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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Project Name Creekview Apartments North
Construction Start Date 5/1/2024

Operational Year 2025

Lead Agency City of Roseville

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 3.50

Precipitation (days) 7.80

Location 3440 Westbrook Blvd, Roseville, CA 95747, USA
County Placer-Sacramento

City Roseville

Air District Placer County APCD

Air Basin Sacramento Valley

TAZ 432

EDFzZ 4

Electric Utility Roseville Electric

Gas Utility Pacific Gas & Electric

App Version 2022.1.1.14

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Building Area (sq ft) [Landscape Area (sq |Special Landscape |Population Description
ft) Area (sq ft)
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Apartments Mid Rise 186 Dwelling Unit 2.50 178,560 10,115 — 485 —
Parking Lot 300 Space 2.70 0.00 0.00 — — —

1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

unmit. 441 7.95 36.0 33.9 0.05 1.60 19.8 214 1.47 10.1 11.6 — 5,495 5,495 0.22 0.17 8.64 5,516

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

unmit. 2.20 7.82 13.5 21.0 0.03 0.54 1.77 231 0.49 0.42 0.92 — 4,723 4,723 0.15 0.17 0.22 4,778

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily
(Max)

uUnmit. 1.05 2.80 6.99 9.76 0.01 0.29 154 1.84 0.27 0.61 0.88 — 2,033 2,033 0.06 0.06 1.30 2,055

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
(Max)

Unmit. 0.19 0.51 1.28 1.78 <0.005 0.05 0.28 0.34 0.05 0.11 0.16 — 337 337 0.01 0.01 0.22 340

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer

(Max)

2024 4.41 7.95 36.0 33.9 0.05 1.60 19.8 21.4 1.47 10.1 11.6 — 5,495 5,495 0.22 0.17 8.64 5,516
2025 2.15 7.79 12.4 22.8 0.03 0.47 1.77 2.24 0.43 0.42 0.85 — 4,890 4,890 0.13 0.17 7.94 4,951
Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

2024 2.20 7.82 13.5 21.0 0.03 0.54 1.77 2.31 0.49 0.42 0.92 — 4,723 4,723 0.15 0.17 0.22 4,778
2025 2.07 7.71 12.6 20.5 0.03 0.47 1.77 2.24 0.43 0.42 0.85 — 4,681 4,681 0.14 0.17 0.21 4,735
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

2024 1.05 2.80 6.99 9.76 0.01 0.29 1.54 1.84 0.27 0.61 0.88 — 2,033 2,033 0.06 0.06 1.30 2,055
2025 0.66 2.60 3.98 6.56 0.01 0.15 0.56 0.71 0.14 0.13 0.27 — 1,499 1,499 0.04 0.05 1.09 1,518
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
2024 0.19 0.51 1.28 1.78 <0.005 0.05 0.28 0.34 0.05 0.11 0.16 — 337 337 0.01 0.01 0.22 340
2025 0.12 0.47 0.73 1.20 <0.005 0.03 0.10 0.13 0.02 0.02 0.05 — 248 248 0.01 0.01 0.18 251

2.4. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

uUnmit. 6.22 10.0 4.75 49.0 0.09 0.13 6.78 6.91 0.13 1.72 1.85 85.8 10,467 10,552  9.09 0.40 32.4 10,931

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Unmit. 4.62 8.44 5.32 32.8 0.08 0.13 6.78 6.91 0.12 1.72 1.85 85.8 9,703 9,788 9.14 0.43 2.09 10,147
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Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily
(Max)

Unmit. 4.90 8.73 4.88 35.9 0.08 0.12 6.45 6.57 0.12 1.64 1.76 85.8 9,474 9,559 9.09 0.40 14.0 9,919

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _
(Max)

Unmit. 0.89 1.59 0.89 6.55 0.01 0.02 1.18 1.20 0.02 0.30 0.32 14.2 1,568 1,583 151 0.07 2.33 1,642

2.5. Operations Emissions by Sector, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —

Summer

(Max)

Mobile  5.15 4.81 4.00 38.2 0.08 0.07 6.78 6.85 0.07 1.72 1.79 — 8,584 8,584 0.32 0.36 31.1 8,730
Area 1.00 5.17 0.10 10.5 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 <0.005 — <0.005 0.00 28.2 28.2 <0.005 <0.0056 — 28.3
Energy 0.08 0.04 0.65 0.28 <0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 1,834 1,834 0.16 0.01 — 1,841
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 11.7 20.8 325 1.20 0.03 — 71.1
Waste — — — — — — — — — — — 74.1 0.00 74.1 7.40 0.00 — 259
Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 1.28 1.28
Total 6.22 10.0 4.75 49.0 0.09 0.13 6.78 6.91 0.13 1.72 1.85 85.8 10,467 10,552  9.09 0.40 324 10,931
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Mobile  4.54 4.18 4.67 325 0.08 0.07 6.78 6.85 0.07 1.72 1.79 — 7,848 7,848 0.37 0.39 0.81 7,974
Area 0.00 4.22 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
Energy  0.08 0.04 0.65 0.28 <0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 1,834 1,834 0.16 0.01 — 1,841
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 11.7 20.8 325 1.20 0.03 — 71.1
Waste — — — — — — — — — — — — 74.1 0.00 74.1 7.40 0.00 — 259
Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 1.28 1.28



Total 4.62 8.44 5.32 32.8 0.08 0.13
Average — — — — — —
Daily

Mobile 4.33 4.00 4.18 30.4 0.07 0.07
Area 0.49 4.69 0.05 5.19 <0.005 <0.005
Energy  0.08 0.04 0.65 0.28 <0.005 0.05
Water — — — — — —
Waste — — — — — —
Refrig. — — — — — —
Total 4.90 8.73 4.88 35.9 0.08 0.12
Annual — — — — — —
Mobile 0.79 0.73 0.76 5.55 0.01 0.01
Area 0.09 0.86 0.01 0.95 <0.005 <0.005
Energy 0.01 0.01 0.12 0.05 <0.005 0.01
Water — — — — — —
Waste — — — — — —
Refrig. — — — — — —
Total 0.89 1.59 0.89 6.55 0.01 0.02

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Site Preparation (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite

Daily, — — — — — —
Summer
(Max)

6.78

6.45

6.45

1.18

6.91

6.52
< 0.005

0.05

6.57

1.19

< 0.005

0.01

1.20

0.12

0.07
< 0.005

0.05

0.12

0.01
< 0.005

0.01

0.02
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1.72

1.64

1.64

0.30

1.85

1.70
< 0.005

0.05

1.76

0.31

< 0.005

0.01

0.32
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85.8

0.00

11.7

74.1

85.8

0.00

1.94

12.3

14.2

9,703 9,788

7,605 7,605
13.9 13.9
1,834 1,834
20.8 325

0.00 74.1

9,474 9,559

1,259 1,259

2.30 2.30
304 304
3.44 5.38
0.00 12.3

1,568 1,583

9.14

0.33
< 0.005
0.16
1.20

7.40

9.09

0.05
< 0.005
0.03
0.20

1.23

151

0.43

0.36
< 0.005
0.01
0.03

0.00

0.40

0.06

< 0.005
< 0.005
< 0.005

0.00

0.07

2.09

12.8

1.28

14.0

2.11

0.21

2.33

10,147

7,732
14.0
1,841
71.1
259
1.28
9,919

1,280
231
305
11.8
42.9
0.21
1,642



Off-Road 4.34
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movemen:

Onsite 0.00
truck

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.12
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movemen:

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.02
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movemen:

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.07

3.65

0.00

0.00

0.02

0.00

0.07

36.0

0.00

0.99

0.00

0.18

0.00

0.05

32.9

0.00

0.90

0.00

0.16

0.00

0.98

0.05

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

1.60

0.00

0.04

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00

19.7

0.00

0.54

0.00

0.10

0.00

0.18

1.60

19.7

0.00

0.04

0.54

0.00

0.01

0.10

0.00

0.18

1.47

0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00
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10.1

