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1.0 INTRODUCTION

 
This report presents an assessment of potential air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) impacts 
associated with the proposed development of a 12.47-acre vacant parcel located off Calico 
Boulevard in the community of Yermo within the County of San Bernardino (the “Project”). The 
proposed project requests a zone change From Rural Living to Highway Commercial to allow for 
the installation of superchargers and associated AC and DC equipment and the development 
of future retail with associated parking. The project site is located at Calico Road and Calico 
Boulevard off I-15. There is existing Highway Commercial use to the west, residential uses to the 
south, and vacant land to the north and east.  

 
AREA 
DISTURBED

CONSTRUCTION SUMMARY
NUMBER OF NEW 
CHARGING 
STALLS 

TOTAL NEW 
BUILDING AREA 

11.65 Acres Installation of electric car charging stations, 
street improvements, and retail spaces

479 40,670 Square Feet

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

 

 
2.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS 

 
2.1 CURRENT DEVELOPMENT 

The subject property is currently undeveloped land. The project parcel is currently zoned Rural 
Living (RL) and abuts properties zoned Highway Commercial (CH) to the west and Low Density 
Residential (LDR) to the south. The proposed project would have a positive economic impact to 
the growth and development of the unincorporated areas of San Bernardino County, which 
meets Goal LU-6 of the San Bernardino General Plan. In addition, the proposed project would 
create new jobs, reduce reliance on combustion vehicles, and reduce overall greenhouse gas 
emissions, while providing a regional electric vehicle charging hub to the local community and 
passerby transients. Overall, this project will meet the State of California and County of San 
Bernardino’s Climate Action Plan goals and policies.  
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Figure 1: Project Site Aerial

Figure 2: Viewing the Property from the northwest oriented to the southeast
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2.2 REGULATORY SETTING

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

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

 

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

 
Areas that do not meet the NAAQS or the CAAQS for a particular pollutant are considered to be 
“Nonattainment Areas” for that pollutant. In September 1997, the EPA promulgated 8-hour O3 
and 24-hour and annual PM2.5 national standards. As a result, this action has initiated a new 
planning process to monitor and evaluate emission control measures for these pollutants. 

 
Under CEQA, the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (MDAQMD) (the “District”) is an 
expert commenting agency on air quality and related matters within its jurisdiction or impacting 
on its jurisdiction. Under the Federal Clean Air Act the District has adopted federal attainment 
plans for ozone and PM10. The District has dedicated assets to reviewing projects to ensure that 
they will not: (1) cause or contribute to any new violation of any air quality standard; (2) increase 
the frequency or severity of any existing violation of any air quality standard; or (3) delay timely 
attainment of any air quality standard or any required interim emission reductions or other 
milestones of any federal attainment plan. These Guidelines are intended to assist persons 
preparing environmental analysis or review documents for any project within the jurisdiction of 
the District by providing background information and guidance on the preferred analysis 
approach. 

 
The California ARB is the state regulatory agency with authority to enforce regulations to both 
achieve and maintain the NAAQS and CAAQS. The ARB is responsible for the development, 
adoption, and enforcement of the state’s motor vehicle emissions program, as well as the 
adoption of the CAAQS. The ARB also reviews operations and programs of the local air districts 
and requires each air district with jurisdiction over a nonattainment area to develop its own 
strategy for achieving the NAAQS and CAAQS. 
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The local air district has the primary responsibility for the development and implementation of 
rules and regulations designed to attain the NAAQS and CAAQS, as well as the permitting of 
new or modified sources, development of air quality management plans, and adoption and 
enforcement of air pollution regulations. The Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District 
(MDAQMD) is the local agency responsible for the administration and enforcement of air quality 
regulations for the Mojave Desert Air Basin (MDAB). 

 
The MDAQMD and the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) are responsible 
for developing and implementing the clean air plan for attainment and maintenance of the 
ambient air quality standards in the MDAB. Air Quality Standards were adopted in 1982, and 
most recently updated in 2024. The most recently adopted air quality plan in the MDAB is the Air 
Quality Management Plan (AQMP), which was adopted by the Board in 2024. 
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Table 1 presents a summary of the ambient air quality standards adopted by the federal and 
California Clean Air Acts. 

