V4 4 : V9
----------- Fe-----m - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : ———k e e ————mq - m—————— - e e
General Office + 1.28342 & 00138 ' 01258 ' 0.1057 ! 7.5000e- ! 1 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- 1 1 9.5600e- ' 9.5600e- ' 150.9911 1 150.9911 1 2.8900e- ' 2.7700e- ' 151.8884
Building . i . : \ 004 i 003 , 003 , i 003 , 003 . : i 003 , 003
----------- Fe-----m - ———————— ———————— - ———————— : - R - fm—————— e = s
High Turnover (Sit1 22.7599 & 02455 ' 22314 ' 18743 ! 00134 ! ' 01696 1 0.1696 1 ' 0.1696 ' 0.1696 1 2,677.6341 2,677.6341 0.0513 1 0.0491 ' 2,693.546
Down Restaurant) o , , . , . , , . , . 2 . 2 . . : 0
----------- Fe-----m - f———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e ———— - e LT
Hotel ' 476972 B 00514 ' 04676 ' 03928 ! 2.8100e- ! ' 0.0355 1 0.0355 1 ' 0.0355 ' 0.0355 1 561.1436 ' 561.1436 * 0.0108 ' 0.0103 ! 564.4782
. i . . \ 003 . : : . : . : . . '
----------- Fe-----m - f———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e ———— - e LI
Quality ' 505775 & 00545 1 0.4959 ' 04165 ! 2.9800e- ! ' 0.0377 1+ 0.0377 1 v 0.0377 + 0.0377 ' 595.0298 1 595.0298 + 0.0114 '+ 0.0109 ' 598.5658
Restaurant i . . i 003 . . . . . . . : . :
----------- I - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e e ———— - T
Regional 10251616 & 2.7100e- * 0.0247 ' 0.0207 ! 1.5000e- 1 1.8700e- 1 1.8700e- 1 1 1.8700e- + 1.8700e- v 29.6019 1 29.6019 1 5.7000e- ' 5.4000e- ' 29.7778
Shopping Center | W 003 : \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . : , 004 , 004
[ [
Total 0.7660 6.7463 4.2573 0.0418 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.983 | 0.1602 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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ROG NOx CcO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated E: 30.5020 : 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ! 0.0944 ! 15974 + 15974 ! 15974+ 1.5974 0.0000 :18,148.59!18,148.59+ 0.4874 : 0.3300 !18259.11
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 50 1 50 1] 1] 1 92
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- B = = = = e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e = N E e A e e e e e e m e mm e == = === ==
Unmitigated = 30.5020 * 15.0496 + 88.4430 *+ 0.0944 v 15974 15974 v 15974 + 15974 = 0.0000 - 18,148.59:18,148.59+ 0.4874 + 0.3300 » 18,259.11
- : : : : : : : : : . . 50 . 50 : V92
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 2.2670 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Coating - : . : : . : : . : . . : : .
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : T - m——————— == a e
Consumer = 24,1085 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Products . : . . : . . : . . : . . :
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : ———g el —————mq - fm——————p e e e
Hearth = 16500 ' 14.1000 ! 6.0000 : 0.0900 ! ! 11400 @ 1.1400 ! 11400 @ 1.1400 0.0000 :18,000.00 ! 18,000.00 * 0.3450 ' 0.3300 ! 18,106.96
- ' ' ' ' ' : : ' : . 00 ;00 . i 50
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : ———d el ——— g - m——————— = e e
Landscaping = 2.4766 ! 0.9496 : 82.4430 ! 4.3600e- : 0.4574 ! 0.4574 ! : 0.4574 ! 0.4574 1 148.5950 : 148.5950 ! 0.1424 ! : 152.1542
:: 1] 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] : 1 1] 1] 1
Total 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 0.0944 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 0.0000 | 18,148.59 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 0.3300 | 18,259.11
50 50 92
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Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 2.2670 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
Coating : : : : : : : : : . : : : '
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ke m e —— gy : m———————— == a e
Consumer = 24.1085 ' ' ' v 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' v 0.0000 ¢ ' + 0.0000
Products - : . : : . : : : . : : . . :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e : fm—————— = m e
Hearth = 16500 + 14.1000 * 6.0000 * 0.0900 v 1.1400 + 1.1400 v 1.1400 + 1.1400 0.0000  18,000.00 + 18,000.00 + 0.3450 +* 0.3300 * 18,106.96
L1} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} OO 1 OO L} L} L} 50
L1} L} 1 L} ] 1 ] ] 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ——— e m e ———— gy : m———————- = e e
Landscaping = 24766 ! 0.9496 ! 82.4430 ! 4.3600e- ! ! 04574 1 04574 ! 04574 1 04574 ' 148.5950 ' 148.5050 ' 0.1424 ! 152.1542
L1} L} 1 L} 003 ] 1 ] ] 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
- 1
Total 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 | 0.0944 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 0.0000 | 18,148.59 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 0.3300 | 18,259.11
50 50 92
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Stationary Equipment
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Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

11.0 Vegetation

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

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type
User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 45.00 . 1000sqft ! 1.03 ! 45,000.00 0
" Fiigh Turmover (Sit Down Restaurand) = 73600 TN T gosan TN T T o T T 00000 1T o T
""""""" Hotel T e T T T R T T T ey T T  gkc00 T T e T
T Quality Restaurant Y- T S ST S 117 R AR o T
T Apartments Low Rise Ty T T T T T T heiing e e T Tmoocoo 1T TR
"7 Apartments Mid Rise T e T T T T T T T hneiing Ut T ee6 T Tamsoooco 1 2789
""" Regional Shopping Genter 5 77T ggneT Y 1000sqft H 1.29 56,000.00 T

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33

Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison

CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.
Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.

Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Table Name

Column Name

Default Value

New Value

tblFireplaces

tbIVehicleTrips

FireplaceWoodMass

1,019.20

1,019.20

1.25

48.75

7.16

6.39

2.46

158.37

8.19

94.36

49.97

6.07

5.86

1.05

131.84
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tbIVehicleTrips

6.65

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

tbIWoodstoves . WoodstoveWoodMass 999.60 ' 0.00

-+

2.0 Emissions Summary
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2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2021 E: 4.2865 ' 46.4651 ! 31.6150 ' 0.0642 ' 18.2675 ! 2.0461 ' 20.3135 ' 9.9840 ! 1.8824 ' 11.8664 0.0000 ' 6,221.493 ! 6,221.493 ' 1.9491 ' 0.0000 ! 6,270.221
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 7 1 7 [} [} L} 4
----------- n ———————n - ———————n - ———————n : B R T - fm—————— e - =
2022 :: 5.7218 : 38.9024 : 47.3319 : 0.1455 : 9.8688 : 1.6366 : 10.7736 : 3.6558 : 1.5057 : 5.1615 0.0000 : 14,630.30 * 14,630.30 : 1.9499 : 0.0000 : 14,657.26
.. ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 99 ' 99 ' ' ' 63
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : L T - fm—————— - =
2023 :: 5.2705 : 26.4914 : 44.5936 : 0.1413 : 9.8688 : 0.7800 : 10.6488 : 2.6381 : 0.7328 : 3.3708 0.0000 : 14,210.34 : 14,210.34 : 1.0230 : 0.0000 : 14,235.91
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 24 1 24 [} [} L} 60
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - f———————n : ———km e m—————g - fm——————p e ==
2024 " 237.2328 ' 9.5610 ! 15.0611 ' 0.0243 ' 1.7884 ! 0.4698 ' 1.8628 ' 0.4743 ! 0.4322 ' 0.5476 0.0000 ' 2,352.417 ! 2,352.417 ' 0.7175 ' 0.0000 ! 2,370.355
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 8 1 8 [} [} L} O
- 1
Maximum 237.2328 46.4651 47.3319 0.1455 18.2675 2.0461 20.3135 9.9840 1.8824 11.8664 0.0000 14,630.30 | 14,630.30 1.9499 0.0000 14,657.26
99 99 63
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2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2021 E: 4.2865 ! 46.4651 ! 31.6150 ! 0.0642 ! 18.2675 ! 2.0461 ! 20.3135 ! 9.9840 ! 1.8824 ! 11.8664 0.0000 ' 6,221.493 ! 6,221.493 ! 1.9491 ! 0.0000 ! 6,270.221
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 7 1 7 [} L} 4
----------- n ———————n - ———————n - ———————n : B R T fm—————— e - =
2022 - 5.7218 ! 38.9024 : 47.3319 ! 0.1455 ! 9.8688 : 1.6366 ! 10.7736 ! 3.6558 : 1.5057 ! 5.1615 0.0000 ! 14,630.30 : 14,630.30 1.9499 ! 0.0000 ! 14,657.26
.. ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 99 ' 99 ' ' 63
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : L T - fm—————— - =
2023 - 5.2705 ! 26.4914 : 44.5936 ! 0.1413 ! 9.8688 : 0.7800 ! 10.6488 ! 2.6381 : 0.7328 ! 3.3708 0.0000 ! 14,210.34 : 14,210.34 ! 1.0230 ! 0.0000 ! 14,235.91
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 24 1 24 [} L} 60
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - f———————n : ———km e m—————g - fm——————p e ==
2024 - 237.2328 ! 9.5610 ! 15.0611 ! 0.0243 ! 1.7884 ! 0.4698 ! 1.8628 ! 0.4743 ! 0.4322 ! 0.5476 0.0000 ' 2,352.417 ! 2,352.417 ! 0.7175 ! 0.0000 ! 2,370.355
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 8 1 8 [} L} O
- 1
Maximum 237.2328 | 46.4651 47.3319 0.1455 18.2675 2.0461 20.3135 9.9840 1.8824 11.8664 0.0000 14,630.30 | 14,630.30 1.9499 0.0000 14,657.26
99 99 63
ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 30.5020 ' 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ' 0.0944 ' ! 1.5974 ' 1.5974 ' ! 1.5974 ' 1.5974 0.0000 ' 18,148.59 ! 18,148.59 ' 0.4874 ' 0.3300 ! 18,259.11
n ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : - - fm——————— - =
Energy - 0.7660 ! 6.7462 : 4.2573 ! 0.0418 ! : 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ! : 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ' 8,355.983 : 8,355.983 ! 0.1602 ! 0.1532 ! 8,405.638
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 2 1 2 [} [} L} 7
----------- n ———————— - ———————n - ———————n : ———km e jmm—————g - m——————— - =
Mobile - 9.5233 ! 45.9914 : 110.0422 ! 0.4681 ! 45.9592 : 0.3373 ! 46.2965 ! 12.2950 : 0.3132 ! 12.6083 ! 47,917.80 : 47,917.80+ 2.1953 ! ! 47,972.68
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 05 1 05 [} [} L} 39
- 1
Total 40.7912 67.7872 | 202.7424 | 0.6043 45.9592 2.4640 48.4231 12.2950 2.4399 14.7349 0.0000 | 74,422.37 | 74,422.37 | 2.8429 0.4832 | 74,637.44
87 87 17
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 30.5020 : 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ! 0.0944 ! 15974 + 15974 ! 15974 + 1.5974 0.0000 :18,148.59118,148.59 0.4874 : 03300 !18,259.11
" ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : - - m——————p - s e
Energy = 07660 ' 6.7462 1 4.2573 : 0.0418 ! 05292 05292 ! 05292 + 05292 18,355.98318,355.983 1 0.1602 ! 0.1532 ! 8,405.638
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 2 1 2 1] 1] 1 7
----------- n ———————— - ———————n - ———————n : ———g e lm——————g - m——————— e ==
Mobile - 9.5233 ! 45.9914 : 110.0422 ! 0.4681 ! 45.9592 : 0.3373 ! 46.2965 ! 12.2950 : 0.3132 ! 12.6083 1 47,917.80 : 47,917.80+ 2.1953 ! : 47,972.68
" ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 05 ' 05 ' ' H 39
Total 40.7912 67.7872 | 202.7424 | 0.6043 45,9592 2.4640 48.4231 12.2950 2.4399 14.7349 0.0000 | 74,422.37 | 74,422.37 | 2.8429 0.4832 | 74,637.44
87 87 17
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ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
3.0 Construction Detail
Construction Phase
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition *Demolition :9/1/2021 110/12/2021 ! 5! 30}
2 T fSite Preparation " iite Preparation '"""""!16/'15726'2'1"" ;11@72—0—2—1_-___";""_"?;""""“"2'5;' I
3 Srating T §E;'r;&ir'1§'""""""""!11716726'2'1"" 2171'172'0'2'2""'"E"""'%’E""""'"'XEE' I
4 Buiding Conswuction §'BLﬁ&iH§'c'o?st'rac'u'o'n""""!171'272'0'2'2""' 21571'2726'2'3"""E"""'%’E"""""Eb'&f;’ I
5 Spaving T §T:;\7i'n§"""""""""!15/'15726'2'3"" 2173672'0'22""'"E"""'%’E""""'""s'%fi’ I
6 F Architectural Coating Arohitectural Coating 17317004 53/19/2024 I 5I 35? """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5

Acres of Paving:

0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Demolition *Concrete/Industrial Saws ! 1 8.00! 81! 0.73
pemolion SExcavators | TTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 T A 0.38
Demolition *Rubber Tired Dozers T ""'z """""" 8.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Site Preparation fRubber Tred Dozers e 5.001 Sa7y T 0.40
Site Preparation FTraciorslLoadersBackhoss s 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading SExcavators | TTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 T A 0.38
Grading fGraders T T 5.001 T3 A 0.41
Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 5.001 Sa7y T 0.40
Grading Ssorapers T TTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 Se7i T 0.48
Grading FTraciorslLoadersBackhoss e 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Building Construction Sranes | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 7,001 S5n T 0.29
Building Construction Srorie T e 5.001 Ber T 0.20
Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5.001 Ba T 0.74
Building Construction FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes - 7,001 g7 T 0.37
Building Construction Welders T TTTTTTTTTTTTT T 5.001 Ger T 0.45
Paving 7 Spavers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 1500 T 0.42
Paving SPaving Couipment T ""'z """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36
Paving 7 -'R?Jﬁér; """"""""""" e 5.001 Bor T 0.38
Archltectural é(-)e-lt-in-g -------------- :Air Compressors I 1 6.00? 78 I ----------- 0 48

Trips and VMT
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition . 6: 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 14.70: 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Site Preparation . 7:r 18.00: 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90] 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Grading . 8:r 20.00: 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : | T, T T I- B L I I I I'''''>
Building Construction * 9:r 801.00! 143.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90] 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e (LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Paving . 6:r 15.00! 0.00 0.00: 14.7OE 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
________________ = 1 [l l 4+ [l 1 1 R
Architectural Coating = 1 160.00: 0.00: 0.00: 14.70* 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust : ! ! ! ! 3.3074 : 0.0000 ! 3.3074 : 05008 ! 0.0000 : 0.5008 ! ' 0.0000 ! ! ' 0.0000
- R o : o o : I S : o : o
Off-Road = 31651 ! 31.4407 ' 21.5650 ! 0.0388 ! ' 15513 1 15513 !14411 v 14411 13,747.944 13,747,944+ 1.0549 1 ' 3,774.317
- ' : ' : : ' : ' : 9 9, : .4
Total 3.1651 31.4407 | 21.5650 0.0388 3.3074 1.5513 4.8588 0.5008 1.4411 1.9419 3,747.944 | 3,747.944 | 1.0549 3,774.317
9 9 4
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3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 01304 1+ 41454 1+ 1.0182 + 0.0117 + 0.2669 + 00128 1 0.2797 + 0.0732 + 0.0122 + 0.0854 v 1,269.855 1 1,269.855 + 0.0908 v 1,272.125
- ' : ' : : ' : ' : T 5 4 5 : Vo2
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : At
Worker : 0.0489 ! 0.5524 : 1.6100e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.3500e- : 0.1690 ! 0.0445 : 1.2500e- ! 0.0457 ! 160.8377 ! 160.8377 : 4.7300e- ! ! 160.9560
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.2019 4.1943 1.5706 0.0133 0.4346 0.0141 0.4487 0.1176 0.0135 0.1311 1,430.693 | 1,430.693 0.0955 1,433.081
2 2 2
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 3.3074 ! 0.0000 ! 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ! 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -] ———————n : ro-mma--
Off-Road : 31.4407 ! 21.5650 : 0.0388 ! ! 1.5513 : 1.5513 ! : 1.4411 ! 1.4411 0.0000 + 3,747.944 ! 3,747.944 : 1.0549 ! ! 3,774.317
' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' V9 9 ' 4
Total 3.1651 31.4407 21.5650 0.0388 3.3074 1.5513 4.8588 0.5008 1.4411 1.9419 0.0000 3,747.944 | 3,747.944 1.0549 3,774.317
9 9 4