0.00

0.28

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.04

1.47

10.1

0.00

0.04

0.28

0.00

0.01

0.05

0.00

0.04

Creekview Apartments North Detailed Report, 7/24/2023

— 5,296

— 0.00

— 145

— 0.00

— 24.0

— 0.00

—_ 199

5,296

0.00

145

0.00

24.0

0.00

199

0.21

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.04

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.78

5,314

0.00

146

0.00

24.1

0.00

202
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Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 4.95 4.95 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 5.02
Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.82 0.82 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.83
Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00

3.3. Grading (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 2.26 1.90 18.2 18.8 0.03 0.84 — 0.84 0.77 — 0.77 — 2,958 2,958 0.12 0.02 — 2,969
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 7.08 7.08 — 3.42 3.42 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 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 0.00
truck
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Dalily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.12
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.02
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.06
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

Dalily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

0.10

0.00

0.02

0.00

0.06
0.00
0.00

1.00

0.00

0.18

0.00

0.04
0.00
0.00

1.03

0.00

0.19

0.00

0.84
0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.05

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.39

0.00

0.07

0.00

0.15
0.00
0.00

0.05

0.39

0.00

0.01

0.07

0.00

0.15
0.00
0.00

0.04

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
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0.19

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.04
0.00
0.00

0.04

0.19

0.00

0.01

0.03

0.00

0.04

0.00
0.00
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— 162

— 0.00

— 26.8

— 0.00

— 171
— 0.00
— 0.00

162

0.00

26.8

0.00

171
0.00
0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.67
0.00
0.00

163

0.00

26.9

0.00

173
0.00
0.00
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Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 8.49 8.49 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 8.61
Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 141 1.41 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 142
Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00

3.5. Building Construction (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.44 1.20 11.2 13.1 0.02 0.50 — 0.50 0.46 — 0.46 — 2,398 2,398 0.10 0.02 — 2,406
Equipment

Onsite 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 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 1.44 1.20 11.2 13.1 0.02 0.50 — 0.50 0.46 — 0.46 — 2,398 2,398 0.10 0.02 — 2,406
Equipment

Onsite 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 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 0.49 0.41 3.84 4.49 0.01 0.17 — 0.17 0.16 — 0.16 — 821 821 0.03 0.01 — 824
Equipment
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Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —
Off-Road 0.09
Equipment
Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —
Daily, —
Summer

(Max)

Worker  0.54
Vendor 0.03
Hauling 0.00
Daily, —
Winter

(Max)

Worker  0.48
Vendor 0.03
Hauling 0.00
Average —
Daily

Worker  0.16
Vendor 0.01
Hauling 0.00
Annual —
Worker  0.03
Vendor

Hauling 0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.08

0.00

0.53
0.02
0.00

0.42
0.02

0.00

0.16
0.01
0.00
0.03
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.70

0.00

0.34
0.79
0.00

0.45
0.85

0.00

0.13
0.29
0.00

0.02
0.05
0.00

0.00

0.82

0.00

7.47
0.21
0.00

5.44
0.21

0.00

191
0.07
0.00

0.35
0.01
0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.00
0.01
0.00

0.00
0.01

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

1.35
0.15
0.00

1.35
0.15

0.00

0.46
0.05
0.00

0.08
0.01
0.00

0.00

0.03

0.00

1.35
0.15
0.00

1.35
0.15

0.00

0.46
0.05
0.00

0.08
0.01
0.00

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.00
0.01
0.00

0.00
0.01

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

<0.005
0.00
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0.00

0.00

0.32
0.04
0.00

0.32
0.04

0.00

0.11
0.01
0.00
0.02
<0.005
0.00

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.32
0.05
0.00

0.32
0.05

0.00

0.11
0.02
0.00
0.02
<0.005
0.00
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— 0.00

— 136

— 0.00

— 1,524
— 576
— 0.00

— 1,346
— 576

— 0.00

— 474
—_ 197
—_ 0.00

— 78.4
— 32.7
— 0.00

0.00

136

0.00

1,524
576
0.00

1,346
576

0.00

474
197
0.00

78.4
32.7
0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.02
0.01
0.00

0.03
0.01

0.00

0.01
< 0.005
0.00

< 0.005
<0.005
0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.05
0.09
0.00

0.05
0.09

0.00

0.02
0.03
0.00

< 0.005
0.01
0.00

0.00

0.00

5.95
1.50
0.00

0.15
0.04

0.00

0.88
0.22
0.00

0.15
0.04
0.00

0.00

136

0.00

1,547
604
0.00

1,363
603

0.00

480
207
0.00

79.5
34.2
0.00
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3.7. Building Construction (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.35 1.13 10.4 13.0 0.02 0.43 — 0.43 0.40 — 0.40 — 2,398 2,398 0.10 0.02 — 2,406
Equipment

Onsite 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 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 1.35 1.13 10.4 13.0 0.02 0.43 — 0.43 0.40 — 0.40 — 2,398 2,398 0.10 0.02 — 2,406
Equipment

Onsite 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 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 0.42 0.36 3.29 411 0.01 0.14 — 0.14 0.13 — 0.13 — 755 755 0.03 0.01 — 758
Equipment

Onsite 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 0.00
truck

Annual — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.08 0.06 0.60 0.75 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 125 125 0.01 <0.005 — 125
Equipment

Onsite 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 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _

17148



Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Worker
Vendor
Hauling

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Worker
Vendor
Hauling

Average
Daily

Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Annual

Worker
Vendor

Hauling

3.9. Paving (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Losmion 106 [r05

Onsite

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

0.52
0.03

0.00

0.46
0.03
0.00

0.14
0.01
0.00
0.03
< 0.005
0.00

0.46
0.02

0.00

0.40
0.02
0.00

0.13
0.01
0.00
0.02
< 0.005
0.00

0.30
0.75

0.00

0.40
0.81
0.00

0.11
0.25
0.00
0.02
0.05
0.00

6.98
0.20

0.00

5.09
0.20
0.00

1.64
0.06
0.00
0.30
0.01
0.00

0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
0.01

0.00

0.00
0.01
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

1.35
0.15

0.00

1.35
0.15
0.00

0.42
0.05
0.00

0.08
0.01
0.00

1.35
0.15

0.00

1.35
0.15
0.00

0.42
0.05
0.00

0.08
0.01
0.00

0.00
0.01

0.00

0.00
0.01
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.32
0.04

0.00

0.32
0.04
0.00

0.10
0.01
0.00
0.02
< 0.005
0.00

0.32
0.05

0.00

0.32
0.05
0.00

0.10
0.02
0.00
0.02
< 0.005
0.00
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— 1,494
— 566

— 0.00

— 1,319
— 567
— 0.00

— 427
— 178
— 0.00

— 70.7
— 295
— 0.00

1,494

566

0.00

1,319

567
0.00

427
178
0.00

70.7
295
0.00

0.02
0.01

0.00

0.03
0.01
0.00

0.01
<0.005
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.05
0.08

0.00

0.05
0.08
0.00

0.02
0.03
0.00

< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

5.38
1.49

0.00

0.14
0.04
0.00

0.73
0.20
0.00

0.12
0.03
0.00

1,515
593

0.00

1,336
592
0.00

433
187
0.00

717
30.9
0.00
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Off-Road 1.01
Equipment

Paving —

Onsite 0.00
truck

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.06
Equipment

Paving —

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.01
Equipment

Paving —

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.06
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

0.85

0.35

0.00

0.05

0.02

0.00

0.01

< 0.005
0.00

0.06
0.00

0.00

7.81

0.00

0.43

0.00

0.08

0.00

0.04
0.00

0.00

10.0

0.00

0.55

0.00

0.10

0.00

0.84
0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.39

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.15
0.00

0.00

0.39

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.15
0.00

0.00

0.36

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
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0.04
0.00