Table 1: Ambient Air Quality Standards

POLLUTANT AVERAGE TIME
CALIFORNIA STANDARDS

CONCENTRATION

CALIFORNIA STANDARDS

METHODS

NATIONAL

STANDARDS

PRIMARY

NATIONAL

STANDARDS

SECONDARY

NATIONAL STANDARDS

METHOD

Ozone (O3) 
1 hour 

0.09 ppm
(180 µg/m3) Ultraviolet 

Photometry 

  
Ultraviolet 

Photometry 
8 hour 

0.070 ppm 
(137 µg/m3)

0.075 ppm 
(147 µg/m3) 

0.075 ppm 
(147 µg/m3) 

Carbon 
Monoxide (CO) 

1 Hour 20 ppm (23 mg/m3)
Non-Dispersive 
Infrared 
Photometry (NDIR) 

35 ppm (40 
µg/m3) 

— Non-Dispersive
Infrared 
Spectroscopy (NDIR)

8 Hour 9.0 ppm (10
mg/m3)

9 ppm (10
µg/m3) 

—

Nitrogen Dioxide 
(NO2) 

Annual
0.030 ppm 
(56 µg/m3)

Gas Phase 
Chemiluminescence 

0.053 ppm 
(100 µg/m3)

 Gas Phase
Chemiluminescence

1 hour 
0.18 ppm

(338 µg/m3)
0.100 ppm 

(188 µg/m3)
  

Sulfur Dioxide 
(SO2) 

24 hours 
0.04 ppm

(105 µg/m3)
Ultraviolet 

Fluorescence 

  
 
 

Pararosaniline 3 hours -- 
0.5 ppm (1300

µg/m3) 

1 hour 
0.25 ppm

(655 µg/m3)
0.075 ppm 

(196 µg/m3)
 

Respirable 
Particulate 
Matter (PM10) 

24 hours 50 µg/m3

Gravimetric or Beta 
Attenuation 

150 µg/m3 150 µg/m3  
Inertial Separation
and Gravimetric 
Analysis 

Annual
Arithmetic 
Mean 

20 µg/m3 
 

Fine Particulate 
Matter (PM2.5) 

Annual
Arithmetic 
Mean 

12 µg/m3 Gravimetric or Beta 
Attenuation 

12.0 µg/m3 
 

15 µg/m3 
Inertial Separation 
and Gravimetric 
Analysis 

24 hours 35 µg/m3  

Sulfates 24 hours 25 µg/m3
Ion 
Chromatography

No National Standards

Lead 

30-day 
Average

1.5 µg/m3 

Atomic Absorption 

  
 
 

Atomic Absorption
Calendar 
Quarter 

1.5 µg/m3 1.5 µg/m3 

3-Month 
Rolling

0.15 µg/m3 0.15 µg/m3 

Hydrogen Sulfide 1 hour 
0.03 ppm

(42 µg/m3) 
Ultraviolet

Fluorescence 
No National Standards 

Vinyl Chloride 24 hours 
0.010 ppm 
(26 µg/m3) 

Gas
Chromatography

No National Standards 
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3.0 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

 
As defined by the MDAQMD, any project is significant if it triggers or exceeds the most 
appropriate evaluation criteria. The District will clarify upon request which threshold is most 
appropriate for a given project; in general, the emissions comparison (criteria number 1) is 
sufficient: 1. Generates total emissions (direct and indirect) in excess of the thresholds given in 
Table 4; 2. Generates a violation of any ambient air quality standard when added to the local 
background; 3. Does not conform with the applicable attainment or maintenance plan(s) 1; 4. 
Exposes sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations, including those resulting in a 
cancer risk greater than or equal to 10 in a million and/or a Hazard Index (HI) (non-cancerous) 
greater than or equal to 1. A significant project must incorporate mitigation sufficiently to reduce 
its impact to a level that is not significant or less than significant. A project that cannot be 
mitigated to a level that is less than significant must incorporate all feasible mitigation. Note that 
the emission thresholds are given as a daily value and an annual value, so that multi-phased 
project (such as project with a construction phase and a separate operational phase) with 
phases shorter than one year can be compared to the daily value. 