2-231



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 11 of 35 Date: 1/6/2021 1:49 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 01304 1+ 41454 1+ 1.0182 + 0.0117 + 0.2669 + 00128 1 0.2797 + 0.0732 + 0.0122 + 0.0854 v 1,269.855 1 1,269.855 + 0.0908 v 1,272.125
- : : : : : : : : : ps s : 2
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : At
Worker : 0.0489 ! 0.5524 : 1.6100e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.3500e- : 0.1690 ! 0.0445 : 1.2500e- ! 0.0457 ! 160.8377 ! 160.8377 : 4.7300e- ! ! 160.9560
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.2019 4.1943 1.5706 0.0133 0.4346 0.0141 0.4487 0.1176 0.0135 0.1311 1,430.693 | 1,430.693 0.0955 1,433.081
2 2 2
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ro--ma--
Off-Road ! 40.4971 ! 21.1543 ! 0.0380 ! ! 2.0445 ! 2.0445 ! ! 1.8809 ! 1.8809 ! 3,685.656 ! 3,685.656 ! 1.1920 ! ! 3,715.457
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 9 1] 9 1 1] 3
Total 3.8882 40.4971 21.1543 0.0380 18.0663 2.0445 20.1107 9.9307 1.8809 11.8116 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 1.1920 3,715.457
9 9 3
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : At
Worker : 0.0587 ! 0.6629 : 1.9400e- ! 0.2012 ! 1.6300e- : 0.2028 ! 0.0534 : 1.5000e- ! 0.0549 ! 193.0052 ! 193.0052 : 5.6800e- ! ! 193.1472
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0858 0.0587 0.6629 1.9400e- 0.2012 1.6300e- 0.2028 0.0534 1.5000e- 0.0549 193.0052 | 193.0052 | 5.6800e- 193.1472
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : ro--ma--
Off-Road ! 40.4971 ! 21.1543 ! 0.0380 ! ! 2.0445 ! 2.0445 ! ! 1.8809 ! 1.8809 0.0000 ! 3,685.656 ! 3,685.656 ! 1.1920 ! ! 3,715.457
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 9 1] 9 1 1] 1] 3
Total 3.8882 40.4971 21.1543 0.0380 18.0663 2.0445 20.1107 9.9307 1.8809 11.8116 0.0000 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 1.1920 3,715.457
9 9 3
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : At
Worker : 0.0587 ! 0.6629 : 1.9400e- ! 0.2012 ! 1.6300e- : 0.2028 ! 0.0534 : 1.5000e- ! 0.0549 ! 193.0052 ! 193.0052 : 5.6800e- ! ! 193.1472
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0858 0.0587 0.6629 1.9400e- 0.2012 1.6300e- 0.2028 0.0534 1.5000e- 0.0549 193.0052 | 193.0052 | 5.6800e- 193.1472
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : r -
Off-Road ! 46.3998 ! 30.8785 ! 0.0620 ! ! 1.9853 ! 1.9853 ! ! 1.8265 ! 1.8265 ! 6,007.043 ! 6,007.043 ! 1.9428 ! ! 6,055.613
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 4 1] 4 1 1] 4
Total 4.1912 46.3998 30.8785 0.0620 8.6733 1.9853 10.6587 3.5965 1.8265 5.4230 6,007.043 | 6,007.043 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rom--a-
Worker : 0.0652 ! 0.7365 : 2.1500e- ! 0.2236 ! 1.8100e- : 0.2254 ! 0.0593 : 1.6600e- ! 0.0610 ! 214.4502 ! 214.4502 : 6.3100e- ! ! 214.6080
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0954 0.0652 0.7365 2.1500e- 0.2236 1.8100e- 0.2254 0.0593 1.6600e- 0.0610 214.4502 | 214.4502 | 6.3100e- 214.6080
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) ———————n : r -
Off-Road ! 46.3998 ! 30.8785 ! 0.0620 ! ! 1.9853 ! 1.9853 ! ! 1.8265 ! 1.8265 0.0000 ! 6,007.043 ! 6,007.043 ! 1.9428 ! ! 6,055.613
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 4 1] 4 1 1] 1] 4
Total 4.1912 46.3998 30.8785 0.0620 8.6733 1.9853 10.6587 3.5965 1.8265 5.4230 0.0000 6,007.043 | 6,007.043 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rom--a-
Worker : 0.0652 ! 0.7365 : 2.1500e- ! 0.2236 ! 1.8100e- : 0.2254 ! 0.0593 : 1.6600e- ! 0.0610 ! 214.4502 ! 214.4502 : 6.3100e- ! ! 214.6080
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0954 0.0652 0.7365 2.1500e- 0.2236 1.8100e- 0.2254 0.0593 1.6600e- 0.0610 214.4502 | 214.4502 | 6.3100e- 214.6080
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : ro-mma--
Off-Road : 38.8435 ! 29.0415 : 0.0621 ! ! 1.6349 : 1.6349 ! : 1.5041 ! 1.5041 ! 6,011.410 ! 6,011.410 : 1.9442 ! ! 6,060.015
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 5 1] 5 1 1] 8
Total 3.6248 38.8435 29.0415 0.0621 8.6733 1.6349 10.3082 3.5965 1.5041 5.1006 6,011.410 | 6,011.410 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8

2-236



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 16 of 35 Date: 1/6/2021 1:49 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Winter

3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Rt
Worker : 0.0589 ! 0.6784 : 2.0800e- ! 0.2236 ! 1.7500e- : 0.2253 ! 0.0593 : 1.6100e- ! 0.0609 ! 206.9139 ! 206.9139 : 5.7000e- ! ! 207.0563
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0896 0.0589 0.6784 2.0800e- 0.2236 1.7500e- 0.2253 0.0593 1.6100e- 0.0609 206.9139 | 206.9139 | 5.7000e- 207.0563
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) ———————n : ro-mma--
Off-Road ! 38.8435 ! 29.0415 ! 0.0621 ! ! 1.6349 ! 1.6349 ! ! 1.5041 ! 1.5041 0.0000 ! 6,011.410 ! 6,011.410 ! 1.9442 ! ! 6,060.015
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 5 1] 5 1 1] 1] 8
Total 3.6248 38.8435 29.0415 0.0621 8.6733 1.6349 10.3082 3.5965 1.5041 5.1006 0.0000 6,011.410 | 6,011.410 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Rt
Worker : 0.0589 ! 0.6784 : 2.0800e- ! 0.2236 ! 1.7500e- : 0.2253 ! 0.0593 : 1.6100e- ! 0.0609 ! 206.9139 ! 206.9139 : 5.7000e- ! ! 207.0563
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0896 0.0589 0.6784 2.0800e- 0.2236 1.7500e- 0.2253 0.0593 1.6100e- 0.0609 206.9139 | 206.9139 | 5.7000e- 207.0563
003 003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 1.7062 ! 15.6156 ! 16.3634 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 ! 0.8090 ! ! 0.7612 ! 0.7612 ! 2,554.333 ! 2,554.333 ! 0.6120 ! : 2,569.632
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 6 1] 6 1 1] 1] 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : ro--aaa-
Vendor - 0.4284 : 13.1673 ! 3.8005 : 0.0354 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0256 : 0.9412 ! 0.2636 : 0.0245 ! 0.2881 ! 3,789.075 ! 3,789.075 : 0.2381 ! ! 3,795.028
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 0 [} o 1 [} L] 3
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : I
Worker : 2.3593 ! 27.1680 : 0.0832 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0701 : 9.0234 ! 2.3745 : 0.0646 ! 2.4390 ! 8,286.901 ! 8,286.901 : 0.2282 ! ! 8,292.605
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 3 [} 3 1 [} L] 8
Total 4.0156 15.5266 30.9685 0.1186 9.8688 0.0957 9.9645 2.6381 0.0891 2.7271 12,075.97 | 12,075.97 0.4663 12,087.63
63 63 41
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.7062 ! 15.6156 ! 16.3634 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 ! 0.8090 ! ! 0.7612 ! 0.7612 0.0000 ! 2,554.333 ! 2,554.333 ! 0.6120 ! : 2,569.632
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 6 1] 6 1 1] 1] 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 0.0000 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : ro--aaa-
Vendor - 0.4284 : 13.1673 ! 3.8005 : 0.0354 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0256 : 0.9412 ! 0.2636 : 0.0245 ! 0.2881 ! 3,789.075 ! 3,789.075 : 0.2381 ! ! 3,795.028
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 0 [} 0 1 [} L] 3
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : I
Worker : 2.3593 ! 27.1680 : 0.0832 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0701 : 9.0234 ! 2.3745 : 0.0646 ! 2.4390 ! 8,286.901 ! 8,286.901 : 0.2282 ! ! 8,292.605
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 3 [} 3 1 [} L] 8
Total 4.0156 15.5266 30.9685 0.1186 9.8688 0.0957 9.9645 2.6381 0.0891 2.7271 12,075.97 | 12,075.97 0.4663 12,087.63
63 63 41
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 1.5728 ! 14.3849 ! 16.2440 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.6997 ! 0.6997 ! ! 0.6584 ! 0.6584 ! 2,555.209 ! 2,555.209 ! 0.6079 ! : 2,570.406
- 1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} [} 9 [} 9 1 [} L} l
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : ro--aa--
Vendor : 9.9726 ! 3.3771 : 0.0343 ! 0.9156 ! 0.0122 : 0.9277 ! 0.2636 : 0.0116 ! 0.2752 ! 3,671.400 ! 3,671.400 : 0.2096 ! ! 3,676.641
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 7 [} 7 1 [} L] 7
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : ro---aa-
Worker : 2.1338 ! 24.9725 : 0.0801 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0681 : 9.0214 ! 2.3745 : 0.0627 ! 2.4372 ! 7,983.731 ! 7,983.731 : 0.2055 ! ! 7,988.868
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 8 [} 8 1 [} L] 3
Total 3.6978 12.1065 28.3496 0.1144 9.8688 0.0803 9.9491 2.6381 0.0743 2.7124 11,655.13 | 11,655.13 0.4151 11,665.50
25 25 99
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.5728 ! 14.3849 ! 16.2440 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.6997 ! 0.6997 ! ! 0.6584 ! 0.6584 0.0000 ! 2,555.209 ! 2,555.209 ! 0.6079 ! : 2,570.406
- 1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} [} 9 [} 9 1 [} L} l
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : ro--aa--
Vendor : 9.9726 ! 3.3771 : 0.0343 ! 0.9156 ! 0.0122 : 0.9277 ! 0.2636 : 0.0116 ! 0.2752 ! 3,671.400 ! 3,671.400 : 0.2096 ! ! 3,676.641
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 7 [} 7 1 [} L] 7
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : ro---aa-
Worker : 2.1338 ! 24.9725 : 0.0801 ! 8.9533 ! 0.0681 : 9.0214 ! 2.3745 : 0.0627 ! 2.4372 ! 7,983.731 ! 7,983.731 : 0.2055 ! ! 7,988.868
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 8 [} 8 1 [} L] 3
Total 3.6978 12.1065 28.3496 0.1144 9.8688 0.0803 9.9491 2.6381 0.0743 2.7124 11,655.13 | 11,655.13 0.4151 11,665.50
25 25 99
3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.0327 ! 10.1917 ! 14.5842 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.5102 ! 0.5102 ! ! 0.4694 ! 0.4694 ! 2,207.584 ! 2,207.584 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.433
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] l 1] l 1 1] 1] 6
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 1.0327 10.1917 14.5842 0.0228 0.5102 0.5102 0.4694 0.4694 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Nt
Worker ! 0.0400 ! 0.4677 ! 1.5000e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.2800e- ! 0.1689 ! 0.0445 ! 1.1700e- ! 0.0456 ! 149.5081 ! 149.5081 ! 3.8500e- ! ! 149.6043
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0633 0.0400 0.4677 1.5000e- 0.1677 1.2800e- 0.1689 0.0445 1.1700e- 0.0456 149.5081 | 149.5081 | 3.8500e- 149.6043
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.0327 ! 10.1917 ! 14.5842 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.5102 ! 0.5102 ! ! 0.4694 ! 0.4694 0.0000 ! 2,207.584 ! 2,207.584 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.433
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] l 1] l 1 1] 1] 6
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! v 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 1.0327 10.1917 14.5842 0.0228 0.5102 0.5102 0.4694 0.4694 0.0000 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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3.6 Paving - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Nt
Worker : 0.0400 ! 0.4677 : 1.5000e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.2800e- : 0.1689 ! 0.0445 : 1.1700e- ! 0.0456 ! 149.5081 ! 149.5081 : 3.8500e- ! ! 149.6043
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0633 0.0400 0.4677 1.5000e- 0.1677 1.2800e- 0.1689 0.0445 1.1700e- 0.0456 149.5081 | 149.5081 | 3.8500e- 149.6043
003 003 003 003
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 0.9882 ! 9.5246 ! 14.6258 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.4685 ! 0.4685 ! ! 0.4310 ! 0.4310 ! 2,207.547 ! 2,207.547 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.396
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 2 1] 2 1 1] 1] 3
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! v 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.9882 9.5246 14.6258 0.0228 0.4685 0.4685 0.4310 0.4310 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Worker ! 0.0364 ! 0.4354 ! 1.4500e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.2600e- ! 0.1689 ! 0.0445 ! 1.1600e- ! 0.0456 ! 144.8706 ! 144.8706 ! 3.5300e- ! ! 144.9587
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0601 0.0364 0.4354 1.4500e- 0.1677 1.2600e- 0.1689 0.0445 1.1600e- 0.0456 144.8706 | 144.8706 | 3.5300e- 144.9587
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 0.9882 ! 9.5246 ! 14.6258 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.4685 ! 0.4685 ! ! 0.4310 ! 0.4310 0.0000 ! 2,207.547 ! 2,207.547 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.396
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 2 1] 2 1 1] 1] 3
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! v 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.9882 9.5246 14.6258 0.0228 0.4685 0.4685 0.4310 0.4310 0.0000 2,207.547 | 2,207.547 0.7140 2,225.396
2 2 3
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3.6 Paving - 2024
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Worker : 0.0364 ! 0.4354 : 1.4500e- ! 0.1677 ! 1.2600e- : 0.1689 ! 0.0445 : 1.1600e- ! 0.0456 ! 144.8706 ! 144.8706 : 3.5300e- ! ! 144.9587
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0601 0.0364 0.4354 1.4500e- 0.1677 1.2600e- 0.1689 0.0445 1.1600e- 0.0456 144.8706 | 144.8706 | 3.5300e- 144.9587
003 003 003 003
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 236.4115 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rom-ma--
Off-Road - 0.1808 ! 1.2188 ! 1.8101 ! 2.9700e- ! ! 0.0609 ! 0.0609 ! ! 0.0609 ! 0.0609 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0159 ! ! 281.8443
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 236.5923 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443
003
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : I
Worker : 0.3886 ! 4.6439 : 0.0155 ! 1.7884 ! 0.0134 : 1.8018 ! 0.4743 : 0.0123 ! 0.4866 ! 1,545.286 ! 1,545.286 : 0.0376 ! ! 1,546.226
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 0 [} O 1 [} L] 2
Total 0.6406 0.3886 4.6439 0.0155 1.7884 0.0134 1.8018 0.4743 0.0123 0.4866 1,545.286 | 1,545.286 0.0376 1,546.226
0 0 2
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating E: 236.4115 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : rom-ma--
Off-Road - 0.1808 ! 1.2188 ! 1.8101 ! 2.9700e- ! ! 0.0609 ! 0.0609 ! ! 0.0609 ! 0.0609 0.0000 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0159 ! ! 281.8443
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 236.5923 1.2188 1.8101 2.9700e- 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0609 0.0000 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0159 281.8443
003
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' : 0.0000
L 1] 1 L} 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
- ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - : ———————n : R
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 L} 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
femeee e pm——————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - : ———————n : I
Worker - 0.6406 : 0.3886 ! 4.6439 : 0.0155 ! 1.7884 ! 0.0134 : 1.8018 ! 0.4743 : 0.0123 ! 0.4866 ! 1,545.286 ! 1,545.286 : 0.0376 ! ! 1,546.226
L 1] 1 L} 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] 0 [} O 1 [} L] 2
Total 0.6406 0.3886 4.6439 0.0155 1.7884 0.0134 1.8018 0.4743 0.0123 0.4866 1,545.286 | 1,545.286 | 0.0376 1,546.226
0 0 2