0.00

0.36

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.04
0.00

0.00
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— 1,512

— 0.00

— 82.8

— 0.00

— 13.7

— 0.00

— 171
— 0.00

— 0.00

1,512

0.00

82.8

0.00

13.7

0.00

171
0.00

0.00

0.06

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.67
0.00

0.00

1,517

0.00

83.1

0.00

13.8

0.00

173
0.00

0.00
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Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 8.49 8.49 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 8.61
Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 141 1.41 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 142
Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00

3.11. Architectural Coating (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.17 0.14 0.91 1.15 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 5.96 — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 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 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.17 0.14 0.91 1.15 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 5.96 — — — — — — — — — - _ — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 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 0.00
truck
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Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.05
Equipment

Architect —
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.01
Equipment

Architect —
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker 0.11
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.10
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

Average —
Daily

Worker  0.03

0.04

1.88

0.00

0.01

0.34

0.00

0.11
0.00

0.00

0.08
0.00
0.00

0.03

0.29

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.07
0.00

0.00

0.09
0.00
0.00

0.02

0.36

0.00

0.07

0.00

1.49
0.00

0.00

1.09
0.00
0.00

0.35

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.27
0.00

0.00

0.27
0.00
0.00

0.08

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.27
0.00

0.00

0.27
0.00
0.00

0.08

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
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0.00

0.00

0.06
0.00

0.00

0.06
0.00
0.00

0.02

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.06
0.00

0.00

0.06
0.00
0.00

0.02
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— 42.1 42.1 <0.005 <0.006 — 42.2
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 6.96 6.96 <0.005 <0.0056 — 6.99
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 305 305 <0.005 0.01 1.19 309
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 269 269 0.01 0.01 0.03 273
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 87.1 87.1 <0.005 <0.005 0.16 88.4
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Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker  0.01 0.01 <0.005 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 14.4 14.4 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 14.6
Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00

3.13. Architectural Coating (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.15 0.13 0.88 1.14 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 5.96 — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 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 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.15 0.13 0.88 1.14 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 5.96 — — — — — — — — — - — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 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 0.00
truck
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Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.05
Equipment

Architect —
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.01
Equipment

Architect —
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.10
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.09
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

Average —
Daily

Worker  0.03

0.04

2.04

0.00

0.01

0.37

0.00

0.09
0.00

0.00

0.08
0.00
0.00

0.03

0.30

0.00

0.06

0.00

0.06
0.00

0.00

0.08
0.00
0.00

0.02

0.39

0.00

0.07

0.00

1.40
0.00

0.00

1.02
0.00
0.00

0.36

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.27
0.00

0.00

0.27
0.00
0.00

0.09

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.27
0.00

0.00

0.27
0.00
0.00

0.09

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
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0.00

0.00

0.06
0.00

0.00

0.06
0.00
0.00

0.02

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.06
0.00

0.00

0.06
0.00
0.00

0.02
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— 45.7 45.7 <0.005 <0.006 — 45.9
—_ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 7.57 7.57 <0.005 <0.005 — 7.60
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 299 299 <0.005 0.01 1.08 303
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 264 264 0.01 0.01 0.03 267
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
— 92.8 92.8 <0.005 <0.005 0.16 94.1
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Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker  0.01 0.01 <0.005 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 15.4 15.4 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 15.6
Vendor  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 0.00
Hauling  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 0.00

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use
4.1.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Apartme 5.15 481 4.00 38.2 0.08 0.07 6.78 6.85 0.07 1.72 1.79 — 8,584 8,584 0.32 0.36 31.1 8,730
nts
Mid Rise

Parking  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 0.00
Lot

Total 5.15 4.81 4.00 38.2 0.08 0.07 6.78 6.85 0.07 1.72 1.79 — 8,584 8,584 0.32 0.36 311 8,730

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Apartme 4.54 4,18 4.67 32.5 0.08 0.07 6.78 6.85 0.07 1.72 1.79 — 7,848 7,848 0.37 0.39 0.81 7,974
nts
Mid Rise

Parking  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 0.00
Lot
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Total 4.54
Annual —

Apartme 0.79
nts
Mid Rise

Parking 0.00
Lot

Total 0.79

4.2. Energy

4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Land TOG
Use

4.18

0.73

0.00

0.73

4.67

0.76

0.00

0.76

325

5.55

0.00

5.55

0.08

0.01

0.00

0.01

0.07

0.01

0.00

0.01

6.78

1.18

0.00

1.18

6.85

1.19

0.00

1.19

0.07

0.01

0.00

0.01

1.72

0.30

0.00

0.30

1.79

0.31

0.00

0.31

Creekview Apartments North Detailed Report, 7/24/2023

— 7,848

— 1,259

— 0.00

— 1,259

7,848

1,259

0.00

1,259

0.37

0.05

0.00

0.05

0.39

0.06

0.00

0.06

0.81

2.11

0.00

211

7,974

1,280

0.00

1,280

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Apartme —
nts
Mid Rise

Parking —
Lot
Total —

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Apartme —
nts
Mid Rise

Parking —
Lot

Total —
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— 1,012
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111
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0.01

0.09

0.01

< 0.005

0.01

0.01

< 0.005

0.01
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Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Apartme — — — — — — — — — — — — 149 149 0.01 <0.005 — 150
nts

Mid Rise

Parking — — — — — — — — — — — — 18.3 18.3 <0.005 <0.005 — 18.4
Lot

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 168 168 0.01 <0.005 — 168

4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Apartme 0.08 0.04 0.65 0.28 <0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 822 822 0.07 <0.005 — 824
nts
Mid Rise

Parking 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
Lot

Total 0.08 0.04 0.65 0.28 <0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 822 822 0.07 <0.005 — 824

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Winter
(Max)

Apartme 0.08 0.04 0.65 0.28 <0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 822 822 0.07 <0.005 — 824
nts
Mid Rise

Parking 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
Lot

Total 0.08 0.04 0.65 0.28 <0.005 0.05 — 0.05 0.05 — 0.05 — 822 822 0.07 <0.005 — 824

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _
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Apartme 0.01 0.01 0.12 0.05 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 136 136 0.01 <0.006 — 136
nts

Mid Rise

Parking  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
Lot

Total 0.01 0.01 0.12 0.05 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 136 136 0.01 <0.005 — 136

4.3. Area Emissions by Source
4.3.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Hearths 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

Consum — 3.83 — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _
er
Products

Architect — 0.39 — — — — — — — — — _ _ — — _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Landsca 1.00 0.95 0.10 10.5 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 <0.005 — <0.005 — 28.2 28.2 <0.005 <0.005 — 28.3

pe
Equipme
nt

Total 1.00 5.17 0.10 10.5 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 <0.005 — <0.005 0.00 28.2 28.2 <0.005 <0.006 — 28.3

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Winter
(Max)

Hearths 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
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Consum — 3.83 — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _
er

Products

Architect — 0.39 — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _
ural

Coatings

Total 0.00 4,22 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
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _
Hearths 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
Consum — 0.70 — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _
er

Products

Architect — 0.07 — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _
ural

Coatings

Landsca 0.09 0.09 0.01 0.95 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 2.30 2.30 <0.005 <0.005 — 2.31
pe

Equipme

nt

Total 0.09 0.86 0.01 0.95 <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 0.00 2.30 2.30 <0.005 <0.0056 — 2.31

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use
4.4.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Apartme — — — — — — — — — — — 11.7 20.8 325 1.20 0.03 — 71.1
nts
Mid Rise
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Parking — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Lot

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 11.7 20.8 325 1.20 0.03 — 711
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Apartme — — — — — — — — — — — 11.7 20.8 325 1.20 0.03 — 71.1
nts

Mid Rise

Parking — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Lot

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 11.7 20.8 325 1.20 0.03 — 711
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Apartme — — — — — — — — — — — 1.94 3.44 5.38 0.20 <0.005 — 11.8
nts

Mid Rise

Parking — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Lot

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 1.94 3.44 5.38 0.20 <0.005 — 11.8

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use
4.5.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Apartme — — — — — — — — — — — 74.1 0.00 74.1 7.40 0.00 — 259
nts
Mid Rise
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Parking — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Lot