 
The project-level numerical thresholds are summarized in Table 2. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Air Quality Study for 0537-161-19

November 11, 2024

 

8 
 

Table 2: MDAQMD Significant Thresholds 
 

POLLUTANT DAILY THRESHOLD ANNUAL THRESHOLD

NOx 137 lbs./day 25 tons/year 
ROG (VOC) 137 lbs./day 25 tons/year 
PM10 82 lbs./day 15 tons/year 
PM2.5 65 lbs./day 12 tons/year
SOx 137 lbs./day 25 tons/year
CO 548 lbs./day 100 tons/year
Lead 3 lbs./day 0.6 tons/year 
C02e 548,000 lbs./day 100,000 tons/year
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4.0 IMPACTS

 
The proposed electrical charging stations and retail spaces may cause temporary air quality 
impacts from construction, and minimal impacts during operations. Temporary construction 
impacts include emissions associated with site grading/preparation, construction, paving and 
utilities installation. Operational impacts will cause less than significant impacts due to offsets 
created from the solar canopies as well as the electric vehicle charging stations. The site will 
predominantly be utilized by electric vehicles to charge as they travel through the I-15. 
 

4.1 CONSTRUCTION

Emissions of pollutants such as fugitive dust that are generated during construction are generally 
highest near the construction site. Emissions from the construction phase of the Project were 
estimated through the use of the CalEEMod Model (ENVIRON 2020.4.0). It was assumed that 
heavy construction equipment would be operating at the site for eight hours per day, five days 
per week during project construction. In addition, it was assumed that, in accordance with the 
requirements of the MDAQMD Rule 403, fugitive dust controls would be utilized during 
construction, including watering of active sites two times daily. 

 
Table 3 provides a summary of the emission estimates for construction of all proposed site 
improvements. These projected emissions assume standard measures are implemented to 
reduce emissions, as calculated with the CalEEMod Model, and are compared to the regional 
thresholds. Refer to Appendix A for detailed model output files. 

 
Table 3 includes projected emissions for all steps of construction, averaged over the Project’s 
projected construction duration. These steps include Site Preparation and Building Construction 
(Including Installation of Electrical Vehicle Charging Stations). Note that projected emissions for 
all pollutants during construction are below the MDAQMD’s Air Quality Significance Thresholds. 

During Construction diesel-fired equipment will be operated and will result in the release of diesel 
particulate matter which is a listed carcinogen and toxic air contaminant in the State of 
California. Project construction would not result in emission of any odor compounds that would 
cause a nuisance or significant impact to nearby receptors. The impacts associated with project 
construction are therefore not considered significant with regard to odors. 
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Table 3: 
Estimated Annual Construction Emissions (Annual, Unmitigated) tons/year 

EMISSION SOURCE ROG NOX CO SOX PM10 PM2.5 C02e 

Regional Significance Criteria 25 25 100 137 15 12 100,000
Project Construction Emissions 0.52 3.165 3.795 <0.005 0.405 0.235 708.22
Significant? No No No No No No No 

 
Figure 3: Site Plan 
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4.2 OPERATION 

The project would operate twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week. The proposed project 
will include 461 standard electric vehicle (EV) charging stalls, 1 proposed accessible van EV 
charging stall, 8 proposed accessible standard EV charging stalls, 9 proposed accessible 
ambulatory EV charging stalls, for a total of approximately 479 proposed EV charging stalls. The 
project will maintain 28-foot drive aisle widths and 30 feet drive aisles for proper circulation. 
There will be no employees for the supercharger use or maintenance, however a number of 
employees will be hired for the future adjoining retail use. The goals and objectives of the 
proposed project are to provide clean, renewable, electric charging capability to EV vehicles 
along the heavily traveled I-15 corridor. The proposed project’s goal is to accelerate the advent 
of clean transport and clean energy production. At the same time, creating a destination for 
retail, rest stop, and walkable outdoor lifestyle center in the Yermo community.  

The project will generate approximately 761 trips per day according to David Evan and 
Associates (DEA) Traffic Study. However, as the site is primarily a electrical vehicle Charging 
Station, the majority of these stops will be from electric vehicles. As such the CalEEmod would 
not accurately portray CO levels produced from the project. Thus, the CalEEmod results were 
ran on a bases of 300 trips per day to accommodate the electric vehicles. 
 
Land uses associated with odor complaints include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment 
plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting activities, refineries, landfills, dairies, 
and fiberglass molding operations. As these land uses are not proposed for this project, odor 
impacts would not less than significant. 