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Maobile
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 95233 1 459914 1 110.0422 ' 0.4681 + 459592 & 0.3373 ' 46.2965 * 12.2950 ' 0.3132 ' 12.6083 147,917.80 + 47,917.80 v 2.1953 ¢ v 47,972.68
- : : : : : : : : : . 05 , 05 : V39
----------- e A i i i i i i st e e i e it i et LR e R R L L C T EET . PR
Unmitigated = 9.5233 ' 45.9914  110.0422 * 0.4681 * 459592 + 0.3373 1+ 46.2965 * 12.2950 * 0.3132 + 12.6083 = 147,917.80 + 47,917.80 + 2.1953 ¢ 1 47,972.68
- . . . . . . . . . . . 05, 05 . .39
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise ; 145.75 ' 154.25 154.00 . 506,227 . 506,227
Apartments Mid Rise ; 4,026.75 ' 3,773.25 4075.50 . 13,660,065 . 13,660,065
General Office Building M 288.45 ' 62.55 31.05 . 706,812 . 706,812
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEYemmmemmeemmmm e e e e e e e
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) . 2,368.80 ' 2,873.52 2817.72 . 3,413,937 . 3,413,937
R EEEEEEEEEEE R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE R R m e e e e m b m e e . g g
Hotel . 192.00 1 187.50 160.00 . 445,703 . 445,703
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE Ry m e e o DD e B eiiicccccecececsaaaaaaaann
Quiality Restaurant ; 501.12 ' 511.92 461.20 . 707,488 . 707,488
Regional Shopping Center ' 528.08 ! 601.44 357.84 . 1,112,221 . 1,112,221
Total | 805095 | 8164.43 8,57.31 | 20,552,452 | 20,552,452

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-Wor C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW [H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Low Rise ' 14.70 ! 5.90 ! 8.70 T 4020 : 1920 1 40.60 . 86 . 11 . 3
Apartments Mid Rise 3 1470 590 : 870 : 4020 1 1020 | 4060 : & oz 11 1 37T
General Office Building % 1660  + 840 1 690  + 3300 1 4800 1 1900 = 77 &+ 19 =TT T
e R s L LR, Il S PR s .
High Tumover (Sit Down 5  16.60 i 840 : 690 : 850 1 7250 | 1900 i 37 1 20 & 43
Hotel v 1660 1 840 i 690 3 1940 6160 1 1900 i 58 = 3 i 7 T
. S s L LR, i S S PR i O
Quality Restaurant ' 16.60 ! 8.40 ! 6.90 : 1200 ' 69.00 19.00 . 38 . 18 . 44
Regional Shopping Center  +  16.60  : 840 : 690  : 1630 + 6470 : 1900  + 54 = gs i TTTTTTRTTTTT
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use [ oA | tort | oz | mov | thbt | tHD2 | MHD HHD | oBUS | UBUS | Mcy | sBus MH
Apartments Low Rise = 0.543088: 0.044216] 0.209971j 0.116369] 0.014033j 0.006332{ 0.021166] 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817j 0.005285{ 0.000712{ 0.000821
""" Apartments Mid Rise  + 0.543088% 0.044216] 0.209971 0.116369] 0014033} 0.006332] 0.021166f 0.033577{ 0.002613{ 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821]
""" General Office Building  * 0.543088% 0.044216] 0.209971 0.116369] 0014033} 0.006332] 0.021166§ 0.033577{ 0.002613{ 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821]
" High Turnover (Sit Down  + 0.543088% 0.044216: 0.209971' 0.116369* 0.014033' 0.006332¢ 0.021166' 0.033577: 0.002613' 0.001817: 0.005285' 0.000712¢ 0.000821]
Restaurant) ; . ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Hotel - '0.543088: 0.044216] 0209971{ 0.116369; 0.014033i 0.006332f 0.021166] 0.033577{ 0.002613i 0.001817{ 0.005285i 0.000712] 0.000821
""" Quality Restaurant = 0.543088% 0.044216] 02099717 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332j 0.021166] 0.033577{ 0.002613] 0.001817{ 0.005285; 0.000712] 0.000821]
" Regional Shopping Center = 0.543088¢ 0.044216' 0.209971: 0.116369' 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166'® 0.033577: 0.002613' 0001817 0.005285' 0.000712' 0.000821]

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

NaturalGas = 07660 ' 6.7462 '+ 42573 ' 00418 ¢ v 05292 v+ 0.5292 v 05292 + 0.5292 + 8,355.983 + 8,355.983 * 0.1602 * 0.1532 ' 8,405.638
Mitigated & i ' i ' ' i ' i ' o2 2 ' .7
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
----------- B e e e e e e e e S = = e e e e e e e e e e e e = = = === e
NaturalGas = 0.7660 6.7462 4.2573 0.0418 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 18,355,983 1 8,355.983 1+  0.1602

0.1532 1 8,405.638
' 7

o2 2

Unmitigated 5,
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low + 1119.16 5- 0.0121 '+ 0.1031 ' 0.0439 ' 6.6000e- * 1 8.3400e- 1 8.3400e- 1 1 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ' 131.6662 1 131.6662 1 2.5200e- ' 2.4100e- ' 132.4486
Rise . i . . \ 004 i 003 , 003 , i 003 , 003 . : {003 , 003
----------- Fe-----m - f———————— ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e ———— - fm = e
Apartments Mid * 35784.3 & 03859 1 32978 ' 14033 ! 00211 ! 1 0.2666 ' 0.2666 1 1 0.2666 ' 0.2666 1 4,209.916 1 4,209.916 + 0.0807 + 0.0772 ' 4,234.933
Rise . i : : : : : . . : : V4 4 : V9
----------- Fe-----m - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : ———k e e ————mq - m—————— - e e
General Office + 128342 & 00138 ' 01258 @ 0.1057 ! 7.5000e- ! 1 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- 1 1 9.5600e- ' 9.5600e- ' 150.9911 1 150.9911 1 2.8900e- ' 2.7700e- ' 151.8884
Building . i . : \ 004 i 003 , 003 , i 003 , 003 . : i 003 , 003
----------- Fe-----m - ———————— ———————— - ———————— : - R - fm—————— e = s
High Turnover (Sit 22759.9 & 02455 ' 22314 ' 18743 ' 00134 ! ' 01696 1 0.1696 1 ' 0.1696 ' 0.1696 1 2,677.6341 2,677.6341 0.0513 1 0.0491 ' 2,693.546
Down Restaurant) o , , . , . , , . , . 2 . 2 . . : 0
----------- Fe-----m - f———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e ———— - e LT
Hotel ' 4760.72 B 00514 ' 04676 ' 03928 ! 2.8100e- ! ' 0.0355 1 0.0355 1 ' 0.0355 ' 0.0355 1 561.1436 ' 561.1436 * 0.0108 ' 0.0103 ! 564.4782
. i . . \ 003 . : : . : . : . . '
----------- Fe-----m - f———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e ———— - e LI
Quality ' 5057.75 & 00545 1 0.4959 ' 04165 ! 2.9800e- ! ' 0.0377 1+ 0.0377 1 v 0.0377 + 0.0377 ' 595.0298 1 595.0298 + 0.0114 '+ 0.0109 ' 598.5658
Restaurant i . . i 003 . . . . . . . : . :
----------- Fe-----m - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e e ———— - T
Regional ' 251,616 & 2.7100e- ' 0.0247 ' 00207 ! 1.5000e- ! 1 1.8700e- 1 1.8700e- 1 1 1.8700e- + 1.8700e- v 29.6019 1 29.6019 1 5.7000e- ' 5.4000e- ' 29.7778
Shopping Center | W 003 : \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . : , 004 , 004
[ [
Total 0.7660 6.7463 4.2573 0.0418 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.983 | 0.1602 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Low + 1.11916 5- 0.0121 '+ 0.1031 ' 0.0439 ' 6.6000e- * 1 8.3400e- 1 8.3400e- 1 1 8.3400e- + 8.3400e- ' 131.6662 1 131.6662 1 2.5200e- ' 2.4100e- ' 132.4486
Rise . i . . \ 004 i 003 , 003 , i 003 , 003 . : {003 , 003
----------- Fe-----m - f———————— ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e ———— - fm = e
Apartments Mid * 357843 & 03859 1 32978 ' 14033 ! 00211 ! 1 0.2666 ' 0.2666 1 1 0.2666 ' 0.2666 1 4,209.916 1 4,209.916 + 0.0807 + 0.0772 ' 4,234.933
Rise . i : : : : : . . : : V4 4 : V9
----------- Fe-----m - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : ———k e e ————mq - m—————— - e e
General Office + 1.28342 & 00138 ' 01258 ' 0.1057 ! 7.5000e- ! 1 9.5600e- 1 9.5600e- 1 1 9.5600e- ' 9.5600e- ' 150.9911 1 150.9911 1 2.8900e- ' 2.7700e- ' 151.8884
Building . i . : \ 004 i 003 , 003 , i 003 , 003 . : i 003 , 003
----------- Fe-----m - ———————— ———————— - ———————— : - R - fm—————— e = s
High Turnover (Sit1 22.7599 & 02455 ' 22314 ' 18743 ! 00134 ! ' 01696 1 0.1696 1 ' 0.1696 ' 0.1696 1 2,677.6341 2,677.6341 0.0513 1 0.0491 ' 2,693.546
Down Restaurant) o , , . , . , , . , . 2 . 2 . . : 0
----------- Fe-----m - f———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e ———— - e LT
Hotel ' 476972 B 00514 ' 04676 ' 03928 ! 2.8100e- ! ' 0.0355 1 0.0355 1 ' 0.0355 ' 0.0355 1 561.1436 ' 561.1436 * 0.0108 ' 0.0103 ! 564.4782
. i . . \ 003 . : : . : . : . . '
----------- Fe-----m - f———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e ———— - e LI
Quality ' 505775 & 00545 1 0.4959 ' 04165 ! 2.9800e- ! ' 0.0377 1+ 0.0377 1 v 0.0377 + 0.0377 ' 595.0298 1 595.0298 + 0.0114 '+ 0.0109 ' 598.5658
Restaurant i . . i 003 . . . . . . . : . :
----------- I - ———————n ———————— - ———————— : ——— e e e ———— - T
Regional 10251616 & 2.7100e- * 0.0247 ' 0.0207 ! 1.5000e- 1 1.8700e- 1 1.8700e- 1 1 1.8700e- + 1.8700e- v 29.6019 1 29.6019 1 5.7000e- ' 5.4000e- ' 29.7778
Shopping Center | W 003 : \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . : , 004 , 004
[ [
Total 0.7660 6.7463 4.2573 0.0418 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 0.5292 8,355.983 | 8,355.983 | 0.1602 0.1532 | 8,405.638
2 2 7

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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ROG NOx CcO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated E: 30.5020 : 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ! 0.0944 ! 15974 + 15974 ! 15974+ 1.5974 0.0000 :18,148.59!18,148.59+ 0.4874 : 0.3300 !18259.11
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 50 1 50 1] 1] 1 92
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- B = = = = e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e = N E e A e e e e e e m e mm e == = === ==
Unmitigated = 30.5020 * 15.0496 + 88.4430 *+ 0.0944 v 15974 15974 v 15974 + 15974 = 0.0000 - 18,148.59:18,148.59+ 0.4874 + 0.3300 » 18,259.11
- : : : : : : : : : . . 50 . 50 : V92
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 2.2670 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Coating - : . : : . : : . : . . : : .
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : T - m——————— == a e
Consumer = 24,1085 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Products . : . . : . . : . . : . . :
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : ———g el —————mq - fm——————p e e e
Hearth = 16500 ' 14.1000 ! 6.0000 : 0.0900 ! ! 11400 @ 1.1400 ! 11400 @ 1.1400 0.0000 :18,000.00 ! 18,000.00 * 0.3450 ' 0.3300 ! 18,106.96
- ' ' ' ' ' : : ' : . 00 ;00 . i 50
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : ———d el ——— g - m——————— = e e
Landscaping = 2.4766 ! 0.9496 : 82.4430 ! 4.3600e- : 0.4574 ! 0.4574 ! : 0.4574 ! 0.4574 1 148.5950 : 148.5950 ! 0.1424 ! : 152.1542
:: 1] 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] : 1 1] 1] 1
Total 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 0.0944 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 0.0000 | 18,148.59 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 0.3300 | 18,259.11
50 50 92
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Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 2.2670 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
Coating : : : : : : : : : . : : : '
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ke m e —— gy : m———————— == a e
Consumer = 24.1085 ' ' ' v 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' v 0.0000 ¢ ' + 0.0000
Products - : . : : . : : : . : : . . :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e : fm—————— = m e
Hearth = 16500 + 14.1000 * 6.0000 * 0.0900 v 1.1400 + 1.1400 v 1.1400 + 1.1400 0.0000  18,000.00 + 18,000.00 + 0.3450 +* 0.3300 * 18,106.96
L1} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} OO 1 OO L} L} L} 50
L1} L} 1 L} ] 1 ] ] 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ——— e m e ———— gy : m———————- = e e
Landscaping = 24766 ! 0.9496 ! 82.4430 ! 4.3600e- ! ! 04574 1 04574 ! 04574 1 04574 ' 148.5950 ' 148.5050 ' 0.1424 ! 152.1542
L1} L} 1 L} 003 ] 1 ] ] 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
- 1
Total 30.5020 | 15.0496 | 88.4430 | 0.0944 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 1.5974 0.0000 | 18,148.59 | 18,148.59 | 0.4874 0.3300 | 18,259.11
50 50 92
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Stationary Equipment
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Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

11.0 Vegetation

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

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type
User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 45.00 . 1000sqft ! 1.03 ! 45,000.00 0
" Fiigh Turmover (Sit Down Restaurand) = 73600 TN T gosan TN T T o T T 00000 1T o T
""""""" Hotel T e T T T R T T T ey T T  gkc00 T T e T
T Quality Restaurant Y- T S ST S 117 R AR o T
T Apartments Low Rise Ty T T T T T T heiing e e T Tmoocoo 1T TR
"7 Apartments Mid Rise T e T T T T T T T hneiing Ut T ee6 T Tamsoooco 1 2789
""" Regional Shopping Genter 5 77T ggneT Y 1000sqft H 1.29 56,000.00 T

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33

Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison

CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.
Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.

Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Trips and VMT - Local hire provision

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value

tblFireplaces FireplaceWoodMass . 1,019.20 0.00
""""" iFirepiaces TR Hreplcewoodhass T 1,019.20 T 1
""""" biFirepiaces TR Namberwood T 1.25 T 1
""""" biFirepiaces TR Namberwood T 48.75 T 1
""""" iTrpsanavT I WerkerTipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" iTrpsanavT I WerkerTipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" iTrpsanaviT I WerkertipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" iTrpsanaviT I WerkertipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" iTrpsanaviT I WerkertipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" iTrpsanaviT I WerkertipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" e - D 7.16 X A
""""" e - D 6.39 R ¥ A
""""" e - D 2.46 -
""""" e - D 158.37 N (Y R
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