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 74.1 0.00 74.1 7.40 0.00 — 259
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Apartme — — — — — — — — — — — 74.1 0.00 74.1 7.40 0.00 — 259
nts

Mid Rise

Parking — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Lot

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 74.1 0.00 74.1 7.40 0.00 — 259
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Apartme — — — — — — — — — — — 12.3 0.00 12.3 1.23 0.00 — 429
nts

Mid Rise

Parking — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Lot

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 12.3 0.00 12.3 1.23 0.00 — 42.9

4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use
4.6.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Apartme — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 1.28 1.28
nts
Mid Rise
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Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Apartme — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 1.28 1.28
nts
Mid Rise

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 1.28 1.28
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Apartme — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.21 0.21
nts
Mid Rise

Total  — _ —_ —_ — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.21 0.21

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type
4.7.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Equipme PMlOE PM10D [PM10T |PM25E (PM25D |PM25T

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type
4.8.1. Unmitigated
Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Equipme | TOG ROG IN[@) (0{0) SO2 PM10E |PM10D |(PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 N20 CO2e
nt
Type

Dalily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type
4.9.1. Unmitigated
Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Equipme | TOG ROG IN[@) (0{0) S0O2 PM10E |PM10D |(PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 N20 CO2e
nt
Type

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)
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Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type
4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

n

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — - _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Winter
(Max)

Total
Annual

Total
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4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Avoided
Subtotal

Sequest
ered

Subtotal

Remove
d

Subtotal

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Avoided
Subtotal

Sequest
ered

Subtotal
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Remove — —
d

Subtotal — —
Annual — —
Avoided — —
Subtotal — —

Sequest — —
ered

Subtotal — —

Remove — —
d

Subtotal — —

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description

Site Preparation
Grading

Building Construction
Paving

Architectural Coating

Site Preparation
Grading

Building Construction
Paving

Architectural Coating

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

5/1/2024

5/15/2024
7/10/2024
6/12/2024
7/2412024

5/14/2024
6/11/2024
6/10/2025
7/9/2024

6/24/2025

35/48

5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
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10.0

20.0 —
240 —
20.0 —
240 —
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Site Preparation Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 0.40
Site Preparation Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 4.00 8.00 84.0 0.37
oes
Grading Graders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 148 0.41
Grading Excavators Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 36.0 0.38
Grading Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 84.0 0.37
oes
Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 367 0.40
Building Construction Forklifts Diesel Average 3.00 8.00 82.0 0.20
Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.74
Building Construction Cranes Diesel Average 1.00 7.00 367 0.29
Building Construction Welders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 46.0 0.45
Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 3.00 7.00 84.0 0.37
oes
Paving Pavers Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 81.0 0.42
Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 89.0 0.36
Paving Rollers Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 36.0 0.38
Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 6.00 37.0 0.48

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Site Preparation

Site Preparation Worker 17.5 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Site Preparation Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Site Preparation Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT
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Site Preparation Onsite truck — — HHDT

Grading — — — —

Grading Worker 15.0 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Grading Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Grading Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Grading Onsite truck — — HHDT

Building Construction — — — _

Building Construction Worker 134 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Building Construction Vendor 19.9 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Building Construction Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving — — — —

Paving Worker 15.0 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Paving Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Paving Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Paving Onsite truck — — HHDT

Architectural Coating — — — —

Architectural Coating Worker 26.8 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Architectural Coating Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT
Architectural Coating Onsite truck — — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings
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Phase Name Residential Interior Area Coated |Residential Exterior Area Coated | Non-Residential Interior Area Non-Residential Exterior Area Parking Area Coated (sq ft)
(sq ft) (sq ft) Coated (sq ft) Coated (sq ft)

Architectural Coating 361,584 120,528 0.00 0.00 7,057

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Material Imported (cy) Material Exported (cy) Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (sq. ft.) Acres Paved (acres)

Site Preparation 15.0 0.00
Grading — — 20.0 0.00 —
Paving 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.70

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.
5.7. Construction Paving

Apartments Mid Rise — 0%

Parking Lot 2.70 100%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (Ib/MWh)

2024 0.00 0.03 < 0.005

2025 0.00 528 0.03 < 0.005

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources
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5.9.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Trips/Weekday Trips/Saturday Trips/Sunday Trips/Year VMT/Weekday VMT/Saturday VMT/Sunday VMT/Year

Apartments Mid Rise 1,012 351,088 9,530 8,602 7,165 3,306,824

Parking Lot 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

5.10. Operational Area Sources
5.10.1. Hearths

5.10.1.1. Unmitigated

Hearth Type Unmitigated (number)

Apartments Mid Rise —

Wood Fireplaces 0
Gas Fireplaces 56
Propane Fireplaces 0
Electric Fireplaces 0
No Fireplaces 130

Conventional Wood Stoves
Catalytic Wood Stoves
Non-Catalytic Wood Stoves

Pellet Wood Stoves

o o o o

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings

Residential Interior Area Coated (sq ft) | Residential Exterior Area Coated (sq ft) | Non-Residential Interior Area Coated Non-Residential Exterior Area Coated |[Parking Area Coated (sq ft)
(sq ft) (sq ft)

361584 120,528 0.00 0.00 7,057
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5.10.3. Landscape Equipment

Snow Days day/yr 0.00
Summer Days daylyr 180

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption

5.11.1. Unmitigated

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)

[T NN T S S NN -
Apartments Mid Rise 840,313 0.0330 0.0040 2,565,404
Parking Lot 103,028 391 0.0330 0.0040 0.00
5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption
5.12.1. Unmitigated
Apartments Mid Rise 6,113,155 142,237
Parking Lot 0.00 0.00

5.13. Operational Waste Generation

5.13.1. Unmitigated

Apartments Mid Rise 137 —

Parking Lot 0.00
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5.14. Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment

5.14.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Equipment Type Refrigerant Quantity (kg) Operations Leak Rate |Service Leak Rate

Apartments Mid Rise Average room A/C & R-410A 2,088 < 0.005 2.50 2.50 10.0
Other residential A/C
and heat pumps

Apartments Mid Rise Household refrigerators R-134a 1,430 0.12 0.60 0.00 1.00
and/or freezers

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment

5.15.1. Unmitigated

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number per Day Hours Per Day Load Factor

5.16. Stationary Sources

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number per Day Hours per Day Load Factor

5.16.2. Process Boilers

Equipment Type Fuel Type Boiler Rating (MMBtu/hr) Daily Heat Input (MMBtu/day) Annual Heat Input (MMBtu/yr)

5.17. User Defined

Equipment Type Fuel Type

41/48



Creekview Apartments North Detailed Report, 7/24/2023

5.18. Vegetation
5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

5.18.2. Sequestration

5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040-2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which assumes GHG
emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Temperature and Extreme Heat 26.6 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 5.85 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm
Sea Level Rise 0.00 meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 0.00 annual hectares burned
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Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from observed
historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about % an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if received over a full
day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider different
increments of sea level rise coupled with extreme storm events. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four simulations make
different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of different rainfall and temperature
possibilities (MIROCS). Each grid cell is 50 meters (m) by 50 m, or about 164 feet (ft) by 164 ft.

Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040—2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data of climate,
vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The four simulations make
different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of different rainfall and temperature
possibilities (MIROCS). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A
Sea Level Rise N/A N/A N/A N/A
Wildfire N/A N/A N/A N/A
Flooding N/A N/A N/A N/A
Drought N/A N/A N/A N/A
Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A
Air Quality Degradation N/A N/A N/A N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the greatest
exposure.

The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the
greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A
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Sea Level Rise N/A
Wildfire N/A
Flooding N/A
Drought N/A
Snowpack Reduction N/A
Air Quality Degradation N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
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N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the greatest

exposure.

