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cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to consistency 
with the AQMP. 

Criteria Air Pollutant Emissions 
According to MBARD, a project’s cumulative air quality impacts should be evaluated for ozone, CO, 
and PM10 (MBARD 2008). The geographic scope for cumulative criteria air pollutant emission 
impacts is the NCCAB, which is comprised of Monterey, Santa Cruz, and San Benito Counties. This 
geographic scope is appropriate for criteria air pollutants because air quality is affected by the 
climatic conditions, regional topography, and atmospheric conditions of a region. Development that 
is considered part of the cumulative analysis includes buildout of local City General Plans; County 
General Plans for the counties of Monterey, Santa Cruz, and San Benito; and other development 
projects proposed within the jurisdiction of MBARD. 

Ozone 
Because the area under the jurisdiction of MBARD is designated a nonattainment-transitional area 
for the State ozone standards, there is a significant cumulative air quality impact related to ozone. 
According to MBARD, if the Proposed Project would be inconsistent with the AQMP, the Proposed 
Project would have a cumulatively considerable contribution to this significant cumulative air quality 
impact related to ozone (MBARD 2008). As discussed under Impact AQ-1, the Proposed Project 
would be consistent with MBARD’s AQMP. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not have a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to the significant cumulative air quality impact related to 
ozone. 

PM10 
Because the area under the jurisdiction of MBARD is designated a nonattainment area for the state 
PM10 standard, there is a significant cumulative air quality impact related to PM10. According to 
MBARD, if the ambient PM10 levels exceed the CAAQS in the Plan Area and the Proposed Project 
would emit more than 82 pounds of PM10 per day, the Proposed Project would have a cumulatively 
considerable contribution to this significant cumulative PM10 impact (MBARD 2008). As shown in 
Table 4.2-2, ambient air quality in the Plan Area exceeded the CAAQS for PM10 in 2015 and 2017. 
However, as show in Table 4.2-6 under Impact AQ-3, operation of the Proposed Project would not 
generate more than 82 pounds of PM10 emissions per day. Therefore, the Proposed Project would 
not have a cumulatively considerable contribution to the significant cumulative air quality impact 
related to PM10. 

Carbon Monoxide 
According to MBARD, the Proposed Project would have a cumulatively considerable contribution to 
a significant cumulative CO impact if traffic under cumulative plus project conditions caused CO 
concentrations to exceed the NAAQS for CO of 35.0 ppm or the CAAQS for CO of 20.0 ppm 
(MBARD). As discussed under Methodology, localized CO concentrations are the result of the 
volume of cars along a road and the level of emissions generated by vehicles, rather than the flow of 
traffic, and vehicle CO emissions have declined over time due to stringent State standards for 
vehicle emissions. In addition, vehicle CO emissions would continue to decline as more stringent 
standards are put in place. As discussed under Impact AQ-4, MBARD provides screening thresholds 
for CO hotspot impacts but does not have a standard for assessing whether a project’s CO hotspot 
impacts would be significant. Therefore, the CO threshold from BAAQMD, which is the air district 
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immediately adjacent to MBARD to the north, is utilized in this analysis. The NCCAB and the San 
Francisco Bay Area Air Basin (the jurisdiction of the BAAQMD) are both in attainment for the CAAQS 
and NAAQS for carbon dioxide and have not reported exceedances of the CO standard at local 
monitoring stations for the last two decades (CARB 2018; BAAQMD 2017). Therefore, given the 
similar ambient air quality conditions for CO in both air basins, it is appropriate to use the BAAQMD 
threshold in this analysis. BAAQMD has determined that a volume of 44,000 vehicles per hour is the 
level above which traffic volumes may contribute to a violation of CO standards (BAAQMD 2017). 
Under cumulative conditions, all of the studied road and freeway segments would have hourly 
traffic volumes below 44,000 vehicles. Furthermore, under Cumulative plus Project conditions, all of 
the studied road and freeway segments would have hourly traffic volumes below 44,000 vehicles 
(see Appendix K for roadway volumes). Therefore, there would be no significant cumulative impact 
related to CO hotspots at congested intersections, and the Proposed Project would not have a 
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact associated with carbon 
monoxide. 

Toxic Air Contaminants 
The geographic scope for related projects considered in the cumulative impact analysis for TAC 
emissions is the MBARD region. This geographic scope is appropriate for toxic air contaminants 
because air quality is affected by the climatic conditions, regional topography, and atmospheric 
conditions of a region. Development that is considered part of the cumulative analysis includes 
buildout of local City General Plans; County General Plans for the counties of Monterey, Santa Cruz, 
and San Benito; and other development projects proposed within the jurisdiction of MBARD. 

As discussed under Impact AQ-5, future owners/operators of stationary equipment within the 
MBARD region are required to obtain an Authority to Construct and/or Permit to Operate from 
MBARD per Rule 1000 and conduct a risk assessment of associated TAC emissions. 
Owners/operators would be required to demonstrate compliance that TAC emissions do not cause 
or contribute to an increase in mortality or an increase in serious illness or from posing a present or 
potential hazard to human health. These analyses are cumulative in nature because they must 
consider existing ambient air quality and nearby existing TAC emission sources; therefore, 
compliance with Rule 1000 would ensure that cumulative impacts related to TAC emissions from 
stationary sources would be less than significant. Other sources of TAC emissions within Monterey 
County, such as construction activities, delivery trucks, and household hazardous materials are 
localized in nature and are not considered to be sources that generate substantial TAC emissions by 
CARB and MBARD; therefore, TAC emissions from these sources from related projects would not 
combine to create a cumulative impact. Therefore, cumulative impact related to TAC emissions 
would be less than significant, and the Proposed Project would not have a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to a significant cumulative impact associated with toxic air contaminants. 

Odors 
Odors are primarily a localized impact; therefore, the geographic scope for related projects 
considered in the cumulative impact analysis for odors are those identified in Table 4-1 in Section 4, 
Environmental Impact Analysis. None of the related projects listed in Table 4-1 are odor-producing 
land uses identified by MBARD, which are listed under Impact AQ-6. Furthermore, all future projects 
would be subject to MBARD Rule 402 (Nuisances), which prohibits the discharge of air contaminants 
or other materials which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable 
number of persons or to the public; or which endanger the comfort, repose, health, or safety of any 
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such persons or the public; or which cause, or have a natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to 
business or property. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to odor would be less than significant. 
As described under Impact AQ-6, the project-level odor impacts would also be less than significant. 
As such, the Proposed Project would not have a cumulative considerable contribution to a 
significant cumulative impact associated with odors. 
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