tbIVehicleTrips

5.86

1.05

131.84

5.95

72.16

25.24

6.59

6.65

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

tbIWoodstoves . WoodstoveWoodMass 999.60 ' 0.00

+
----------------------------- g

2.0 Emissions Summary
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2021 E: 0.1704 ' 1.8234 ! 11577 2.3800e- ' 0.4141 ! 0.0817 ' 0.4958 ' 0.1788 ! 0.0754 ' 0.2542 0.0000 ' 210.7654 ! 210.7654 ' 0.0600 ' 0.0000 ' 212.2661
L 1] 1] 1 1] 003 [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————— - ———————n - ———————n : m——k s e e m——— g - fm—————— e ==
2022 - 0.5865 ! 4.0240 : 5.1546 ! 0.0155 ! 0.9509 : 0.1175 ! 1.0683 ! 0.2518 : 0.1103 ! 0.3621 0.0000 1 1,418.655 : 1,418.655 ! 0.1215 ! 0.0000 ! 1,421.692
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 4 1 4 [} [} L} 5
----------- n ———————n - ———————n - ———————n : m——k e e jmm——— g - fm—————— e = e
2023 - 0.5190 ! 3.2850 : 4.7678 ! 0.0147 ! 0.8497 : 0.0971 ! 0.9468 ! 0.2283 : 0.0912 ! 0.3195 0.0000 ! 1,342.441 : 1,342.441 ! 0.1115 ! 0.0000 ! 1,345.229
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 2 1 2 [} [} L} 1
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————n : m——k e e jmm——— g - fm——— e - m e
2024 m 41592 + 0.1313 + 0.2557 + 5.0000e- + 0.0221 + 6.3900e- + 0.0285 1 5.8700e- ' 5.9700e- *+ 0.0118 0.0000 + 44.6355 ' 44.6355 1 7.8300e- * 0.0000 ' 44.8311
o : ' Vo004 . \ 003 . . 003 ; 003 : ' V003 . :
- 1
Maximum 4.1592 4.0240 5.1546 0.0155 0.9509 0.1175 1.0683 0.2518 0.1103 0.3621 0.0000 1,418.655 | 1,418.655 0.1215 0.0000 1,421.692
4 4 5
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2021 E: 0.1704 ! 1.8234 ! 1.1577 ! 2.3800e- ! 0.4141 ! 0.0817 ! 0.4958 ! 0.1788 ! 0.0754 ! 0.2542 0.0000 ' 210.7651 ! 210.7651 ! 0.0600 ! 0.0000 ! 212.2658
L1} L} 1 L} 003 ] 1 ] ] 1 ] [} 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B ST : ————— e m - e
2022 - 0.5865 ! 4.0240 ! 5.1546 ! 0.0155 ! 0.9509 ! 0.1175 ! 1.0683 ! 0.2518 ! 0.1103 ! 0.3621 0.0000 ! 1,418.655 ! 1,418.655 ! 0.1215 ! 0.0000 ! 1,421.692
L1} L} 1 L} ] 1 ] ] 1 ] [} O 1 0 [} [} L} 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et Bl et : ————— == m e
2023 - 0.5190 ! 3.2850 ! 4.7678 ! 0.0147 ! 0.8497 ! 0.0971 ! 0.9468 ! 0.2283 ! 0.0912 ! 0.3195 0.0000 ! 1,342.440 ! 1,342.440 ! 0.1115 ! 0.0000 ! 1,345.228
L1} L} 1 L} ] 1 ] ] 1 ] [} 9 1 9 [} [} L} 7
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B T T : ————— e m e a
2024 m 41592 + 0.1313 '+ 0.2557  5.0000e- * 0.0221 + 6.3900e- * 0.0285 1 5.8700e- ' 5.9700e- * 0.0118 0.0000 + 44.6354 ' 44.6354 ' 7.8300e- * 0.0000 ' 44.8311
- : : \ o004 . V003 . . 003 , 003 : : \ 003 . :
- 1
Maximum 4.1592 4.0240 5.1546 0.0155 0.9509 0.1175 1.0683 0.2518 0.1103 0.3621 0.0000 1,418.655 | 1,418.655 0.1215 0.0000 1,421.692
0 0 1
ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)
1 9-1-2021 11-30-2021 1.4091 1.4091
2 12-1-2021 2-28-2022 1.3329 1.3329
3 3-1-2022 5-31-2022 1.1499 1.1499
4 6-1-2022 8-31-2022 1.1457 1.1457
5 9-1-2022 11-30-2022 1.1415 1.1415
6 12-1-2022 2-28-2023 1.0278 1.0278
7 3-1-2023 5-31-2023 0.9868 0.9868
8 6-1-2023 8-31-2023 0.9831 0.9831
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9 9-1-2023 11-30-2023 0.9798 0.9798
10 12-1-2023 2-29-2024 2.8757 2.8757
11 3-1-2024 5-31-2024 1.6188 1.6188
Highest 2.8757 2.8757
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
ROG NOx Cco S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Area E- 5.1437 ! 0.2950 ! 10.3804 ! 1.6700e- ! ! 0.0714 ! 0.0714 ! ! 0.0714 ! 0.0714 0.0000 ! 220.9670 ! 220.9670 ! 0.0201 ! 3.7400e- ! 222.5835
- L} 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 L} L] 1 1] 1] 003 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B : == e e
Energy - 0.1398 ! 1.2312 ! 0.7770 ! 7.6200e- ! ! 0.0966 ! 0.0966 ! ! 0.0966 ! 0.0966 0.0000 ! 3,896.073 ! 3,896.073 ! 0.1303 ! 0.0468 : 3,913.283
- L} 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 2 1 2 1] 1] 1 3
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ot B e : = m e
Mobile - 1.5857 ! 7.9962 ! 19.1834 ! 0.0821 ! 7.7979 ! 0.0580 ! 7.8559 ! 2.0895 ! 0.0539 ! 2.1434 0.0000 ! 7,620.498 ! 7,620.498 ! 0.3407 ! 0.0000 ! 7,629.016
- L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 6 1] 1] 1 2
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : -— : : = m e
Waste - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 207.8079 ! 12.2811 ! 0.0000 ! 514.8354
- L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B et i : ————— - m e
Water - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 29.1632 ! 556.6420 ! 585.8052 ! 3.0183 ! 0.0755 ! 683.7567
- L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
Total 6.8692 9.5223 30.3407 0.0914 7.7979 0.2260 8.0240 2.0895 0.2219 2.3114 236.9712 | 12,294.18 | 12,531.15 | 15.7904 0.1260 12,963.47
07 19 51
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2.2 Overall Operational
Mitigated Operational

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Area E: 5.1437 ! 0.2950 ! 10.3804 ! 1.6700e- ! ! 0.0714 ! 0.0714 ! ! 0.0714 ! 0.0714 0.0000 ' 220.9670 ! 220.9670 ! 0.0201 ! 3.7400e- ! 222.5835
.. ' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 003,
----------- n ———————n : ———————n - ———————— : ———k s e m————mg - fm—— e = m e
Energy = (01398 + 1.2312 1+ 0.7770 1 7.6200e- * v 0.0966 * 0.0966 '+ 0.0966 * 0.0966 0.0000 * 3,896.073 1 3,896.073+ 0.1303 * 0.0468 ' 3,913.283
L1} L} 1 L} 003 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 2 1 2 L} L} L} 3
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————n - ———————n : m——km e jmm——— g - fm——————p - s e
Mobile - 1.5857 ! 7.9962 : 19.1834 ! 0.0821 ! 7.7979 : 0.0580 ! 7.8559 ! 2.0895 : 0.0539 ! 2.1434 0.0000 ! 7,620.498 : 7,620.498 ! 0.3407 ! 0.0000 ! 7,629.016
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 6 1 6 [} [} L} 2
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et DR et LT : ————— = m e o
Waste - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 207.8079 ' 0.0000 ! 207.8079 ! 12.2811 ! 0.0000 ! 514.8354
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————n - ———————— : ke e —————g - fm——————— - e a e
Water - ! : ! ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 29.1632 ! 556.6420 : 585.8052 ! 3.0183 ! 0.0755 ! 683.7567
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
- 1
Total 6.8692 9.5223 30.3407 0.0914 7.7979 0.2260 8.0240 2.0895 0.2219 2.3114 236.9712 | 12,294.18 | 12,531.15 | 15.7904 0.1260 12,963.47
07 19 51
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase
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Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition *Demolition :9/1/2021 110/12/2021 ! 5! 30}
2T it Preparation T 1S Preparation '"""""!16/'15726'2'1"" ;15/2;72'0'2'1""'";"""'%’E""""'""z'b'i’ I
s Ghadng T Eé?;&iﬁé'""""""""!1171672?3'2'1"" ;171'172'0'2'2""'";"""'%’E""""'"'ZEE’ I
4 iding Consuuction " tBulding -C-o-n-sa'aéti-o-n““““!1/-1-272_0_2_2“-“ ;15/'1'272'0'2'3""";"""'%’E"""""Eb'i{;' I
5 HPavng T §E>'a;i'n§"""""""""!15/'15726'2'3"" ;173672'0'22""'";"""'%’E""""'"'EEE' I
6 F Architectural Coating FArohitectural Coating 173172004 53/19/2024 I 5I 35? """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped

Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Demolition *Concrete/Industrial Saws ! 1 8.00! 81! 0.73
pemolion SExcavators | TTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 T A 0.38
Demolition *Rubber Tired Dozers T ""'z """""" 8.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Site Preparation fRubber Tred Dozers e 5.001 Sa7y T 0.40
Site Preparation FTraciorslLoadersBackhoss s 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading SExcavators | TTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 T A 0.38
Grading fGraders T T 5.001 T3 A 0.41
Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 5.001 Sa7y T 0.40
Grading Ssorapers T TTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 Se7i T 0.48
Grading FTraciorslLoadersBackhoss e 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Building Construction Sranes | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 7,001 S5n T 0.29
Building Construction Srorie T e 5.001 Ber T 0.20
Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5.001 Ba T 0.74
Building Construction FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes - 7,001 g7 T 0.37
Building Construction Welders T TTTTTTTTTTTTT T 5.001 Ger T 0.45
Paving 7 Spavers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 1500 T 0.42
Paving SPaving Couipment T ""'z """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36
Paving 7 -'R?Jﬁér; """"""""""" e 5.001 Bor T 0.38
Archltectural é(-)e-lt-in-g -------------- :Air Compressors I 1 6.00? 78 I ----------- 0 48