The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the

greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details

7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores

The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Exposure Indicators
AQ-Ozone

AQ-PM

AQ-DPM

Drinking Water
Lead Risk Housing
Pesticides

Toxic Releases
Traffic

Effect Indicators

63.7
151
141
39.7
5.49
84.3
16.8
5.90
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CleanUp Sites

Groundwater

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators
Impaired Water Bodies

Solid Waste

Sensitive Population

Asthma

Cardio-vascular

Low Birth Weights
Socioeconomic Factor Indicators
Education

Housing

Linguistic

Poverty

Unemployment

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

40.8
76.6
78.8
87.0
97.9

26.1
64.3
9.64

26.9
10.8
27.3
30.9
22.6

Creekview Apartments North Detailed Report, 7/24/2023

The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Economic

Above Poverty
Employed

Median HI

Education

Bachelor's or higher
High school enrollment

Preschool enrollment

73.68150905
52.68831002
80.45682022
68.40754523
5.671756705

30.89952521
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Transportation

Auto Access

Active commuting
Social

2-parent households
Voting

Neighborhood

Alcohol availability

Park access

Retail density
Supermarket access
Tree canopy

Housing
Homeownership
Housing habitability
Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden
Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden
Uncrowded housing
Health Outcomes
Insured adults

Arthritis

Asthma ER Admissions
High Blood Pressure
Cancer (excluding skin)
Asthma

Coronary Heart Disease

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease

54.54895419
15.8475555
79.26344155
94.30257924
92.66007956
11.4718337
3.06685487
2.399589375
10.02181445
81.9196715
62.8127807
58.02643398
14.53868857
58.74502759
93.45566534
71.8

71.5

85.1

40.8

65.7

85.5

81.8
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Diagnosed Diabetes

Life Expectancy at Birth
Cognitively Disabled
Physically Disabled

Heart Attack ER Admissions
Mental Health Not Good
Chronic Kidney Disease
Obesity

Pedestrian Injuries

Physical Health Not Good
Stroke

Health Risk Behaviors
Binge Drinking

Current Smoker

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity
Climate Change Exposures
Wildfire Risk

SLR Inundation Area
Children

Elderly

English Speaking
Foreign-born

Outdoor Workers

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity
Impervious Surface Cover
Traffic Density

Traffic Access

91.2
75.3
96.3
86.7
61.3
73.6
90.3
70.2
44.4
87.1
88.3

11.9
64.6

81.2

0.0
0.0
0.5
55.1
69.8
37.6

58.7

79.6
4.8

23.0
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Other Indices —
Hardship 39.8
Other Decision Support —

2016 Voting 91.6

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 29.0
Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 63.0
Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535) No
Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550) No
Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617) No

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.
7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

Land Use Lot acreage adjusted to be representative of total site acreage.
Construction: Construction Phases Architectural coating assumed to start two weeks after building construction and last for the same
duration.
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Hannah Tamari, Development Project Associate
USA Properties Fund, Inc.

3200 Douglas Blvd., Ste. 200

Roseville, California 95661

Subject: PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT UPDATE REPORT
CREEKVIEW INCLUSIONARY (LOTS C-40 AND C-43)
ROSEVILLE, CALIFORNIA

Ms. Tamari:

In accordance with the Professional Services Agreement between Geocon Consultants, Inc. (Geocon)
and USA Properties Fund, Inc. (USA PFI, the Client) dated December 20, 2022, Geocon performed a
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) update of Lots C-40 and C-43 (the Site) of the
Creekview Property in Roseville, California. We performed the Phase I ESA update for USA PFI to
assess the Site for the potential presence of recognized environmental conditions as defined by the
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Designation EI1527-21, Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process prior to purchasing
the Site. The enclosed report describes the Phase I ESA update and presents our findings, conclusions,
and recommendations. This Phase I ESA update provides up-to-date information available for the Site
since our November 2021 Phase I ESA report.

The Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Standards and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (AAl,
CFR Title 40, Part 312) identifies ASTM Designation E 1527-21 as an acceptable guidance document
for performing a Phase I ESA that satisfies the federal requirements for conducting AAI under

Sections 101(35)(B)(ii) and (iii) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act (CERCLA).

We appreciate the opportunity to have assisted USA PFI with this project. Please contact us if you have
any questions concerning this report including our findings, conclusions, and recommendations or if
we may be of further service.

Sincerely,

GEOCON CONSULTANTS, INC.

Chris Bates Matthew Tidwell, PG
Senior Staff Scientist Project Geologist

3160 Gold Valley Drive, Suite 800 M Rancho Cordova, CA 957427515 M Telephone 916.852.9118 M Fax 916.852.9132
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PHASE | ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT UPDATE REPORT
1.0 INTRODUCTION

Geocon Consultants, Inc. (Geocon) performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA)
update of Parcels C-40 and C-43 (the Site) of the Creekview Property in Roseville, California
(Figure 1). We performed the Phase I ESA update for USA Properties Fund, Inc (USA PFI, the
Client) to assess the Site for the potential presence of recognized environmental conditions (REC), as
defined by the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Designation E1527-21,
Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
Process prior to USA PFI purchasing the Site. This report summarizes the methodology and presents
the findings of the Phase I ESA update.

This report describes and presents the findings of the Phase I ESA update and provides our conclusions

and recommendations based on those findings. The report is organized as follows:

e Section 1.0 provides a description of the purpose and objectives of the Phase I ESA update,
defines conditions and/or features that constitute an REC, other qualified RECs, and potential
environmental concerns, and describes the Phase I ESA update services, limitations, and any
identified data gaps;

e Section 2.0 describes the physical setting and conditions of the Site and surrounding area;

e Section 3.0 summarizes information regarding the Site provided by the USA PFI as the “user”
of the Phase I ESA update;

e Section 4.0 summarizes readily available records for the Site and surrounding properties that
we obtained from regulatory and administrative agencies and other sources;

e Section 5.0 describes the historical use of the Site and surrounding area ascertained from
historical records and information sources;

e Section 6.0 describes the Site and surrounding properties and facilities from our observations
during the site reconnaissance;

e Section 7.0 summarizes information obtained from interviews of persons familiar with the Site
(owner, occupants, tenants, neighbors, etc.);

e Section 8.0 presents our Phase I ESA update findings, provides our conclusions regarding the
environmental conditions of the Site including the potential presence of RECs, other qualified
RECs, or potential environmental concerns, and provides recommendations for further
environmental assessment, if any;

e Section 9.0 lists references for information sources used during this Phase I ESA update; and

e Section 10.0 provides a qualifications statement from the environmental professional
responsible for the Phase I ESA update and report.

Geocon Project No. S9578-05-37D -1- January 11, 2023
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11 Purpose and Definitions

The purpose of the Phase I ESA update will be to identify evidence or indications of RECs, or other
qualified RECs, at the Site as defined by ASTM Designation E1527-21 and/or any potential
environmental concerns. ASTM Designation E1527-21 defines an REC as “(1) the presence of
hazardous substances or petroleum products in, on, or at the subject property due to a release to the
environment; (2) the likely presence of hazardous substances or petroleum products in, on, or at the
subject property due to a release or likely release to the environment; or (3) the presence of hazardous
substances or petroleum products in, on, or at the subject property under conditions that pose a material
threat of a future release to the environment. De minimis conditions are further described as “a
condition related to a release that generally does not present a threat to human health or the
environment and generally would not be the subject of the enforcement action if brought to the
attention of appropriate governmental agencies. A condition determined to be a de minimis condition is

not a recognized environmental condition nor a controlled recognized environmental condition.”

ASTM Designation E1527-21 also defines “Historical” and “Controlled” RECs (HREC and CREC,
respectively). An HREC is defined as “a previous release of hazardous substances or petroleum
products affecting the subject property that has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable
regulatory authority or authorities and meeting unrestricted use criteria established by the applicable
regulatory authority or authorities without subjecting the subject property to any controls (for example,
activity and use limitations or other property use limitations).” A CREC is defined as “recognized
environmental condition affecting the subject property that has been addressed to the satisfaction of the
applicable regulatory authority or authorities with hazardous substances or petroleum products allowed
to remain in place subject to implementation of required controls (for example, activity and use
limitations or other property use limitations).” An HREC is generally not an REC if a property meets
current standards for unrestricted residential use. A CREC remains an REC by definition when a

property does not meet the unrestricted residential use requirement unconditionally.