 

4.3 PROJECT’S CONTRIBUTION TO CRITERIA POLLUTANTS 

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

 
The Air Basin has been designated by EPA for the national standards as a non-attainment area 
for O3, PM10, and partial non-attainment for lead. In addition, PM2.5 has been designated by 
the State as non-attainment. It should be noted that VOC and NOx are O3 precursors, as such 
they have been considered as non-attainment pollutants. According to the California Air 
Resources Board, the total emissions in the Mojave Desert Air Basin in 2020 were 19,053 tons of 
VOC, 67,014 tons of NOx, 40,588 tons of CO, 1,606 tons of SOx, 79,825.5 tons of PM10 and 9,307.5 
tons of PM2.5. These numbers were calculated by multiplying the recorded daily figures by 365 for 
comparison with the Project’s annual emissions. The Project contribution to each criteria pollutant 
in the Mojave Desert Air Basin is shown below. 
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Table 4: 
Project’s Contribution to Criteria Pollutants in the Mojave Desert Air Basin 

EMISSIONS SOURCE

ANNUAL EMISSIONS (TONS/YEAR) 

VOC NOX CO SOX3 PM10 PM2.5 

Construction Emissions1 0.52 3.165 3.795 <0.005 0.405 0.235

Operation Emissions1 617.50 486.50 3,480.0 8.0 730.0 189.0

Total Project Emissions1 618.02 489.67 3,483.8 8.005 730.41 189.24
Total Emissions in Air Basin2 19,053 67,014 40,588 1,606 79,825.5 9,307.5
Project’s Percent of Air 
Emissions 0.032% 0.007% 0.086% 0.005% 0.009% 0.02% 

Notes: 
1. From the Project’s total emissions estimated in CalEEMod. 
2. Source: California Air Resources Board, 2023. Tons per year, 2020.  
3. SO2 results from CalEEMod are reflected under SOx.  

 

5.0 GREENHOUSE GAS EVALUATION 

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

Would the project: 
 

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

 
- Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing 

the emissions of greenhouse gases? 
 

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

 
- Use a model or methodology to quantify greenhouse gas emissions resulting from a project, 

and which model or methodology to use. The lead agency has discretion to select the 
model or methodology it considers most appropriate provided it supports its decision with 
substantial evidence. The lead agency should explain the limitations of the particular model 
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or methodology selected for use; and/or 
 

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

Section 15064.4 also advises a lead agency to consider the following factors, among others, 
when assessing the significance of impacts from greenhouse gas emissions on the environment: 

 
1. The extent to which the project may increase or reduce greenhouse gas emissions as 

compared to the existing environmental setting; 
 

2. Whether the project emissions exceed a threshold of significance that the lead agency 
determines applies to the project; and 

3. The extent to which the project complies with regulations or requirements adopted to 
implement a statewide, regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

 
The proposed project will have a negligible release of greenhouse gases due to its 479 electric 
vehicle charging stations. In the long run, the Project will reduce on-road emissions, by increasing 
access to electric vehicle (EV) charging offsetting emissions related to the Project’s construction 
and operation.  

Based on the results of the CalEEMod Model, the project would generate 15,291 metric tons of 
CO2e emissions annually from operations beneath the regional significance threshold of 100,000 
tons. Therefore, the impacts are less than significant. 

 
6.0 CONCLUSIONS 

 
The Air Quality and GHG Analysis for the proposed project in San Bernardino County, California 
evaluated emissions associated with both the construction and operation. Emissions associated 
with construction and operation were compared with significance thresholds developed by the 
MDAQMD, which provide a conservative means of evaluating whether project emissions would 
cause a significant impact on the ambient air quality or whether further evaluation is warranted. 
Emissions associated with construction and operation of the project are below the significance 
thresholds for all criteria pollutants as well as cumulative GHG emissions. Thus, the emissions 
associated with construction and operation of the project would not result in a significant 
impact under the California Environmental Quality Act. 
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7.0 CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

AIR QUALITY

Issues

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact

No 
Impact

AIR QUALITY: Would the Project:

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

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

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations?

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

The project falls under the jurisdiction of the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District 
(MDAQMD) and is located in the Mojave Desert Air Basin (MDAB). The Air Quality Management 
Plan (AQMP) aims to obtain attainment status for key monitored air pollution standards, based 
on current and future air pollution emissions resulting from employment and residential growth 
projections. To develop the AQMP, various agencies’ General Plans and other projections for 
population and employment growth are taken into consideration. During project construction, 
emissions with regional effects are calculated using the California Emissions Estimator Model 
(CalEEMod); Version 2022.1.1.28 and would not exceed criteria pollutant thresholds established 
by the MDAQMD.