Trips and VMT
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Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition . 6: 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 10.00: 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Site Preparation . 7:r 18.00: 0.00 0.00: 10.00E 6.90] 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Grading . 8:r 20.00: 0.00 0.00: 10.00E 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : | T, T T I- B L I I I I'''''>
Building Construction * 9:r 801.00! 143.00 0.00: 10.00E 6.90] 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e (LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Paving . 6:r 15.00! 0.00 0.00: 10.00E 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
________________ = 1 [l l 4+ [l 1 1 R
Architectural Coating = 1 160.00: 0.00: 0.00: 10.00* 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust . ' ' ' v 0.0496 1+ 0.0000 * 0.0496 ' 7.5100e- * 0.0000 * 7.5100e- 0.0000 + 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
- : : : : : ' v 003 . 003 : : ' : '
feeeeeeeeeepm——————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : s : ———————n : -
Off-Road » 00475 ' 04716 ' 0.3235 ! 5.8000e- ! ' 00233 ' 00233 ! ! 00216 @ 00216 0.0000 * 51.0012 ! 51.0012 ' 0.0144 ! 0.000 @ 51.3601
- ' : v 004 : ' : ' : . : ' : '
Total 0.0475 0.4716 0.3235 | 5.8000e- | 0.0496 0.0233 0.0729 | 7.5100e- | 0.0216 0.0291 0.0000 51.0012 | 51.0012 0.0144 0.0000 51.3601
004 003
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3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 1.9300e- * 0.0634 + 0.0148 1 1.8000e- + 3.9400e- + 1.9000e- + 4.1300e- * 1.0800e- 1 1.8000e- 1 1.2600e- 0.0000 + 17.4566 + 17.4566 '+ 1.2100e- * 0.0000 + 17.4869
o003 : i 004 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 003 ., .
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - rmmm
Worker 7.2000e- * 5.3000e- * 6.0900e- * 2.0000e- * 1.6800e- * 1.0000e- * 1.6900e- * 4.5000e- * 1.0000e- * 4.6000e- 0.0000 + 15281 + 15281 1 5.0000e- * 0.0000 * 1.5293
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 2.6500e- 0.0639 0.0209 2.0000e- | 5.6200e- | 2.0000e- | 5.8200e- | 1.5300e- | 1.9000e- 1.7200e- 0.0000 18.9847 18.9847 1.2600e- 0.0000 19.0161
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust - ' ' ' v 0.0496 * 0.0000 ' 0.0496  7.5100e- * 0.0000 ' 7.5100e- 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 +* 0.0000
- 1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 003 1 L] 003 L] L] 1 L] L]
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n - ———————— ———————— : ———mmm ey ———————— - F =
Off-Road ! 0.4716 ! 0.3235 ! 5.8000e- ! ! 0.0233 ! 0.0233 ! ! 0.0216 ! 0.0216 0.0000 ! 51.0011 ! 51.0011 ! 0.0144 ! 0.0000 ! 51.3600
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0475 0.4716 0.3235 5.8000e- 0.0496 0.0233 0.0729 7.5100e- 0.0216 0.0291 0.0000 51.0011 51.0011 0.0144 0.0000 51.3600
004 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 1.0300e- * 0.0634 1 0.0148 + 1.8000e- + 3.9400e- + 1.9000e- * 4.1300e- + 1.0800e- & 1.8000e- + 1.2600e- *# 0.0000 + 17.4566 + 17.4566 + 1.2100e- + 0.0000 @ 17.4869
o003 : , 004 . 003 . 004 , 003 , 003 , 004 . 003 . : v 003 :
e p————— : ———————g ] ———————g ———————g : ———eeeeaan : ey : e
Vendor = 00000 ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 : 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000  0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 : 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : iy : ey -y : ———— e R :
Worker 7.2000e- 1 5.3000e- + 6.0900e- + 2.0000e- * 1.6800e- + 1.0000e- & 1.6900e- + 4.5000e- + 1.0000e- * 4.6000e- % 0.0000 + 1.5281 + 1.5281 1 5.0000e- + 0.0000 * 1.5293
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : v 005 .
Total 2.6500e- | 0.0639 0.0209 | 2.0000e- | 5.6200e- | 2.0000e- | 5.8200e- | 1.5300e- | 1.9000e- | 1.7200e- | 0.0000 | 18.9847 | 18.9847 | 1.2600e- | 0.0000 | 19.0161
003 004 003 004 003 003 004 003 003
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust ' ' ' ' 01807 ' 00000 ! 0.1807 ' 00993 ! 00000 ' 0.0993 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : R f———————— : ——— e e f———————ny : Fm----
Off-Road ! 04050 ' 02115 ! 3.8000e- ! 100204 ! 00204 1 00188 ' 00188 0.0000 : 33.4357 1+ 334357 ! 00108 ! 0.0000 ! 33.7061
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0389 0.4050 0.2115 | 3.8000e- | 0.1807 0.0204 0.2011 0.0993 0.0188 0.1181 0.0000 | 33.4357 | 33.4357 | o0.0108 0.0000 | 33.7061
004
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ———e---aa : ———————n : R
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -} ———————n : S
Worker 5.8000e- ' 4.3000e- * 4.8700e- ' 1.0000e- * 1.3400e- * 1.0000e- * 1.3500e- * 3.6000e- * 1.0000e- * 3.7000e- 0.0000 + 1.2225 v 1.2225 1 4.0000e- * 0.0000 + 1.2234
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 ., 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , OO04 : : i 005 .
Total 5.8000e- | 4.3000e- | 4.8700e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3400e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3500e- | 3.6000e- | 1.0000e- 3.7000e- 0.0000 1.2225 1.2225 4.0000e- 0.0000 1.2234
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.1807 ! 0.0000 ! 0.1807 ! 0.0993 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0993 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -] ———————n : r----a--
Off-Road ! 0.4050 ! 0.2115 ! 3.8000e- ! ! 0.0204 ! 0.0204 ! ! 0.0188 ! 0.0188 0.0000 ! 33.4357 ! 33.4357 ! 0.0108 ! 0.0000 ! 33.7060
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0389 0.4050 0.2115 3.8000e- 0.1807 0.0204 0.2011 0.0993 0.0188 0.1181 0.0000 33.4357 33.4357 0.0108 0.0000 33.7060
004
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————— - rmmmmn
Worker 5.8000e- ' 4.3000e- * 4.8700e- ' 1.0000e- * 1.3400e- * 1.0000e- * 1.3500e- * 3.6000e- * 1.0000e- * 3.7000e- 0.0000 + 1.2225 v 1.2225 1 4.0000e- * 0.0000 + 1.2234
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : i 005 .
Total 5.8000e- | 4.3000e- | 4.8700e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3400e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3500e- | 3.6000e- | 1.0000e- 3.7000e- 0.0000 1.2225 1.2225 4.0000e- 0.0000 1.2234
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.1741 ! 0.0000 ! 0.1741 ! 0.0693 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0693 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - F==mm -
Off-Road ! 0.8816 ! 0.5867 ! 1.1800e- ! 0.0377 ! 0.0377 ! ! 0.0347 ! 0.0347 0.0000 ! 103.5405 ! 103.5405 ! 0.0335 ! 0.0000 ! 104.3776
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0796 0.8816 0.5867 1.1800e- 0.1741 0.0377 0.2118 0.0693 0.0347 0.1040 0.0000 103.5405 | 103.5405 0.0335 0.0000 104.3776
003
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3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - r -
Worker 1.2200e- ' 9.0000e- * 0.0103 1 3.0000e- '+ 2.8300e- * 2.0000e- * 2.8600e- * 7.5000e- * 2.0000e- * 7.8000e- 0.0000 + 25808 '+ 2.5808 1 8.0000e- * 0.0000 + 2.5828
o003 ., 004 . i 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : i 005 .
Total 1.2200e- | 9.0000e- 0.0103 3.0000e- | 2.8300e- | 2.0000e- | 2.8600e- | 7.5000e- | 2.0000e- 7.8000e- 0.0000 2.5808 2.5808 8.0000e- 0.0000 2.5828
003 004 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.1741 ! 0.0000 ! 0.1741 ! 0.0693 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0693 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - F==mm-
Off-Road ! 0.8816 ! 0.5867 ! 1.1800e- ! ! 0.0377 ! 0.0377 ! ! 0.0347 ! 0.0347 0.0000 ! 103.5403 ! 103.5403 ! 0.0335 ! 0.0000 ! 104.3775
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0796 0.8816 0.5867 1.1800e- 0.1741 0.0377 0.2118 0.0693 0.0347 0.1040 0.0000 103.5403 | 103.5403 0.0335 0.0000 104.3775
003
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3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - r -
Worker 1.2200e- * 9.0000e- * 0.0103 1+ 3.0000e- * 2.8300e- * 2.0000e- * 2.8600e- * 7.5000e- * 2.0000e- * 7.8000e- 0.0000 +* 2.5808 + 25808 ' 8.0000e- * 0.0000 +* 2.5828
o003 ., 004 . i 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 1.2200e- | 9.0000e- 0.0103 3.0000e- | 2.8300e- | 2.0000e- | 2.8600e- | 7.5000e- | 2.0000e- 7.8000e- 0.0000 2.5808 2.5808 8.0000e- 0.0000 2.5828
003 004 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.0807 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0807 ! 0.0180 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0180 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - F =
Off-Road ' 0.1360 * 0.1017 1 2.2000e- v 5.7200e- ' 5.7200e- 1 5.2600e- * 5.2600e- 0.0000 + 19.0871 * 19.0871 ' 6.1700e- * 0.0000 '+ 19.2414
: . \ 004 {003 , 003 v 003 . 003 . . \ 003 :
Total 0.0127 0.1360 0.1017 2.2000e- 0.0807 5.7200e- 0.0865 0.0180 5.2600e- 0.0233 0.0000 19.0871 19.0871 6.1700e- 0.0000 19.2414
004 003 003 003
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3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - rm=m
Worker 2.1000e- * 1.5000e- * 1.7400e- * 1.0000e- * 5.2000e- * 0.0000 * 5.3000e- * 1.4000e- * 0.0000 * 1.4000e- 0.0000 * 0.4587 + 0.4587 1 1.0000e- * 0.0000 * 0.4590
o 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 i 004 , 004 \ 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 2.1000e- | 1.5000e- | 1.7400e- | 1.0000e- | 5.2000e- 0.0000 5.3000e- | 1.4000e- 0.0000 1.4000e- 0.0000 0.4587 0.4587 1.0000e- 0.0000 0.4590
004 004 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.0807 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0807 ! 0.0180 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0180 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - F =
Off-Road ' 0.1360 * 0.1017 1 2.2000e- v 5.7200e- ' 5.7200e- 1 5.2600e- * 5.2600e- 0.0000 + 19.0871 * 19.0871 ' 6.1700e- * 0.0000 '+ 19.2414
: . \ 004 {003 , 003 v 003 . 003 . . \ 003 :
Total 0.0127 0.1360 0.1017 2.2000e- 0.0807 5.7200e- 0.0865 0.0180 5.2600e- 0.0233 0.0000 19.0871 19.0871 6.1700e- 0.0000 19.2414
004 003 003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - rm=m
Worker 2.1000e- ' 1.5000e- * 1.7400e- ' 1.0000e- * 5.2000e- * 0.0000 ' 5.3000e- * 1.4000e- * 0.0000 * 1.4000e- 0.0000 + 0.4587 + 0.4587 1 1.0000e- * 0.0000 +* 0.4590
w 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 i 004 , 004 \ 004 . : i 005 .
Total 2.1000e- | 1.5000e- | 1.7400e- | 1.0000e- | 5.2000e- 0.0000 5.3000e- | 1.4000e- 0.0000 1.4000e- 0.0000 0.4587 0.4587 1.0000e- 0.0000 0.4590
004 004 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.2158 ! 1.9754 ! 2.0700 ! 3.4100e- ! ! 0.1023 ! 0.1023 ! ! 0.0963 ! 0.0963 0.0000 ! 293.1324 ! 293.1324 ! 0.0702 ! 0.0000 ! 294.8881
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.2158 1.9754 2.0700 3.4100e- 0.1023 0.1023 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 293.1324 | 293.1324 0.0702 0.0000 294.8881
003
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3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e e ey ———————n -
Vendor v 16961 + 0.4580 1 4.5500e- * 0.1140 1 3.1800e- * 0.1171 + 0.0329 1 3.0400e- * 0.0359 0.0000 1+ 441.9835 v 4419835 + 0.0264  0.0000 * 442.6435
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n -
Worker v 0.2164 +» 25233 v 7.3500e- * 0.7557 1 6.2300e- * 0.7619 + 0.2007 1+ 5.7400e- * 0.2065 0.0000 '+ 663.9936 * 663.9936 * 0.0187 + 0.0000 '+ 664.4604
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Total 0.3578 1.9125 2.9812 0.0119 0.8696 9.4100e- 0.8790 0.2336 8.7800e- 0.2424 0.0000 | 1,105.977 | 1,105.977 | 0.0451 0.0000 | 1,107.103
003 003 1 1 9
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.2158 ! 1.9754 ! 2.0700 ! 3.4100e- ! ! 0.1023 ! 0.1023 ! ! 0.0963 ! 0.0963 0.0000 ' 293.1321 ! 293.1321 ! 0.0702 ! 0.0000 ! 294.8877
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.2158 1.9754 2.0700 3.4100e- 0.1023 0.1023 0.0963 0.0963 0.0000 293.1321 | 293.1321 0.0702 0.0000 294.8877
003
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3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e e ey ———————n - R L
Vendor v 16961 + 0.4580 1 4.5500e- * 0.1140 1 3.1800e- * 0.1171 + 0.0329 1 3.0400e- * 0.0359 0.0000 1+ 441.9835 v 4419835 + 0.0264  0.0000 * 442.6435
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - r==me e
Worker v 0.2164 +» 25233 v 7.3500e- * 0.7557 1 6.2300e- * 0.7619 + 0.2007 1+ 5.7400e- * 0.2065 0.0000 '+ 663.9936 * 663.9936 * 0.0187 + 0.0000 '+ 664.4604
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Total 0.3578 1.9125 2.9812 0.0119 0.8696 9.4100e- 0.8790 0.2336 8.7800e- 0.2424 0.0000 | 1,105.977 | 1,105.977 | 0.0451 0.0000 | 1,107.103
003 003 1 1 9
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.1942 1 1.7765 : 2.0061 ! 3.3300e- ! ! 00864 1 0.0864 ! ! 00813 @ 0.0813 0.0000 : 286.2789 : 286.2789 ! 0.0681 @ 0.0000 @ 287.9814
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.1942 1.7765 2.0061 3.3300e- 0.0864 0.0864 0.0813 0.0813 0.0000 286.2789 | 286.2789 0.0681 0.0000 287.9814
003
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ———— e e ey f———————n -
Vendor v 12511 + 0.4011 ' 4.3000e- * 0.1113 1 1.4600e- * 0.1127 + 0.0321 '+ 1.4000e- * 0.0335 0.0000 1+ 417.9930 » 417.9930 * 0.0228 '+ 0.0000 * 418.5624
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n -
Worker v 0.1910 + 22635 ' 6.9100e- * 0.7377 1 59100e- * 0.7436 + 0.1960 '+ 5.4500e- * 0.2014 0.0000 ' 624.5363 » 624.5363 * 0.0164 ' 0.0000 ' 624.9466
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Total 0.3177 1.4420 2.6646 0.0112 0.8490 7.3700e- 0.8564 0.2281 6.8500e- 0.2349 0.0000 | 1,042.529 | 1,042.529 | 0.0392 0.0000 | 1,043.509
003 003 4 4 0
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 5: 0.1942 ! 1.7765 ! 2.0061 ! 3.3300e- ! ! 0.0864 ! 0.0864 ! ! 0.0813 ! 0.0813 0.0000 ' 286.2785 ! 286.2785 ! 0.0681 ! 0.0000 ! 287.9811
- 1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.1942 1.7765 2.0061 3.3300e- 0.0864 0.0864 0.0813 0.0813 0.0000 286.2785 | 286.2785 0.0681 0.0000 287.9811
003
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ———— e e ey f———————n - R L
Vendor v 12511 + 0.4011 1 4.3000e- * 0.1113 ' 1.4600e- * 0.1127 + 0.0321 * 1.4000e- * 0.0335 0.0000 * 417.9930 * 417.9930 * 0.0228 +* 0.0000 -+ 418.5624
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - r=mmm
Worker ' 0.1910 + 2.2635 1 6.9100e- * 0.7377 1 59100e- * 0.7436 * 0.1960 ' 5.4500e- * 0.2014 0.0000 * 624.5363 * 624.5363 + 0.0164 +* 0.0000 * 624.9466
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L} 1 003 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Total 0.3177 1.4420 2.6646 0.0112 0.8490 7.3700e- 0.8564 0.2281 6.8500e- 0.2349 0.0000 1,042.529 | 1,042.529 0.0392 0.0000 1,043.509
003 003 4 4 0
3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 6.7100e- ! 0.0663 * 0.0948 ! 1.5000e- v 3.3200e- ! 3.3200e- ! 3.0500e- + 3.0500e- 0.0000 + 13.0175 '+ 13.0175 ! 4.2100e- * 0.0000 '+ 13.1227
o003 : V004 i 003 ; 003 {003 , 003 . : \ 003 . .
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmmn
Paving - 0.0000 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 6.7100e- 0.0663 0.0948 1.5000e- 3.3200e- | 3.3200e- 3.0500e- 3.0500e- 0.0000 13.0175 13.0175 | 4.2100e- 0.0000 13.1227
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————— - rm=m e
Worker 2.8000e- * 1.9000e- * 2.2300e- * 1.0000e- * 7.3000e- * 1.0000e- * 7.3000e- * 1.9000e- * 1.0000e- * 2.0000e- 0.0000 +* 0.6156 + 0.6156 + 2.0000e- * 0.0000 +* 0.6160
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 2.8000e- | 1.9000e- | 2.2300e- | 1.0000e- | 7.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 7.3000e- | 1.9000e- | 1.0000e- 2.0000e- 0.0000 0.6156 0.6156 2.0000e- 0.0000 0.6160
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 6.7100e- ! 0.0663 * 0.0948 ! 1.5000e- v 3.3200e- ! 3.3200e- ! 3.0500e- * 3.0500e- 0.0000 + 13.0175 ' 13.0175 ! 4.2100e- * 0.0000 '+ 13.1227
o003 . \ 004 {003 , 003 i 003 . 003 . : \ 003 . .
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmmn
Paving - 0.0000 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 6.7100e- 0.0663 0.0948 1.5000e- 3.3200e- | 3.3200e- 3.0500e- 3.0500e- 0.0000 13.0175 13.0175 4.2100e- 0.0000 13.1227
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————— - rm=m e
Worker 2.8000e- * 1.9000e- * 2.2300e- * 1.0000e- * 7.3000e- * 1.0000e- * 7.3000e- * 1.9000e- * 1.0000e- * 2.0000e- 0.0000 +* 0.6156 + 0.6156 + 2.0000e- * 0.0000 +* 0.6160
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 2.8000e- | 1.9000e- | 2.2300e- | 1.0000e- | 7.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 7.3000e- | 1.9000e- | 1.0000e- 2.0000e- 0.0000 0.6156 0.6156 2.0000e- 0.0000 0.6160
004 004 003 005 004 005 004 004 005 004 005
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 00109 ' 0.1048 '+ 0.1609 ' 2.5000e- * v 5.1500e- ' 5.1500e- ' 4.7400e- v 4.7400e- 0.0000 » 22.0292 + 22.0292 ' 7.1200e- * 0.0000 * 22.2073
. ' : V004 i 003 ; 003 i 003 . 003 . : \ 003 . .
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmmn
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0109 0.1048 0.1609 2.5000e- 5.1500e- | 5.1500e- 4.7400e- 4.7400e- 0.0000 22.0292 22.0292 7.1200e- 0.0000 22.2073
004 003 003 003 003 003
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————— - rmm e
Worker 4.4000e- ' 2.9000e- * 3.5100e- * 1.0000e- * 1.2300e- * 1.0000e- * 1.2400e- * 3.3000e- * 1.0000e- * 3.4000e- 0.0000 +* 1.0094 + 1.0094 1 3.0000e- * 0.0000 +* 1.0100
. 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 . .
Total 4.4000e- | 2.9000e- | 3.5100e- | 1.0000e- | 1.2300e- | 1.0000e- | 1.2400e- | 3.3000e- | 1.0000e- 3.4000e- 0.0000 1.0094 1.0094 3.0000e- 0.0000 1.0100
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 00109 ' 0.1048 '+ 0.1609 ' 2.5000e- * v 5.1500e- ' 5.1500e- ' 4.7400e- v 4.7400e- 0.0000 » 22.0292 + 22.0292 ' 7.1200e- * 0.0000 * 22.2073
- . . \ 004 i 003 ; 003 i 003 . 003 . : \ 003 . .
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————n - Fmmmmn
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0109 0.1048 0.1609 2.5000e- 5.1500e- | 5.1500e- 4.7400e- 4.7400e- 0.0000 22.0292 22.0292 7.1200e- 0.0000 22.2073
004 003 003 003 003 003
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 00000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} 1]
L LT Ty S——— : - : R —— R —— : ———eieeaan H R —— : Femmaaan
Vendor ® 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} 1]
---------------- : R —— : - R —— : ———meeaaa] - :
Worker 4.4000e- 1 2.9000e- + 3.5100e- + 1.0000e- + 1.2300e- + 1.0000e- ' 1.2400e- '+ 3.3000e- + 1.0000e- + 3.4000e- & 0.0000 + 1.0094 s+ 1.0094 '+ 3.0000e- * 0.0000 * 1.0100
w 004 , o004 , ©003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 4.4000e- | 2.9000e- | 3.5100e- | 1.0000e- | 1.2300e- | 1.0000e- | 1.2400e- | 3.3000e- | 1.0000e- | 3.4000e- | 0.0000 1.0094 1.0094 | 3.0000e- | 0.0000 1.0100
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 41372 1 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ¢ ' 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . ——————q : ———m e eaan] ——————q :
Off-Road 3.1600e- * 0.0213 + 0.0317 ' 5.0000e- 1 1.0700e- 1 1.0700e- 1 1 1.0700e- ' 1.0700e- # 0.0000 + 4.4682 ' 4.4682 1 2.5000e- + 0.0000 1 4.4745
%003 : \ 005 , 003 ; 003 , 003 ., 003 . . \ o004 ,
Total 4.1404 0.0213 0.0317 | 5.0000e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- | 0.0000 4.4682 4.4682 | 2.5000e- | 0.0000 4.4745
005 003 003 003 003 004
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3.7 Architectural Coating - 2024
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Feeeeee e ————— : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor - 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ———— e ey ———————n - R L
Worker 7.4800e- ' 4.9300e- + 0.0596 ' 1.9000e- * 0.0209 + 1.6000e- * 0.0211 ' 5.5500e- * 1.5000e- * 5.7000e- 0.0000 + 17.1287 » 17.1287 '+ 4.3000e- * 0.0000 + 17.1394
. 003 , 003 , \004 \ 004 . 003 , 004 , 003 . : \004 .
Total 7.4800e- | 4.9300e- 0.0596 1.9000e- 0.0209 1.6000e- 0.0211 5.5500e- | 1.5000e- 5.7000e- 0.0000 17.1287 17.1287 | 4.3000e- 0.0000 17.1394
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 4.1372 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— ey ———————— - R L
Off-Road 3.1600e- * 0.0213 + 0.0317 ' 5.0000e- * ' 1.0700e- ' 1.0700e- 1 1.0700e- * 1.0700e- 0.0000 +* 4.4682 ' 4.4682 ' 2.5000e- * 0.0000 * 4.4745
o003 : \ 005 . i 003 ; 003 i 003 . 003 . : \ 004 .
Total 4.1404 0.0213 0.0317 5.0000e- 1.0700e- | 1.0700e- 1.0700e- 1.0700e- 0.0000 4.4682 4.4682 2.5000e- 0.0000 4.4745
005 003 003 003 003 004
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
f e —————— ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - rmm
Vendor :: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
fe e —————— ———————n - ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n - R L
Worker = 7.4800e- ' 4.9300e- * 0.0596 ' 1.9000e- * 0.0209 ' 1.6000e- * 0.0211 1 5.5500e- * 1.5000e- * 5.7000e- 0.0000 + 17.1287 v 17.1287 + 4.3000e- * 0.0000 +* 17.1394
. 003 , 003 , \ 004 \004 . 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 004 .
Total 7.4800e- | 4.9300e- 0.0596 1.9000e- 0.0209 1.6000e- 0.0211 5.5500e- | 1.5000e- 5.7000e- 0.0000 17.1287 17.1287 4.3000e- 0.0000 17.1394
003 003 004 004 003 004 003 004

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile

4.1 Mitigation Measures Maobile
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ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category tons/yr MT/yr

Mitigated = 15857 ! 7.9962 1 19.1834 ! 0.0821 1+ 7.7979 1+ 0.0580 ! 7.8559 1 2.0895 ! 0.0539 1 21434 0.0000 1 7,620.498 * 7,620.498 ! 0.3407 1+ 0.0000 *7,629.016
- ' ' ' : : ' : ' : .6 . 6 : V2
----------- i it e i i e et e et T T B e e R R
Unmitigated = 15857 + 7.9962 + 19.1834 « 0.0821 + 7.7979 + 0.0580 +* 7.8559 * 2.0895 : 0.0539 : 21434 = 0.0000 r7,620.4987,620.498 + 0.3407 + 0.0000 r7,629.016
- . . . . . . . . . . .6 . 6 | . V2
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Low Rise ; 145.75 ' 154.25 154.00 . 506,227 . 506,227
Apartments Mid Rise ; 4,026.75 ' 3,773.25 4075.50 . 13,660,065 . 13,660,065
General Office Building M 288.45 ' 62.55 31.05 . 706,812 . 706,812
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEYemmmemmeemmmm e e e e e e e
High Turnover (Sit Down Restaurant) . 2,368.80 ' 2,873.52 2817.72 . 3,413,937 . 3,413,937
N EE R EEEEEEEE R EE R EEEE AR R R A e e e e b = m mm ko n e m g g
Hotel . 192.00 1 187.50 160.00 . 445,703 . 445,703
R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE Ry m e e o DD e v
Quiality Restaurant ; 501.12 ' 511.92 461.20 . 707,488 . 707,488
Regional Shopping Center ' 528.08 ! 601.44 357.84 . 1,112,221 . 1,112,221
Total | 805095 | 8164.43 8,57.31 | 20,552,452 | 20,552,452