We define a “potential environmental concern” as a past use of the Site or adjoining or adjacent
property that may have involved the use, storage, and/or release of hazardous substances or petroleum
products that could have impacted the Site, but for which there are no records or other information to
confirm that use, storage, or release. An example would be the possible application of pesticides to an
agricultural field (i.e., irrigated row crop or orchard), but for which there are no records of such
application or confirmation from a knowledgeable person (i.e., site owner/occupant/operator) that

pesticides were used at the Site.

The Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Standards and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (AAI
CFR Title 40, Part 312) identifies ASTM Designation E1527-21 as an acceptable guidance document
for performing a Phase I ESA that satisfies the federal requirements for conducting AAI under
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Sections 101(35)(B)(ii) and (iii) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act (CERCLA). The purpose of conducting AAI is to meet some of the requirements to
qualify for certain landowner liability protections under CERCLA. This Phase I ESA update was also
performed to assist with documenting compliance with 24 CFR §58.5(i)(2) or §50.3(i) as it specifically
pertains to the Phase I ESA stated scope of services, limitations and conclusions, and applicability to
ASTM Designation E1527-21.

1.2 Phase | ESA Principles

The following principles are an integral part of ASTM Designation E1527-21:

e “Uncertainty Not Eliminated - No environmental site assessment can wholly eliminate
uncertainty regarding the potential for recognized environmental conditions in connection with
a subject property. Performance of this practice is intended to reduce, but not eliminate,
uncertainty regarding the potential for recognized environmental conditions in connection with
a subject property, and this practice recognizes reasonable limits of time and cost.”

e “Not Exhaustive - All Appropriate Inquiries does not mean an exhaustive assessment of a
property. There is a point at which the cost of information obtained or the time required to
gather it outweighs the usefulness of the information and, in fact, may be a material detriment
to the orderly completion of transactions. One of the purposes of this practice is to identify a
balance between the competing goals of limiting the costs and time demands inherent in
performing an environmental site assessment and the reduction of uncertainty about unknown
conditions resulting from additional information.”

o “Level of Inquiry is Variable - Not every property will warrant the same level of assessment.
Consistent with good commercial and customary standards and practices as defined at 42
U.S.C. § 9601(35)(B), the appropriate level of environmental site assessment will be guided by
the type of property subject to assessment, the expertise and risk tolerance of the user, future
intended uses of the subject property disclosed to the environmental professional, and the
information developed in the course of the inquiry.”

e “Comparison with Subsequent Inquiry - It should not be concluded or assumed that an
inquiry was not all appropriate inquiries merely because the inquiry did not identify
recognized environmental conditions in connection with a subject property. Environmental
site assessments must be evaluated based on the reasonableness of judgments made at the
time and under the circumstances in which they were made. Subsequent environmental site
assessments should not be considered valid standards to judge the appropriateness of any
prior assessment based on hindsight, new information, use of developing technology or
analytical techniques, or other factors.”

e “Point in Time - The environmental site assessment is based upon conditions at the time of
completion of the individual environmental site assessment elements.” The following table lists
the Phase I ESA update elements and the date they were completed:
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Phase | ESA Element Rep9rt Completion Date
Section

Physical Setting Resources 2.0 January 6, 2023
User’s Responsibilities 3.0 January 11, 2023
Government Records 4.0 January 6, 2023
Historical Records 5.0 January 6, 2023

Site Reconnaissance 6.0 December 22, 2022
Owner/Operator/Occupant Interviews 7.0 January 10, 2023
Local Government Official Interviews 4.0 January 6, 2023
Evaluation and Report 8.0 January 6, 2023

Therefore, the information contained herein is valid as of December 22, 2022, and will require an
update after approximately 180 days to reflect updated records and another site reconnaissance to
assess current site conditions.

1.3 Scope of Services

Geocon Proposal No. S9578-07-37DP dated December 14, 2022, and included in the Professional

Services Agreement, describes the services for this Phase I ESA update. We performed the services as

outlined in the proposal with the exception that we did not review Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps
(Sanborn maps) as Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) indicated that Sanborn map coverage

does not exist for the Site and vicinity.

The main components of the Phase I ESA update and their objectives, as specified by the referenced
standards, include the following:

e Physical Setting: We reviewed various references to obtain information concerning the
topographic, geologic, and hydrologic/hydrogeologic characteristics of the Site and vicinity.
Such information may be indicative of the direction and/or extent that a contaminant could be
transported in the event of a spill or release on or near the Site.

o Records Review: We reviewed publicly available federal, state, and local regulatory agency
records to obtain information that could potentially help identify RECs at or potentially
affecting the Site.

o Site History: We reviewed historical information sources to assess previous uses of the Site
and surrounding area and identify those that could have led to RECs on the Site. Those
information sources included historical aerial photographs and topographic maps, and city
directories. In addition, we conducted interviews with persons who were expected to be
reasonably knowledgeable about historical and/or current uses and conditions at of the Site.

e Site Reconnaissance: We performed a site reconnaissance to observe site uses and conditions
for evidence or indications of RECs. We viewed adjoining and adjacent offsite properties and
features solely from the vantage of the Site and public thoroughfares.
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1.4 Report Limitations

We prepared this Phase I ESA update report exclusively for USA PFI. The information obtained is only
relevant for the latest dates of the records reviewed, the latest site visit, and completion of interviews with

government officials and/or site owner(s), occupant(s), and/or operator(s) as cited in Section 1.1.

USA PFI should recognize that a Phase I ESA update is not a comprehensive site characterization and
should not be construed as such. The findings and conclusions presented in this report are predicated
on the site reconnaissance, information in the specified regulatory records, and information regarding
the historical usage of the Site, as presented in this report. USA PFI should also understand that we did
not assess the Site for wetlands or perform testing (sample collection and laboratory analysis) for
asbestos-containing building materials, lead-containing paint, lead in drinking water, radon, mercury or
other contaminants related to mining, methane, mold, per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances, or potential
naturally occurring hazards such as asbestos and arsenic as part of this Phase I ESA update. The Phase
I ESA update did not include sample collection or laboratory analysis, nor did it include the evaluation
of regulatory compliance, cultural and historical resources, industrial hygiene, health and safety,

ecological resources, endangered species, air quality or geologic hazards.

The information provided in this report is not meant to eliminate the risk involved in property
transactions. No guarantee or warranty of the results of the Phase I ESA update is implied within the
intent of this report or any subsequent reports, correspondence or consultation, either express or
implied. We strived to conduct the services summarized herein in accordance with the local standard of

care in the geographic region at the time the services were rendered.

1.5 Data Gaps

A data gap is defined by ASTM Designation E 1527-21 as “a lack of or inability to obtain information
required by this practice despite good faith efforts by the environmental professional to gather such
information.” Data gaps could include such things as insufficient historical information, the inability to
interview persons with direct site knowledge (e.g., the owner(s), past owner(s), tenants, workers, etc.)

or the lack of access to all parts of a site during the site reconnaissance.

A “significant” data gap is defined by ASTM Designation E 1527-21 as “a data gap that affects the
ability of the environmental professional to identify a recognized environmental condition.” These data
gaps are only significant if “other information and/or professional experience raises reasonable
concerns involving the effects of that data gap on the ability of the environmental professional to
render an opinion regarding whether conditions exist that are indicative of recognized environmental

conditions or controlled recognized environmental conditions.”

Geocon Project No. S9578-05-37D -5- January 11, 2023
Revised March 3, 2023



We identified no significant data gaps during this Phase I ESA update. As described in Section 1.2, we
did not review Sanborn maps for the Site as EDR indicated that Sanborn map coverage does not exist
for the Site and vicinity. However, we were able to review other sufficient historical information and

therefore do not consider the lack of Sanborn map coverage a significant data gap.