The project is expected to have a minimal impact on the air quality of the area and would 
produce relatively few emissions during construction (an eighteen month period) and negligible 
emissions during operation. In addition, the development of electrical vehicle charging stations is 
expected to produce cumulative and regional environmental benefits. Therefore, impacts are 
considered less than significant. Table 5 below presents the regional air quality significance 
thresholds.
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Table 5 

Project’s Contribution to Criteria Pollutants in the Mojave Desert Air Basin 

EMISSIONS SOURCE

ANNUAL EMISSIONS (TONS/YEAR)

VOC NOX CO SOX3 PM10 PM2.5

Construction Emissions1 0.52 3.165 3.795 <0.005 0.405 0.235

Operation Emissions1 12.3 9.73 69.6 0.16 14.6 3.78

Total Project Emissions1 12.82 12.895 73.395 0.165 15.005 4.015
Total Emissions in Air Basin2 19,053 67,014 40,588 1,606 79,825.5 9,307.5 
Project’s Percent of Air 
Emissions 0.0007% 0.0002% 0.0018% <0.0001% 0.0002% 0.0004% 

Notes: 
2. From the Project’s total emissions estimated in CalEEMod. 
2. Source: California Air Resources Board, 2023. Tons per year, 2020.  
3. SO2 results from CalEEMod are reflected under SOx.  

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

 
Less Than Significant Impact. As shown in Table 5 emissions from construction of the project 
would be below MDAQMD air quality significance thresholds for all pollutants. Based on this, the 
project would not be expected to conflict with or obstruct implementation of the AQMP. There 
would be no expected conflict or obstruction of any air quality plans. Most of the polluting 
emissions would be produced during the temporary construction period. These emissions would 
be in the form of exhaust and dust. The amount of exhaust associated with the project would be 
negligible compared to the yearly exhaust levels of San Bernardino County. 

 
The project is located within the MDAQMD which is non-attainment for ozone and PM10. The 
MDAQMD has adopted federal attainment plans (1995 for PM10 and 2004 for ozone) for these 
two pollutants. The project is expected to generate minor particulate and ozone precursors 
during the approximately eighteen month construction period. However, these would be less 
than or roughly equal to pollutants generated by other land uses for this property such as 
farming (farrowing, plowing, etc.). Best Management Practices for the project shall include use 
of water trucks to reduce particulate emissions during construction. In addition, a Dust Control 
Plan shall be developed and submitted to the County and MDAQMD for review and approval 
prior to issuance of a grading permit and/or land disturbance. 

 
b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 

project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact. Emissions from operations of the project would be below the levels 
produced during construction and in effect, the air quality significance thresholds for all 
pollutants. Specifically, the project would not exceed MDAQMD significance thresholds for 
ozone precursors pollutants, VOC and NOx, as well as PM10 and PM2.5 for which the Mojave 
Desert Air Basin (MDAB) is in non-attainment. Since the project’s emissions are below the 
MDAQMD’s project-specific thresholds, the project emissions would not be cumulatively 
considerable, and impacts would be less than significant. 
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c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors are defined as populations that are more 
susceptible to the effects of pollution than the population at large. The MDAQMD identifies the 
following as sensitive receptors: residences, schools, daycare centers, playgrounds, and medical 
facilities. The project is bordered by a few residential homes to the south. All pollutant levels for 
the project are below the significance thresholds as defined by MDAQMD and CalEEMod. The 
only potential impacts to the surrounding sensitive receptors would be dust pollutants during the 
construction phase. A Dust Control Plan shall be developed and submitted to the County and 
MDAQMD for review and approval prior to issuance of a grading permit and/or land 
disturbance to reduce any potential impacts to less than significant. Overall, the project would 
not expose any sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations and a less than 
significant impact would occur. 

 
d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial 

number of people? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact. During construction, diesel equipment operating at the site may 
generate some nuisance odors; however, due to the distance of sensitive receptors to the 
project site and the temporary nature of construction, odors associated with project
construction would not be significant. 

 
Land uses associated with odor complaints include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment 
plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting activities, refineries, landfills, dairies, 
and fiberglass molding operations. These land uses are not proposed for this project. Overall, 
odor impacts would be less than significant. 
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