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-Wor C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW [H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apartments Low Rise ' 14.70 ! 5.90 ! 8.70 T 4020 : 1920 1 40.60 . 86 . 11 . 3
Apartments Mid Rise 3 1470 590 : 870 : 4020 1 1020 | 4060 : & oz 11 1 37T
General Office Building % 1660  + 840 1 690  + 3300 1 4800 1 1900 = 77 &+ 19 =TT T
e R s L LR, Il S PR s .
High Tumover (Sit Down 5  16.60 i 840 : 690 : 850 1 7250 | 1900 i 37 1 20 & 43
Hotel v 1660 1 840 i 690 3 1940 6160 1 1900 i 58 = 3 i 7 T
. S s L LR, i S S PR i O
Quality Restaurant ' 16.60 ! 8.40 ! 6.90 : 1200 ' 69.00 19.00 . 38 . 18 . 44
Regional Shopping Center  +  16.60  : 840 : 690  : 1630 + 6470 : 1900  + 54 = gs i TTTTTTRTTTTT
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use [ oA | tort | oz | mov | thbt | tHD2 | MHD HHD | oBUS | UBUS | Mcy | sBus MH
Apartments Low Rise = 0.543088: 0.044216] 0.209971j 0.116369] 0.014033j 0.006332{ 0.021166] 0.033577] 0.002613] 0.001817j 0.005285{ 0.000712{ 0.000821
""" Apartments Mid Rise  + 0.543088% 0.044216] 0.209971 0.116369] 0014033} 0.006332] 0.021166f 0.033577{ 0.002613{ 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821]
""" General Office Building  * 0.543088% 0.044216] 0.209971 0.116369] 0014033} 0.006332] 0.021166§ 0.033577{ 0.002613{ 0.001817] 0.005285] 0.000712} 0.000821]
" High Turnover (Sit Down  + 0.543088% 0.044216: 0.209971' 0.116369* 0.014033' 0.006332¢ 0.021166' 0.033577: 0.002613' 0.001817: 0.005285' 0.000712¢ 0.000821]
Restaurant) ; . ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
Hotel - '0.543088: 0.044216] 0209971{ 0.116369; 0.014033i 0.006332f 0.021166] 0.033577{ 0.002613i 0.001817{ 0.005285i 0.000712] 0.000821
""" Quality Restaurant = 0.543088% 0.044216] 02099717 0.116369] 0.014033] 0.006332j 0.021166] 0.033577{ 0.002613] 0.001817{ 0.005285; 0.000712] 0.000821]
" Regional Shopping Center = 0.543088¢ 0.044216' 0.209971: 0.116369' 0.014033: 0.006332: 0.021166'® 0.033577: 0.002613' 0001817 0.005285' 0.000712' 0.000821]

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Electricity . ! ' ! ' : 0.0000 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 0.0000 :2,512.646 2,512,646 0.1037 ! 0.0215 12,521.635
Mitigated ] : [ : : [ : [ : : 5 : 5 [ : : 6
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rommmaa
Electricity ' ' ' ' + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 *2,512.646 *2,512.646 ' 0.1037 ' 0.0215 12,521.635
Unmitigated . : . . : . : . : . 5 . 5 . . . 6
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : N
NaturalGas ! 12812 + 07770 1 7.6200e- ! ! 00966 ! 0.0966 ! ! 0.0966 @ 0.0966 0.0000 :1,383.4261,383.426! 0.0265 ' 0.0254 '1,391.647
Mitigated ' : ¢ 003 : ' : ' : A : .8
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- T e e e e e e e e e e e e N m e E e e e e e e e = e = —p = = ===
NaturalGas v+ 12312 + 0.7770 1 7.6200e- * + 0.0966 * 0.0966 * + 0.0966 * 0.0966 = 0.0000 :1,383.4261,383.426+ 0.0265 * 0.0254 1 1,391.647
Unmitigated o : . . 003 : : : : : . A - . . 8
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Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low * 408494 & 22000e- : 0.0188 ' 8.0100e- ! 1.2000e- ! ' 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- 1 v 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- & 0.0000 + 21.7988 1 21.7988 + 4.2000e- + 4.0000e- * 21.9284
Rise . W 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 004 , 004
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT r——— ] R T
Apartments Mid 1 1.30613e & 0.0704 + 0.6018 + 0.2561 1 3.8400e- 1 v 0.0487 1+ 0.0487 ' 0.0487 1 0.0487 0.0000 + 696.9989 1 696.9989 + 0.0134 + 0.0128 ' 701.1408
Rise V4007 . : v 003 | . . . . . . . . . .
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT rer—— ] R T
General Office 1 468450 & 25300e- + 0.0230 ' 0.0193 ! 1.4000e- ! '+ 1.7500e- 1+ 1.7500e- 1 v 1.7500e- + 1.7500e- & 0.0000 @ 24.9983 1 24.9983 + 4.8000e- + 4.6000e- * 25.1468
Building . W 003 : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 004 , 004
----------- R : ey ———————g ] ———————g - B I r— ] R
High Turnover (Sit+ 8.30736e & 0.0448 1+ 0.4072 ' 03421 1 2.4400e- ! v 0.0310 + 0.0310 v 0.0310 + 0.0310 0.0000 + 443.3124 1 443.3124 + 8.5000e- + 8.1300e- ' 445.9468
Down Restaurant); +006 & , , v 003 . , , . , : . v 003 . 003 ,
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - T LT rer—— ] R
Hotel + 1.74095e & 9.3900e- + 0.0853 + 0.0717 + 5.1000e- ' 6.4900e- 1 6.4900e- 1 ' 6.4900e- ' 6.4900e- & 0.0000 + 92.9036 ' 92.9036 + 1.7800e- + 1.7000e- * 93.4557
\ +006 & 003 , : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 003 , 003
----------- R : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT rerep— ] R
Quality + 1.84608e &1 9.9500e- + 0.0905 + 0.0760 *+ 5.4000e- ' 6.8800e- 1+ 6.8800e- 1 ' 6.8800e- ' 6.8800e- 4 0.0000 + 98.5139 & 98.5139 + 1.8900e- + 1.8100e- * 99.0993
Restaurant ., +006 4 003 | : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 003 , 003
----------- I : f———————— ———————g ] ———————g - LT r—— ] R LT
Regional ~ + 91840 & 50000e- ! 4.5000e- ' 3.7800e- ! 3.0000e- ! ' 3.4000e- 1+ 3.4000e- 1 ' 3.4000e- + 3.4000e- % 0.0000 + 4.9009 1 4.9009 + 9.0000e- + 9.0000e- * 4.9301
Shopping Center | a 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 004 , o004 , v 004 004 . : v 005 , 005
[ [
Total 0.1398 1.2312 0.7770 | 7.6200e- 0.0966 0.0966 0.0966 0.0966 0.0000 | 1,383.426 | 1,383.426 | 0.0265 0.0254 | 1,391.647
003 8 8 8
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Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low * 408494 & 22000e- : 0.0188 ' 8.0100e- ! 1.2000e- ! ' 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- 1 v 1.5200e- + 1.5200e- & 0.0000 + 21.7988 1 21.7988 + 4.2000e- + 4.0000e- * 21.9284
Rise . W 003 , 003 , 004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 004 , 004
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT r——— ] R T
Apartments Mid 1 1.30613e & 0.0704 + 0.6018 + 0.2561 1 3.8400e- 1 v 0.0487 1+ 0.0487 ' 0.0487 1 0.0487 0.0000 + 696.9989 1 696.9989 + 0.0134 + 0.0128 ' 701.1408
Rise V4007 . : v 003 | . . . . . . . . . .
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT rer—— ] R T
General Office 1 468450 & 25300e- + 0.0230 ' 0.0193 ! 1.4000e- ! '+ 1.7500e- 1+ 1.7500e- 1 v 1.7500e- + 1.7500e- & 0.0000 @ 24.9983 1 24.9983 + 4.8000e- + 4.6000e- * 25.1468
Building . W 003 : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 004 , 004
----------- R : ey ———————g ] ———————g - B I r— ] R
High Turnover (Sit+ 8.30736e & 0.0448 1+ 0.4072 ' 03421 1 2.4400e- ! v 0.0310 + 0.0310 v 0.0310 + 0.0310 0.0000 + 443.3124 1 443.3124 + 8.5000e- + 8.1300e- ' 445.9468
Down Restaurant); +006 & , , v 003 . , , . , : . v 003 . 003 ,
----------- I : ey ———————g ] ———————g - T LT rer—— ] R
Hotel + 1.74095e & 9.3900e- + 0.0853 + 0.0717 + 5.1000e- ' 6.4900e- 1 6.4900e- 1 ' 6.4900e- ' 6.4900e- & 0.0000 + 92.9036 ' 92.9036 + 1.7800e- + 1.7000e- * 93.4557
\ +006 & 003 , : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 003 , 003
----------- R : ey ———————g ] ———————g - LT rerep— ] R
Quality + 1.84608e &1 9.9500e- + 0.0905 + 0.0760 *+ 5.4000e- ' 6.8800e- 1+ 6.8800e- 1 ' 6.8800e- ' 6.8800e- 4 0.0000 + 98.5139 & 98.5139 + 1.8900e- + 1.8100e- * 99.0993
Restaurant ., +006 4 003 | : V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 . 003 . . , 003 , 003
----------- I : f———————— ———————g ] ———————g - LT r—— ] R LT
Regional ~ + 91840 & 50000e- ! 4.5000e- ' 3.7800e- ! 3.0000e- ! ' 3.4000e- 1+ 3.4000e- 1 ' 3.4000e- + 3.4000e- % 0.0000 + 4.9009 1 4.9009 + 9.0000e- + 9.0000e- * 4.9301
Shopping Center | a 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 004 , o004 , v 004 004 . : v 005 , 005
[ [
Total 0.1398 1.2312 0.7770 | 7.6200e- 0.0966 0.0966 0.0966 0.0966 0.0000 | 1,383.426 | 1,383.426 | 0.0265 0.0254 | 1,391.647
003 8 8 8
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Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low *+ 106010 :- 33.7770 1 1.3900e- * 2.9000e- * 33.8978
Rise : u i 003 , o004
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem-——— T " ey = == ===
Apartments Mid * 3.94697e & 1,257.587 + 0.0519 * 0.0107 ' 1,262.086
Rise 1 +006 w9 : P9
' i [ [ [
"""""" === T " == === =
General Office + 584550 :' 186.2502 + 7.6900e- * 1.5900e- ' 186.9165
Building u i 003 , 003 ,
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem==—— T " == ===
High Turnover (Sit+ 1.58904e & 506.3022 * 0.0209 ' 4.3200e- ' 508.1135
Down Restaurant); +006 & , v 003
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem———— T " = === ==
Hotel + 550308 :' 175.3399 + 7.2400e- + 1.5000e- * 175.9672
. u i 003 , 003 ,
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem———— T " = = ===
Quality v 353120 :' 112.5116 + 4.6500e- * 9.6000e- * 112.9141
Restaurant o v 003 . 004 ,
' i [ [ [
"""""" === T " === ===
Regional v 756000 :- 240.8778 v 9.9400e- '+ 2.0600e- ' 241.7395
Shopping Center ; o v 003 , 003 ,
[0 [
Total 2,512.646 0.1037 0.0215 2,521.635
5 6
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Mitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr
Apartments Low *+ 106010 :- 33.7770 1 1.3900e- * 2.9000e- * 33.8978
Rise : u i 003 , o004
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem-——— T " ey = == ===
Apartments Mid + 3.94697e :' 1,257.587 + 0.0519 + 0.0107 +1,262.086
Rise 1 +006 w9 : P9
' i [ [ [
"""""" === T " == === =
General Office + 584550 :' 186.2502 + 7.6900e- * 1.5900e- ' 186.9165
Building u i 003 , 003 ,
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem==—— T " == ===
High Turnover (Sit+ 1.58904e :- 506.3022 + 0.0209 ' 4.3200e- ' 508.1135
Down Restaurant); +006 & , v 003
' i [ [ [
----------- Fem———— T "
Hotel v+ 550308 & 175.3399 « 7.2400e-
[ i [ [ ]
' ™ ' 003 ' .
' i [ [ [
"""""" Fem———— T " = = ===
Quality v 353120 :' 112.5116 + 4.6500e- * 9.6000e- * 112.9141
Restaurant o v 003 . 004 ,
' i [ [ [
"""""" === T " === ===
Regional v 756000 :- 240.8778 v 9.9400e- '+ 2.0600e- ' 241.7395
Shopping Center ; o v 003 , 003 ,
[0 [
Total 2,512.646 0.1037 0.0215 2,521.635
5 6

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

ROG NOx CcO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Mitigated = 51437 ! 02950 ! 10.3804 ! 1.6700e- ! ! 00714 + 00714 ! 00714 + 0.0714 0.0000 : 220.9670 ! 220.9670 ! 0.0201 ! 3.7400e- ! 222.5835
- ' ' . 003 ' . . ' ' : ' ' v 003
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
semmsmsmesee- y—————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— _—————— -, ————— e —m—— === === m————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— - = =====-
Unmitigated = 5.1437 1+ 0.2950 +* 10.3804 * 1.6700e- * + 0.0714 + 0.0714 + 0.0714 + 0.0714 = 0.0000 * 220.9670 * 220.9670 * 0.0201 + 3.7400e- * 222.5835
- : : . 003 . . : : : : . : : . . 003
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx (6{0] SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tonsl/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.4137 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Coating : ' : : ' : : ' : . ' : : '
___________ L 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 ____‘________:______ 1 1 1 _____.:________
Consumer = 43998 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Products . : . . : . . : . . : . . :
___________ L 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 ____‘________:______ 1 1 1 _____.:________
Hearth = (0.0206 * 0.1763 * 0.0750 * 1.1200e- ' ' 0.0143 1+ 0.0143 ' 0.0143 '+ 0.0143 0.0000 * 204.1166 ' 204.1166 ' 3.9100e- ' 3.7400e- ' 205.3295
- L] 1 L] 003 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 003 L] 003 1
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : ———g el —————eg - fm——————p e = e
Landscaping = 03096 ' 0.1187 ! 10.3054 ! 5.4000e- ! ! 00572 + 00572 ! 00572 + 0.0572 0.0000 : 16.8504 ! 16.8504 : 0.0161 @ 0.0000 ! 17.2540
- 1] 1 1] 004 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
Total 5.1437 0.2950 10.3804 | 1.6600e- 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0000 | 220.9670 | 220.9670 0.0201 3.7400e- | 222.5835
003 003
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6.2 Area by SubCategory
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Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Mitigated
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.4137 ' ' ' 1 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 *+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
Coating : ' : : ' : : ' : : ' : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————— - ———————— : L T e - fm—————— ==
Consumer = 43998 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 +* 0.0000 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
Products . : . : : : : : : . : : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————— - ———————— : ke e e ————mg - fm——————p - = s aa
Hearth = 0.0206 * 0.1763 * 0.0750 + 1.1200e- * '+ 0.0143 1+ 0.0143 v 0.0143 + 0.0143 0.0000 * 204.1166 ' 204.1166 * 3.9100e- * 3.7400e- ' 205.3295
L1} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L} 1 L} L] 1 L} L} L}

n ' ' v 003, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' , 003 , 003
----------- n ———————n : ———————— - ———————— : ———k e e jmm————eg - e = m e
Landscaping " 0.3096 ' 0.1187 ! 10.3054 ' 5.4000e- ' ! 0.0572 ' 0.0572 ' ! 0.0572 ' 0.0572 0.0000 ' 16.8504 ! 16.8504 ' 0.0161 ' 0.0000 : 17.2540
L 1] 1] 1 1] 004 [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}

- 1
Total 5.1437 0.2950 10.3804 1.6600e- 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0714 0.0000 220.9670 | 220.9670 0.0201 3.7400e- | 222.5835
003 003

7.0 Water Detalil

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Page 38 of 44 Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Total CO2

CH4

N20

CO2e

Category

MT/yr

Mitigated - 585.8052 ! 3.0183

m
........... r—————
[
L

Unmitigated

0.0755 ! 683.7567

-- -~ -r
585.8052 + 3.0183 ' 0.0755 ' 683.7567
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7.2 Water by Land Use