2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION

This section describes the location and physical characteristics of the Site including its size,

topography, geologic, soil, and hydrogeologic conditions.

21 Location and Legal Description

The Site consist of two lots, C-40 and C-43, within the larger 461-acre Creekview Property in western
Roseville (Figure 1). Lot C-40 (Figure 2-1, approximately 5.2 acres) is situated toward the center of the
Creekview Property and Lot C-43 (Figure 2-2, approximately 3.9 acres) is situated in the southeastern
portion of the Creekview Property. Lot C-43 is adjacent to the north of Blue Oaks Boulevard and
approximately 100 feet southwest of Pleasant Grove Creek. Lot C-40 is adjacent to the east of
Westbrook Boulevard and approximately 120 feet northeast of Pleasant Grove Creek.

Within the Public Land Survey System of California, the Site is in the southeastern portion of
Section 14 of Township 11 North, Range 5 East, Mt. Diablo Base and Meridian.

The Placer County assessor’s parcel numbers (APNs) for the Site are 017-101-054-000 (Lot C-40) and
017-490-025-000 (Lot C-43). Parcel maps depicting the Site are in Appendix A.

2.2 Site and Vicinity General Characteristics

Lots C-40 and C-43 are vacant land that has been or is in the process of being graded for high-density
residential housing and is surrounded by similar vacant and/or residential developments in western
Roseville (Figures 2-1 and 2-2).

The surrounding vicinity consists of residential and commercial developments and similar vacant land.

Roseville Energy Park is south of the Site.

2.2.1 Topography

The United States Geological Survey (USGS) Pleasant Grove, California topographic map depicts the
topography of the Site as nearly flat-lying terrain with elevations ranging from approximately 80 to 85
feet above mean sea level (USGS, 2021).
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2.2.2 Geologic Conditions

We obtained geologic information regarding the Site from a variety of sources including:

e (alifornia Geology (Harden, 2003);
e Note 36, California Geomorphic Provinces (California Geological Survey [CGS], 2002); and
e Preliminary Geologic Map of the Sacramento 30’ x 60’ Quadrangle, California (CGS, 2011).

Following are summaries of pertinent information obtained.

2.2.2.1 Geomorphic Region

The Site is situated in the southeastern Sacramento Valley, which is the northern portion of the Great
Valley geomorphic province of California. The Sacramento Valley is bounded by the Sierra Nevada
and southern Cascade Range to the east and the Coast Ranges to the west and drains south to the
Sacramento-San Joaquin delta. The Sacramento Valley is filled with a thick sequence of Jurassic to

Recent-age sedimentary deposits, both continental and marine in origin (CGS, 2002; Harden, 2003).

2222 Geologic Formations/Stratigraphy

Surficial geology at the Site consists of Pleistocene Riverbank Formation and Turlock Lake Formation.
The Riverbank Formation is comprised of loosely consolidated discontinuous interbedded layers of clay,
silt, sand, and gravel deposited by streams emanating from the Sierra Nevada (CGS, 2011). The Turlock

Lake Formation is comprised of deeply weathered and dissected silt, sand, and gravel alluvial deposits.

2.2.3 Soil Conditions

Geocon performed a geotechnical investigation of the Creekview Property, which included the Site, in
August 2014. The geotechnical investigation included excavation of 34 exploratory test pits, advancement
of 14 hollow-stem auger borings, and collection and testing of the physical properties of soil samples. Soil
encountered at the Site included interlayered sandy silt, silty clay, silty sand, lean clay, and poorly graded

and well-graded sand to the maximum depth explored of approximately 61 feet (Geocon, 2014).

The United States Department of Agriculture — Natural Resources Conservation Service Web Soil
Survey (http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx) indicates that surficial soil on

the Site is classified as follows:

e Cometa-Fiddyment complex: well-drained sandy loam and clay derived from alluvium;

o Xerofluvents, frequently flooded: somewhat poorly drained stratified loamy sand to fine
sandy loam to silt loam derived from alluvium; and

e Xerofluvents, hardpan substratum: somewhat poorly drained stratified loam to clay loam
derived from alluvium.
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2.2.4 Hydrologic and Hydrogeologic Conditions

There are no surface water bodies on the Site. The nearest surface water body is Pleasant Grove Creek
approximately 120 feet southwest of Lot C-40 and 100 feet northeast of Lot C-43.

Site-specific groundwater information is not available. We did not encounter groundwater during our
2014 geotechnical investigation including exploratory borings completed to a depth of 31.5 feet on Lot
C-40 and C-43. The Department of Water Resources’ Sustainable Groundwater Management ACT
(SGMA) Data Viewer (Data Viewer) web portal
(https://sgma.water.ca.gov/webgis/?appid=SGMADataViewer#gwlevels) identifies a former water
supply well (WCR-2020-013588) approximately 260 feet northwest of Lot C-43. Depth to groundwater
in this well was measured at 93 feet in September 2020. Information available on the SGMA Data
Viewer indicates that groundwater beneath the Site flows south.

2.3 Current and Planned Uses of the Site

Lot C-43 has been graded and is vacant and Lot C-40 is graded and currently used as an infrastructure
material staging area. USA PFI plans to develop the Site with high-density residential housing.

24 Descriptions of Structures, Roads, Other Improvements on the Site

No structure or roads are on the Site. Further description of site conditions is in Section 6.0.

25 Current Uses of Adjoining and Adjacent Properties

Adjoining properties are either vacant land or undergoing residential development of single-family
homes. Beyond Blue Oaks Boulevard to the south of Lot C-43 is the approximate 20-acre Roseville
Energy Park facility. Further descriptions of the adjoining properties are in Section 6.0.

3.0 USER-PROVIDED INFORMATION

We provided Hannah Tamari with a user questionnaire regarding environmental conditions at the Site.

Following are summaries of information provided by Ms. Tamari.

31 Title, Appraisal and Sale Agreement Records

This section summarizes user (USA PFI)-provided information regarding the Site provided by Hannah
Tamari with the USA PFI. We also provided Ms. Tamari with a user questionnaire to obtain
information from USA PFI as the “user” of the Phase I ESA regarding the past and present uses of the
Site and the potential for impacts related to the use, storage, or disposal of hazardous substances and/or

petroleum products on the Site. A copy of the completed user questionnaire is in Appendix B.
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3.2 Environmental Liens or Activity and Use Limitations

Ms. Tamari indicated that she is not aware of any environmental liens or activity and use limitations
for the Site.

3.3 Specialized Knowledge

Ms. Tamari indicated that she has no specialized knowledge regarding past or current uses of the Site that
could potentially impair, or could have impaired, the environmental conditions of the Site. We also asked
Ms. Tamari if she had knowledge of legal or administrative proceedings involving the Site and she
indicated that she did not.

3.4 Commonly Known or Reasonably Ascertainable Information

Ms. Tamari indicated that she is not aware of any commonly known or reasonably ascertainable

information regarding the Site other than its past agricultural use.

3.5 Valuation Reduction for Environmental Issues

Ms. Tamari is not aware of any environmental conditions on the Site which could lead to a potential

valuation reduction for the Site.

3.6 Owner, Property Manager, and Occupant Information

We provided Ms. Tamari with a Site owner/occupant questionnaire to forward to the owner, Anthem
Properties. Steve Porter, Director of Development, with Anthem Properties filled out the Site

owner/occupant questionnaire. Information from this questionnaire is summarized in Section 7.0.

3.7 Reason for Performing Phase | ESA Update

USA PFI requested the Phase I ESA update to obtain information regarding the potential presence
of hazardous substances and/or petroleum product impacts at the Site prior to acquiring the
Site for development.