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Unmitigated
Indoor/Out | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
Apartments Low +1.62885 / :- 10.9095 ' 0.0535 1+ 1.3400e- ' 12.6471
Rise T 1.02688 : \ 003 .,
' i [ [ [
----------- Fe—————— g ———— mmmme-—-
Apartments Mid 1+ 63.5252 / :' 425.4719 + 2.0867 ' 0.0523 ' 493.2363
Rise V 40.0485 4 . : .
----------- I — ey e
General Office +7.99802 / :' 53.0719 + 0.2627 ' 6.5900e- * 61.6019
Building 4.90201 & : \ 003 .,
1] 1] 1 1 L]
----------- = g e oy mmmme-—
High Turnover (Sit* 10.9272 / :- 51.2702 + 0.3580 ' 8.8200e- ' 62.8482
Down Restaurant); 0.697482 & , v 003
' i [ [ [
----------- Femm————— g e oy mmmme-—-
Hotel 11.26834 / :' 6.1633 '+ 0.0416 ' 1.0300e- * 7.5079
1 0.140927 . \ 003 .
' i [ [ [
----------- Fe—————— g e oy mmmme-—
Quality 1 2.42827 1 :' 11.3934 + 0.0796 ' 1.9600e- * 13.9663
Restaurant  ; 0.154996 4 , v 003 .,
1] 1] 1 1 L]
----------- re—————— g e oy mmmme-—
Regional 1 4.14806 / :- 27.5250 v+ 0.1363 ' 3.4200e- * 31.9490
Shopping Center ; 2.54236 & : \ 003 .,
[ 1
Total 585.8052 3.0183 0.0755 683.7567

Page 39 of 44

Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM
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7.2 Water by Land Use

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual
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Mitigated
Indoor/Out | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
Apartments Low +1.62885 / :- 10.9095 ' 0.0535 1+ 1.3400e- ' 12.6471
Rise T 1.02688 : \ 003 .,
' i [ [ [
----------- Fe—————— g ———— mmmme-—-
Apartments Mid 1+ 63.5252 / :' 425.4719 + 2.0867 ' 0.0523 ' 493.2363
Rise V 40.0485 4 . : .
----------- I — ey e
General Office 17.99802/ & 53.0719 + 0.2627 ' 6.5900e- * 61.6019
Building 4.90201 & : \ 003 .,
' i [ [ [
----------- = g e oy mmmme-—
High Turnover (Sit* 10.9272 / :- 51.2702 + 0.3580 ' 8.8200e- ' 62.8482
Down Restaurant); 0.697482 & , v 003
' i [ [ [
----------- Femm————— g e oy mmmme-—-
Hotel 11.26834 / :' 6.1633 '+ 0.0416 ' 1.0300e- * 7.5079
1 0.140927 . \ 003 .
' i [ [ [
----------- Fe—————— g e oy mmmme-—
Quality 1 2.42827 1 :' 11.3934 + 0.0796 ' 1.9600e- * 13.9663
Restaurant  ; 0.154996 4 , v 003 .,
' i [ [ [
----------- re—————— g e oy mmmme-—
Regional 1 4.14806 / :- 27.5250 v+ 0.1363 ' 3.4200e- * 31.9490
Shopping Center ; 2.54236 & : \ 003 .,
[ 1
Total 585.8052 3.0183 0.0755 683.7567

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
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Category/Year

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Total CO2

CH4

N20

CO2e

MT/yr

Mitigated

Unmitigated

- 207.8079 ! 12.2811

n
——————
n
n

-- -~ -r
207.8079 + 12.2811 + 0.0000 @ 514.8354

0.0000 ! 514.8354

Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM
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8.2 Waste by Land Use

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Unmitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Apartments Low + 115 :- 2.3344 + 0.1380 * 0.0000 * 5.7834
Rise , i . . .
----------- Fe-----m ————————
Apartments Mid + 448.5 :- 91.0415 + 5.3804 '+ 0.0000 + 2255513
Rise . i : . .
----------- A ———————n
General Office + 41.85 :- 8.4952 1+ 0.5021 1+ 0.0000 * 21.0464
Building it : ' .
----------- A ———————n
High Turnover (Sit* 428.4 :- 86.9613 '+ 5.1393 1 0.0000 r 215.4430
Down Restaurant) ; i : . .
' i [ [ [
----------- - d —————— === ===
Hotel ! 27.38 :: 5.5579 ! 0.3285 : 0.0000 ! 13.7694
[ i ' [ [
----------- Fe-----m ———————n
Quality ' 7.3 :- 1.4818 1+ 0.0876 * 0.0000 +* 3.6712
Restaurant i : . .
----------- A f————————
Regional 588 :- 11.9359 + 0.7054 '+ 0.0000 * 29.5706
Shopping Center ; i . . .
[0 1
Total 207.8079 | 12.2811 0.0000 | 514.8354

Page 42 of 44

Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM
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8.2 Waste by Land Use
Mitigated

Page 43 of 44

Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Apartments Low + 115 :- 2.3344 + 0.1380 * 0.0000 * 5.7834
Rise , o . . .
----------- Fe-----m ————————
Apartments Mid + 448.5 & 01.0415 ' 53804 ' 0.0000 ' 225.5513
Rise , o . . .
___________ |______l: : ———— : e e.
General Office + 41.85 & 84952 + 05021 ! 0.0000 ' 21.0464
Building i : : :
----------- A ———————n
High Turnover (Sit+ 428.4 & 86.9613 ' 5.1393 ' 0.0000 ! 215.4430
Down Restaurant) ; i : . .
' i [ [ [
Hotel " 2738 b 55579 : 03285 ! 00000 ! 13.7694
. H : : .
----------- == d —————— ===
Quality ' 73 & 14818 v 0.0876 ! 0.0000 ' 3.6712
Restaurant : l: : : :
----------- A f————————
Regional ' 588 & 119359 + 0.7054 ! 0.0000 ' 29.5706
Shopping Center ; i . . .
[ 1
Total 207.8079 | 12.2811 0.0000 | 514.8354
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
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Date: 1/12/2021 2:26 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Annual

Boilers

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type
User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number

11.0 Vegetation
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed)
Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 45.00 . 1000sqft ! 1.03 ! 45,000.00 0
" Fiigh Turmover (Sit Down Restaurand) = 73600 TN T gosan TN T T o T T 00000 1T o T
""""""" Hotel T e T T T R T T T ey T T  gkc00 T T e T
T Quality Restaurant Y- T S ST S 117 R AR o T
T Apartments Low Rise Ty T T T T T T heiing e e T Tmoocoo 1T TR
"7 Apartments Mid Rise T e T T T T T T T hneiing Ut T ee6 T Tamsoooco 1 2789
""" Regional Shopping Genter 5 77T ggneT Y 1000sqft H 1.29 56,000.00 T

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 33

Climate Zone 9 Operational Year 2028
Utility Company Southern California Edison

CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Page 2 of 35

Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Project Characteristics - Consistent with the DEIR's model.

Land Use - See SWAPE comment regarding residential and retail land uses.
Construction Phase - See SWAPE comment regarding individual construction phase lengths.

Demolition - Consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding demolition.

Vehicle Trips - Saturday trips consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding weekday and Sunday trips.

Woodstoves - Woodstoves and wood-burning fireplaces consistent with the DEIR's model. See SWAPE comment regarding gas fireplaces.

Energy Use -

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - See SWAPE comment on construction-related mitigation.

Area Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Water Mitigation - See SWAPE comment regarding operational mitigation measures.

Trips and VMT - Local hire provision

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value

tblFireplaces FireplaceWoodMass . 1,019.20 0.00
""""" iFirepiaces TR Hreplcewoodhass T 1,019.20 T 1
""""" biFirepiaces TR Namberwood T 1.25 T 1
""""" biFirepiaces TR Namberwood T 48.75 T 1
""""" iTrpsanavT I WerkerTipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" iTrpsanavT I WerkerTipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" iTrpsanaviT I WerkertipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" iTrpsanaviT I WerkertipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" iTrpsanaviT I WerkertipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" iTrpsanaviT I WerkertipLength 14.70 T 1000 T
""""" e - D 7.16 X A
""""" e - D 6.39 R ¥ A
""""" e - D 2.46 -
""""" e - D 158.37 N (Y R
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

tbIVehicleTrips

5.86

1.05

131.84

5.95

72.16

25.24

6.59

6.65

11.03

127.15

8.17

89.95

42.70

1.25

48.75

1.25

48.75

25.00

25.00

999.60

tbIWoodstoves . WoodstoveWoodMass 999.60 ' 0.00

+
----------------------------- g

2.0 Emissions Summary
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Page 4 of 35

Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2021 E: 4.2561 ' 46.4415 ! 31.4494 ' 0.0636 ' 18.2032 ! 2.0456 ' 20.2488 ' 9.9670 ! 1.8820 ' 11.8490 0.0000 ' 6,163.416 ! 6,163.416 ' 1.9475 ' 0.0000 ! 6,212.103
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 6 1 6 [} [} L} 9
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————n : m——k e e jem——— g - fm—————— ==
2022 - 4.5441 ! 38.8811 : 40.8776 ! 0.1240 ! 8.8255 : 1.6361 ! 10.4616 ! 3.6369 : 1.5052 ! 5.1421 0.0000 ! 12,493.44 v 12,493.44 ! 1.9485 ! 0.0000 ! 12,518.57
.. ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 03 ' 03 ' ' ' 07
----------- n ———————n - ———————n - ———————— : m——k e e jem——— g - fm—————— = m e
2023 - 4.1534 ! 25.7658 : 38.7457 ! 0.1206 ! 7.0088 : 0.7592 ! 7.7679 ! 1.8799 : 0.7136 ! 2.5935 0.0000 1 12,150.48 : 12,150.48 + 0.9589 ! 0.0000 ! 12,174.46
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 90 1 90 [} [} L} 15
----------- n ———————n - ———————n - f———————n : m——k e e e m——— g - fm——————p e ==
2024 " 237.0219 ' 9.5478 ! 14.9642 ' 0.0239 ' 1.2171 ! 0.4694 ' 1.2875 ' 0.3229 ! 0.4319 ' 0.4621 0.0000 ' 2,313.180 ! 2,313.180 ' 0.7166 ' 0.0000 ! 2,331.095
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 8 1 8 [} [} L} 6
- 1
Maximum 237.0219 46.4415 40.8776 0.1240 18.2032 2.0456 20.2488 9.9670 1.8820 11.8490 0.0000 12,493.44 | 12,493.44 1.9485 0.0000 12,518.57
03 03 07
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Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2021 E: 4.2561 ! 46.4415 ! 31.4494 ! 0.0636 ! 18.2032 ! 2.0456 ! 20.2488 ! 9.9670 ! 1.8820 ! 11.8490 0.0000 ' 6,163.416 ! 6,163.416 ! 1.9475 ! 0.0000 ! 6,212.103
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 6 1 6 [} [} L} 9
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————n : m——k e e jem——— g - fm—————— ==
2022 - 4.5441 ! 38.8811 : 40.8776 ! 0.1240 ! 8.8255 : 1.6361 ! 10.4616 ! 3.6369 : 1.5052 ! 5.1421 0.0000 ! 12,493.44 1 12,493.44 ! 1.9485 ! 0.0000 ! 12,518.57
.. ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 03 ' 03 ' ' ' 07
----------- n ———————n - ———————n - ———————— : m——k e e jem——— g - fm—————— = m e
2023 - 4.1534 ! 25.7658 : 38.7457 ! 0.1206 ! 7.0088 : 0.7592 ! 7.7679 ! 1.8799 : 0.7136 ! 2.5935 0.0000 ! 12,150.48 : 12,150.48 ! 0.9589 ! 0.0000 ! 12,174.46
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 90 1 90 [} [} L} 15
----------- n ———————n - ———————n - f———————n : m——k e e e m——— g - fm——————p e ==
2024 - 237.0219 ! 9.5478 ! 14.9642 ! 0.0239 ! 1.2171 ! 0.4694 ! 1.2875 ! 0.3229 ! 0.4319 ! 0.4621 0.0000 ' 2,313.180 ! 2,313.180 ! 0.7166 ! 0.0000 ! 2,331.095
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 8 1 8 [} [} L} 5
- 1
Maximum 237.0219 | 46.4415 40.8776 0.1240 18.2032 2.0456 20.2488 9.9670 1.8820 11.8490 0.0000 12,493.44 | 12,493.44 1.9485 0.0000 12,518.57
03 03 07
ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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2.2 Overall Operational

Unmitigated Operational

Page 6 of 35

Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 30.5020 ' 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ' 0.0944 ' ! 1.5974 ' 1.5974 ' ! 1.5974 ' 1.5974 0.0000 ' 18,148.59 ! 18,148.59 ' 0.4874 ' 0.3300 ! 18,259.11
n ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ke m e jmm———— gy - fm——————— - =
Energy - 0.7660 ! 6.7462 : 4.2573 ! 0.0418 ! : 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ! : 0.5292 ! 0.5292 ' 8,355.983 : 8,355.983 ! 0.1602 ! 0.1532 ! 8,405.638
L1} L} 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 2 1 2 [} [} L} 7
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———k e m e jmm———— gy - m———————- e
Mobile - 9.8489 ! 45.4304 : 114.8495 ! 0.4917 ! 45.9592 : 0.3360 ! 46.2951 ! 12.2950 : 0.3119 ! 12.6070 ! 50,306.60 : 50,306.60 + 2.1807 ! ! 50,361.12
L1} L} 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 34 1 34 [} [} L} 08
- 1
Total 41.1168 | 67.2262 | 207.5497 | 0.6278 45.9592 2.4626 48.4217 12.2950 2.4385 14.7336 0.0000 | 76,811.18 | 76,811.18 | 2.8282 0.4832 | 77,025.87
16 16 86
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 30.5020 : 15.0496 ! 88.4430 ! 0.0944 ! 15974 + 15974 ! 15974 + 1.5974 0.0000 :18,148.59118,148.59 0.4874 : 03300 !18,259.11
" ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 50 ' 50 ' ' ' 92
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : el —— gy : = m e
Energy = 07660 ' 6.7462 1 4.2573 : 0.0418 ! 05292 05292 ! 05292 + 05292 18,355.98318,355.983 1 0.1602 ! 0.1532 ! 8,405.638
- L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 2 1 2 1] 1] 1 7
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———d e m el ——— gy : ———————p e m e
Mobile = 9.8489 ! 454304 1 114.8495+ 0.4917 1 459592 ! 0.3360 @ 46.2951 : 12.2950 ! 0.3119 '@ 12.6070 * 50,306.60 1 50,306.60 + 2.1807 ! ! 50,361.12
- L} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 34 1 34 1] 1] 1 08
Total 41.1168 | 67.2262 | 207.5497 | 0.6278 45,9592 2.4626 48.4217 12.2950 2.4385 14.7336 0.0000 | 76,811.18 | 76,811.18 | 2.8282 0.4832 | 77,025.87
16 16 86
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
3.0 Construction Detail
Construction Phase
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition *Demolition :9/1/2021 110/12/2021 ! 5! 30}
2 T fSite Preparation " iite Preparation '"""""!16/'15726'2'1"" ;11@72—0—2—1_-___";""_"?;""""“"2'5;' I
3 Srating T §E;'r;&ir'1§'""""""""!11716726'2'1"" 2171'172'0'2'2""'"E"""'%’E""""'"'XEE' I
4 Buiding Conswuction §'BLﬁ&iH§'c'o?st'rac'u'o'n""""!171'272'0'2'2""' 21571'2726'2'3"""E"""'%’E"""""Eb'&f;’ I
5 Spaving T §T:;\7i'n§"""""""""!15/'15726'2'3"" 2173672'0'22""'"E"""'%’E""""'""s'%fi’ I
6 F Architectural Coating Arohitectural Coating 17317004 53/19/2024 I 5I 35? """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 112.5

Acres of Paving:

0

Residential Indoor: 2,025,000; Residential Outdoor: 675,000; Non-Residential Indoor: 326,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 108,800; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Demolition *Concrete/Industrial Saws ! 1 8.00! 81! 0.73
pemolion SExcavators | TTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 T A 0.38
Demolition *Rubber Tired Dozers T ""'z """""" 8.00 2475 """""" 0.40
Site Preparation fRubber Tred Dozers e 5.001 Sa7y T 0.40
Site Preparation FTraciorslLoadersBackhoss s 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Grading SExcavators | TTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 T A 0.38
Grading fGraders T T 5.001 T3 A 0.41
Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 5.001 Sa7y T 0.40
Grading Ssorapers T TTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 Se7i T 0.48
Grading FTraciorslLoadersBackhoss e 5.001 g7 T 0.37
Building Construction Sranes | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 7,001 S5n T 0.29
Building Construction Srorie T e 5.001 Ber T 0.20
Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5.001 Ba T 0.74
Building Construction FTraciorslLoadersBackhoes - 7,001 g7 T 0.37
Building Construction Welders T TTTTTTTTTTTTT T 5.001 Ger T 0.45
Paving 7 Spavers | TTTTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5.001 1500 T 0.42
Paving SPaving Couipment T ""'z """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36
Paving 7 -'R?Jﬁér; """"""""""" e 5.001 Bor T 0.38
Archltectural é(-)e-lt-in-g -------------- :Air Compressors I 1 6.00? 78 I ----------- 0 48

Trips and VMT
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition . 6: 15.00! 0.00 458.00! 10.00: 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Site Preparation . 7:r 18.00: 0.00 0.00: 10.00E 6.90] 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Grading . 8:r 20.00: 0.00 0.00: 10.00E 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
---------------- : | T, T T I- B L I I I I'''''>
Building Construction * 9:r 801.00! 143.00 0.00: 10.00E 6.90] 20.00! LD_Mix :HDT_MIX {HHDT
---------------- : e (LT LT T - s LT T T L T LT T T Ty
Paving . 6:r 15.00! 0.00 0.00: 10.00E 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix {HHDT
________________ = 1 [l l 4+ [l 1 1 R
Architectural Coating = 1 160.00: 0.00: 0.00: 10.00* 6.90! 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix 'HHDT
3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust : ! ! ! ! 3.3074 : 0.0000 ! 3.3074 : 05008 ! 0.0000 : 0.5008 ! ' 0.0000 ! ! ' 0.0000
- R o : o o : I S : o : o
Off-Road = 31651 ! 31.4407 ' 21.5650 ! 0.0388 ! ' 15513 1 15513 !14411 v 14411 13,747.944 13,747,944+ 1.0549 1 ' 3,774.317
- ' : ' : : ' : ' : 9 9, : .4
Total 3.1651 31.4407 | 21.5650 0.0388 3.3074 1.5513 4.8588 0.5008 1.4411 1.9419 3,747.944 | 3,747.944 | 1.0549 3,774.317
9 9 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 01273 1+ 4.0952 + 09602 + 0.0119 + 0.2669 + 0.0126 * 02795 + 0.0732 & 0.0120 + 0.0852 1 1,292.241 1 1,292.241 v 0.0877 v 1,294.433
- : : : : : : : : : T3 3 : 7
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R Nt
Worker : 0.0313 ! 0.4282 : 1.1800e- ! 0.1141 ! 9.5000e- : 0.1151 ! 0.0303 : 8.8000e- ! 0.0311 ! 117.2799 ! 117.2799 : 3.5200e- ! ! 117.3678
' ' v 003, 004, ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.1760 4.1265 1.3884 0.0131 0.3810 0.0135 0.3946 0.1034 0.0129 0.1163 1,409.521 | 1,409.521 0.0912 1,411.801
2 2 5
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 3.3074 ! 0.0000 ! 3.3074 ! 0.5008 ! 0.0000 ! 0.5008 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -] ———————n : ro-mma--
Off-Road : 31.4407 ! 21.5650 : 0.0388 ! ! 1.5513 : 1.5513 ! : 1.4411 ! 1.4411 0.0000 + 3,747.944 ! 3,747.944 : 1.0549 ! ! 3,774.317
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] : 9 1] 9 1 1] 1] 4
Total 3.1651 31.4407 21.5650 0.0388 3.3074 1.5513 4.8588 0.5008 1.4411 1.9419 0.0000 3,747.944 | 3,747.944 1.0549 3,774.317
9 9 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.2 Demolition - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 01273 1+ 4.0952 + 09602 + 0.0119 + 0.2669 + 0.0126 * 02795 + 0.0732 & 0.0120 + 0.0852 1 1,292.241 1 1,292.241 v 0.0877 v 1,294.433
- : : : : : : : : : A R T : D
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R Nt
Worker : 0.0313 ! 0.4282 : 1.1800e- ! 0.1141 ! 9.5000e- : 0.1151 ! 0.0303 : 8.8000e- ! 0.0311 ! 117.2799 ! 117.2799 : 3.5200e- ! ! 117.3678
' ' v 003, 004, ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.1760 4.1265 1.3884 0.0131 0.3810 0.0135 0.3946 0.1034 0.0129 0.1163 1,409.521 | 1,409.521 0.0912 1,411.801
2 2 5
3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ro--ma--
Off-Road ! 40.4971 ! 21.1543 ! 0.0380 ! ! 2.0445 ! 2.0445 ! ! 1.8809 ! 1.8809 ! 3,685.656 ! 3,685.656 ! 1.1920 ! ! 3,715.457
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 9 1] 9 1 1] 3
Total 3.8882 40.4971 21.1543 0.0380 18.0663 2.0445 20.1107 9.9307 1.8809 11.8116 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 1.1920 3,715.457
9 9 3
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : L
Worker : 0.0375 ! 0.5139 : 1.4100e- ! 0.1369 ! 1.1400e- : 0.1381 ! 0.0363 : 1.0500e- ! 0.0374 ! 140.7359 ! 140.7359 : 4.2200e- ! ! 140.8414
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0584 0.0375 0.5139 1.4100e- 0.1369 1.1400e- 0.1381 0.0363 1.0500e- 0.0374 140.7359 | 140.7359 | 4.2200e- 140.8414
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : ro--ma--
Off-Road ! 40.4971 ! 21.1543 ! 0.0380 ! ! 2.0445 ! 2.0445 ! ! 1.8809 ! 1.8809 0.0000 ! 3,685.656 ! 3,685.656 ! 1.1920 ! ! 3,715.457
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 9 1] 9 1 1] 1] 3
Total 3.8882 40.4971 21.1543 0.0380 18.0663 2.0445 20.1107 9.9307 1.8809 11.8116 0.0000 3,685.656 | 3,685.656 1.1920 3,715.457
9 9 3
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.3 Site Preparation - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : L
Worker : 0.0375 ! 0.5139 : 1.4100e- ! 0.1369 ! 1.1400e- : 0.1381 ! 0.0363 : 1.0500e- ! 0.0374 ! 140.7359 ! 140.7359 : 4.2200e- ! ! 140.8414
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0584 0.0375 0.5139 1.4100e- 0.1369 1.1400e- 0.1381 0.0363 1.0500e- 0.0374 140.7359 | 140.7359 | 4.2200e- 140.8414
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : r -
Off-Road ! 46.3998 ! 30.8785 ! 0.0620 ! ! 1.9853 ! 1.9853 ! ! 1.8265 ! 1.8265 ! 6,007.043 ! 6,007.043 ! 1.9428 ! ! 6,055.613
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 4 1] 4 1 1] 1] 4
Total 4.1912 46.3998 30.8785 0.0620 8.6733 1.9853 10.6587 3.5965 1.8265 5.4230 6,007.043 | 6,007.043 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2021
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Lt
Worker : 0.0417 ! 0.5710 : 1.5700e- ! 0.1521 ! 1.2700e- : 0.1534 ! 0.0404 : 1.1700e- ! 0.0415 ! 156.3732 ! 156.3732 : 4.6900e- ! ! 156.4904
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0649 0.0417 0.5710 1.5700e- 0.1521 1.2700e- 0.1534 0.0404 1.1700e- 0.0415 156.3732 | 156.3732 | 4.6900e- 156.4904
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) ———————n : r -
Off-Road ! 46.3998 ! 30.8785 ! 0.0620 ! ! 1.9853 ! 1.9853 ! ! 1.8265 ! 1.8265 0.0000 ! 6,007.043 ! 6,007.043 ! 1.9428 ! ! 6,055.613
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 4 1] 4 1 1] 1] 4
Total 4.1912 46.3998 30.8785 0.0620 8.6733 1.9853 10.6587 3.5965 1.8265 5.4230 0.0000 6,007.043 | 6,007.043 1.9428 6,055.613
4 4 4
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2021
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Lt
Worker : 0.0417 ! 0.5710 : 1.5700e- ! 0.1521 ! 1.2700e- : 0.1534 ! 0.0404 : 1.1700e- ! 0.0415 ! 156.3732 ! 156.3732 : 4.6900e- ! ! 156.4904
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0649 0.0417 0.5710 1.5700e- 0.1521 1.2700e- 0.1534 0.0404 1.1700e- 0.0415 156.3732 | 156.3732 | 4.6900e- 156.4904
003 003 003 003
3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : ro-mma--
Off-Road : 38.8435 ! 29.0415 : 0.0621 ! ! 1.6349 : 1.6349 ! : 1.5041 ! 1.5041 ! 6,011.410 ! 6,011.410 : 1.9442 ! ! 6,060.015
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 5 1] 5 1 1] 1] 8
Total 3.6248 38.8435 29.0415 0.0621 8.6733 1.6349 10.3082 3.5965 1.5041 5.1006 6,011.410 | 6,011.410 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : It
Worker : 0.0376 ! 0.5263 : 1.5100e- ! 0.1521 ! 1.2300e- : 0.1534 ! 0.0404 : 1.1300e- ! 0.0415 ! 150.8754 ! 150.8754 : 4.2400e- ! ! 150.9813
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0607 0.0376 0.5263 1.5100e- 0.1521 1.2300e- 0.1534 0.0404 1.1300e- 0.0415 150.8754 | 150.8754 | 4.2400e- 150.9813
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust E: ! ! ! ! 8.6733 ! 0.0000 ! 8.6733 ! 3.5965 ! 0.0000 ! 3.5965 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) ———————n : ro-mma--
Off-Road ! 38.8435 ! 29.0415 ! 0.0621 ! ! 1.6349 ! 1.6349 ! ! 1.5041 ! 1.5041 0.0000 ! 6,011.410 ! 6,011.410 ! 1.9442 ! ! 6,060.015
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 5 1] 5 1 1] 1] 8
Total 3.6248 38.8435 29.0415 0.0621 8.6733 1.6349 10.3082 3.5965 1.5041 5.1006 0.0000 6,011.410 | 6,011.410 1.9442 6,060.015
5 5 8
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

3.4 Grading - 2022
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : It
Worker : 0.0376 ! 0.5263 : 1.5100e- ! 0.1521 ! 1.2300e- : 0.1534 ! 0.0404 : 1.1300e- ! 0.0415 ! 150.8754 ! 150.8754 : 4.2400e- ! ! 150.9813
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0607 0.0376 0.5263 1.5100e- 0.1521 1.2300e- 0.1534 0.0404 1.1300e- 0.0415 150.8754 | 150.8754 | 4.2400e- 150.9813
003 003 003 003
3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 1.7062 ! 15.6156 ! 16.3634 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 ! 0.8090 ! ! 0.7612 ! 0.7612 ! 2,554.333 ! 2,554.333 ! 0.6120 ! : 2,569.632
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 6 1] 6 1 1] 1] 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2

2-317



CalEEMod Version: CalEEM0d.2016.3.2

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

Page 18 of 35

Date: 1/12/2021 2:29 PM

Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ro---aa
Vendor - 0.4079 : 13.2032 ! 3.4341 : 0.0364 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0248 : 0.9404 ! 0.2636 : 0.0237 ! 0.2873 ! 3,896.548 ! 3,896.548 : 0.2236 ! ! 3,902.138
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] 4
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : I
Worker : 1.5074 ! 21.0801 : 0.0607 ! 6.0932 ! 0.0493 : 6.1425 ! 1.6163 : 0.0454 ! 1.6617 ! 6,042.558 ! 6,042.558 : 0.1697 ! ! 6,046.800
1 L} 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} 5 [} 5 1 [} L] O
Total 2.8378 14.7106 24.5142 0.0971 7.0087 0.0741 7.0828 1.8799 0.0691 1.9490 9,939.106 | 9,939.106 0.3933 9,948.938
7 7 4
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.7062 ! 15.6156 ! 16.3634 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.8090 ' 0.8090 ! ! 0.7612 ! 0.7612 0.0000 ! 2,554.333 ! 2,554.333 ! 0.6120 ! : 2,569.632
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 6 1] 6 1 1] 1] 2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 0.0000 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ro---aa
Vendor - 0.4079 : 13.2032 ! 3.4341 : 0.0364 ! 0.9155 ! 0.0248 : 0.9404 ! 0.2636 : 0.0237 ! 0.2873 ! 3,896.548 ! 3,896.548 : 0.2236 ! ! 3,902.138
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] 4
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : I
Worker : 1.5074 ! 21.0801 : 0.0607 ! 6.0932 ! 0.0493 : 6.1425 ! 1.6163 : 0.0454 ! 1.6617 ! 6,042.558 ! 6,042.558 : 0.1697 ! ! 6,046.800
1 L} 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} 5 [} 5 1 [} L] O
Total 2.8378 14.7106 24.5142 0.0971 7.0087 0.0741 7.0828 1.8799 0.0691 1.9490 9,939.106 | 9,939.106 0.3933 9,948.938
7 7 4
3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 1.5728 ! 14.3849 ! 16.2440 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.6997 ' 0.6997 ! ! 0.6584 ! 0.6584 ! 2,555.209 ! 2,555.209 ! 0.6079 ! : 2,570.406
- 1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} [} 9 [} 9 1 [} L} l
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L 1] 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rom--aan
Vendor - 0.3027 : 10.0181 ! 3.1014 : 0.0352 ! 0.9156 ! 0.0116 : 0.9271 ! 0.2636 : 0.0111 ! 0.2747 ! 3,773.876 ! 3,773.876 : 0.1982 ! ! 3,778.830
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] O
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ra--aaa-
Worker : 1.3628 ! 19.4002 : 0.0584 ! 6.0932 ! 0.0479 : 6.1411 ! 1.6163 : 0.0441 ! 1.6604 ! 5,821.402 ! 5,821.402 : 0.1529 ! ! 5,825.225
1 L} 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} 8 [} 8 1 [} L] 4
Total 2.5807 11.3809 22.5017 0.0936 7.0088 0.0595 7.0682 1.8799 0.0552 1.9350 9,595.279 | 9,5695.279 0.3511 9,604.055
0 0 4
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.5728 ! 14.3849 ! 16.2440 ! 0.0269 ! ! 0.6997 ' 0.6997 ! ! 0.6584 ! 0.6584 0.0000 ! 2,555.209 ! 2,555.209 ! 0.6079 ! : 2,570.406
- 1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} [} 9 [} 9 1 [} L} l
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
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Village South Specific Plan (Proposed) - Los Angeles-South Coast County, Summer

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- n———————n ———————— : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rom--aan
Vendor - 0.3027 : 10.0181 ! 3.1014 : 0.0352 ! 0.9156 ! 0.0116 : 0.9271 ! 0.2636 : 0.0111 ! 0.2747 ! 3,773.876 ! 3,773.876 : 0.1982 ! ! 3,778.830
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] O
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ra--aaa-
Worker : 1.3628 ! 19.4002 : 0.0584 ! 6.0932 ! 0.0479 : 6.1411 ! 1.6163 : 0.0441 ! 1.6604 ! 5,821.402 ! 5,821.402 : 0.1529 ! ! 5,825.225
1 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} 8 [} 8 1 [} L] 4
Total 2.5807 11.3809 22.5017 0.0936 7.0088 0.0595 7.0682 1.8799 0.0552 1.9350 9,595.279 | 9,5695.279 0.3511 9,604.055
0 0 4
3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.0327 ! 10.1917 ! 14.5842 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.5102 ! 0.5102 ! ! 0.4694 ! 0.4694 ! 2,207.584 ! 2,207.584 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.433
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] l 1] l 1 1] 1] 6
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! v 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 1.0327 10.1917 14.5842 0.0228 0.5102 0.5102 0.4694 0.4694 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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3.6 Paving - 2023
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Al
Worker ! 0.0255 ! 0.3633 ! 1.0900e- ! 0.1141 ! 9.0000e- ! 0.1150 ! 0.0303 ! 8.3000e- ! 0.0311 ! 109.0150 ! 109.0150 ! 2.8600e- ! ! 109.0866
' ' v 003, 004, ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0427 0.0255 0.3633 1.0900e- 0.1141 9.0000e- 0.1150 0.0303 8.3000e- 0.0311 109.0150 | 109.0150 | 2.8600e- 109.0866
003 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road E: 1.0327 ! 10.1917 ! 14.5842 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.5102 ! 0.5102 ! ! 0.4694 ! 0.4694 0.0000 ! 2,207.584 ! 2,207.584 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.433
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] l 1] l 1 1] 1] 6
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 1.0327 10.1917 14.5842 0.0228 0.5102 0.5102 0.4694 0.4694 0.0000 2,207.584 | 2,207.584 0.7140 2,225.433
1 1 6
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3.6 Paving - 2023
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : R
Vendor : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Al
Worker : 0.0255 ! 0.3633 : 1.0900e- ! 0.1141 ! 9.0000e- : 0.1150 ! 0.0303 : 8.3000e- ! 0.0311 ! 109.0150 ! 109.0150 : 2.8600e- ! ! 109.0866
' ' v 003, 004, ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0427 0.0255 0.3633 1.0900e- 0.1141 9.0000e- 0.1150 0.0303 8.3000e- 0.0311 109.0150 | 109.0150 | 2.8600e- 109.0866
003 004 004 003
3.6 Paving - 2024
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx [ele) S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 0.9882 ! 9.5246 ! 14.6258 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.4685 ! 0.4685 ! ! 0.4310 ! 0.4310 ! 2,207.547 ! 2,207.547 ! 0.7140 ! : 2,225.396
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 2 1] 2 1 1] 1] 3
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Paving ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 