3.8 Previous Reports

We previously performed a Phase I ESA of the Creekview Property, which included the Site in May
2013. We also performed a Phase II ESA of an approximately 90-acre portion of the Creekview
Property, which included the Site in January 2014, a Phase I ESA update and limited Phase II ESA of
the Creekview Property in December 2018, a Phase I ESA update of the Creekview Property in
September 2020, and a Phase I ESA update of Lots C-40 and C-43 in November 2021. The findings of

these assessments are summarized below.
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3.8.1 Phase | ESA, Creekview Property — May 13, 2013

Our 2013 Phase I ESA revealed no evidence of RECs in connection with the Creekview Property,
which included the Site. However, we considered the past farming use of a portion of the property
south of Pleasant Grove Creek a potential environmental concern as pesticides might have been applied
to crops and could have been present in soil as a result. Since the future land use was planned to be
primarily residential, we recommended an investigation of shallow soil south of Pleasant Grove Creek
to assess soil for the potential presence of pesticides and arsenic in soil. We also indicated that a
portion of the property that was proposed to be developed in the future as a school site may be required

by the State to undergo assessment for pesticides and metals (Geocon, 2013).

We stated that water supply wells in the former farmstead area (northwest of the property) and tenant
residence area (within Lot C-43), respectively, should be properly abandoned in accordance with
Placer County requirements. A California Department of Water Resources Well Completion Report
for the water supply well within Lot C-43, available on the SGMA Data Viewer, indicates it was
destroyed in July 2019.

3.8.2 Phase Il ESA, Creekview Property — January 14, 2014

We performed a Phase Il ESA of an approximately 90-acre portion of the Creekview Property, which
was adjacent to the northwest of Lot C-43. This property was proposed for residential development

at that time.

In December 2013 we collected surface soil samples at 19 locations throughout the property and had
the samples analyzed for organochlorine pesticides (OCPs) and arsenic. Arsenic was detected in all
19 soil samples at concentrations ranging from 1.2 to 1.9 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg). Arsenic
is a natural mineralogic component of soil and its naturally occurring or “background”
concentrations in California soils typically range from 0.6 to 11 mg/kg (and much higher in some
areas depending on the mineralogy of the soil’s parent material) (Bradford, et al, 1996). Therefore,
regulatory agencies, such as the California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC),
generally allow comparison of arsenic concentrations in soil to background concentrations as
opposed to health risk-based screening levels. The reported arsenic concentrations for the 19 soil

samples were within the range of naturally occurring concentrations.

Only one OCP (dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane or “DDT”) was detected in one of 19 soil samples
collected. DDT was detected in this sample at a concentration of 2.6 micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg),
which is three orders of magnitude less than the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s
health risk-based Regional Screening Level (RSL) for DDT in residential soil of 1,900 ug/kg
(USEPA, 2020). We concluded that no further environmental assessment of the 90-acre property

appeared to be warranted at that time (Geocon, 2014).
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3.8.3 Phase | ESA Update and Limited Phase Il ESA, Creekview Property —
December 14, 2018

Our Phase I ESA update of the Creekview Property, which included the Site, revealed no evidence of
RECs in connection with the property and the Site. We also performed a limited Phase II ESA, which
included collection of surface soil samples at 25 locations on the portion of the property north of
Pleasant Grove Creek, which included Lot C-40, and analysis of the samples for OCPs and arsenic.
OCPs were not detected in any of the soil samples. Arsenic was detected in 19 of the 25 soil samples at
concentrations ranging from 1.1 to 1.6 mg/kg all of which were within the range of background arsenic
concentrations in soil. We concluded that no further environmental assessment of the property

appeared to be warranted at that time (Geocon, 2018).

3.8.4 Phase | ESA Update, Creekview Property — September 21, 2020

Our 2020 Phase I ESA update of the Creekview property, which included the Site, revealed no
evidence of RECs in connection with the property and the Site. We concluded that no further

environmental assessment of the property appeared to be warranted at that time (Geocon, 2020).

3.8.5 Phase | ESA Update, Creekview Property Lots C-40 and C-43 — November 30, 2021

Our 2021 Phase I ESA update revealed no evidence of RECs in connection with the Site. We

concluded that no further assessment of the Site appeared to be warranted at that time (Geocon, 2021).

4.0 RECORDS REVIEW

This section summarizes information we obtained from readily available agency records pertaining to

the Site and properties and facilities in the vicinity of the Site.

4.1 Standard Environmental Record Sources

EDR searched federal, state, and local environmental databases for the Site and properties/facilities
within one mile of the Site. The following table lists the databases that were searched that list
properties/facilities and the number of properties/facilities listed. Other databases searched that do not
list any properties/facilities are not included in the table. A copy of the report: The EDR Radius Map
Report with GeoCheck, dated December 27, 2022, is in Appendix C.

Search Number of
Database Name Radius Listines
(Miles) g
STATE, LOCAL, AND TRIBAL DATABASES
State and Tribal Hazardous Waste Facilities (EnviroStor) ‘ 1.0 ‘ 3
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411 Site

The Site is not listed on any of the databases searched by EDR.

4.1.2 Offsite Properties

No properties or facilities within ¥ miles of the Site are not listed on the databases searched by EDR.
The nearest property or facility to the Site is W-70 Elementary School approximately 3,480 feet
southwest of the Site. This school is listed on the EnviroStor and SCH (School Property Evaluation
Program) databases. No releases were reported for this school on these databases. Given this school’s
distance from the Site and that no releases were reported at it, this school is unlikely to have caused an
REC at the Site.

4.2 Orphan Summary

EDR’s Orphan Summary identifies facilities that have incomplete address information and could not be

specifically plotted. No properties or facilities are listed on the Orphan Summary.

4.3 Other Environmental Record Sources

4.3.1 GeoTracker and EnviroStor

We searched for information available on GeoTracker (GeoTracker) online environmental data
management system (http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov) and the DTSC EnviroStor online
environmental data management system (http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/) for information
regarding documented environmental assessment and cleanup at the Site and/or properties/facilities
within % mile of the Site. GeoTracker and the DTSC EnviroStor does not have information
regarding documented environmental assessment or cleanup at the Site and/or properties/facilities

within ¥ mile of the Site.

4.3.2 Placer County

We submitted online requests to the Placer County Environmental Health Department (PCEHD) and
the Air Pollution Control District, for records pertaining to the use, storage, disposal, or any releases
of or violations related to hazardous substances and/or petroleum at the Site. We received an
automated email reply, on December 29, 2022, indicating that those agencies have no records
pertaining to the Site. We submitted an email request to the Placer County Agricultural
Commissioner for any records pertaining to the Site. Darryl Mitani, Supervising Agricultural
Inspector, responded that they have no records of pesticide applications for the Site for the preceding

three years from January 9, 2023.
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4.3.3 City of Roseville

We submitted an online request to the City of Roseville for any records pertaining to the use, storage,
disposal, or any releases of or violations related to hazardous substances and/or petroleum products at
the Site. Blair Hutchinson, City Clerk Technician, indicated on January 6, 2023, that the city’s search
showed no records pertaining to the Site.

4.3.4 California Geologic Energy Management Division

The California Geologic Energy Management Division’s (CalGEM) online mapping system (Well

Finder) does not show any oil, gas, or hydrothermal wells or fields within the vicinity of the Site.

4.3.5 National Pipeline Mapping System

The National Pipeline Mapping System (NPMS) online mapping system identifies a natural gas pipeline
approximately 1,200 feet south of the Site, terminating at the Roseville Energy Park. The NPMS does not
show any other natural gas or liquid petroleum pipelines on or within % mile of the Site (USDOT, 2020).

5.0 HISTORICAL USE

We evaluated the historical use of the Site and adjacent properties through review of historical aerial
photographs, topographic maps, and city directories provided by EDR. This section summarizes

information obtained from these sources.

5.1 Aerial Photographs

EDR provided historical aerial photographs for the years 1937, 1947, 1952, 1962, 1966, 1975, 1984,
1993, 1998, 2006, 2009, 2012, and 2016 (Appendix D), and we reviewed Google Earth imagery for the
years 2017 through 2021. The following table summarizes our observations of the Site and adjoining

and adjacent properties on the historical aerial photographs.

Observations

Year
Site Adjoining and Adjacent Properties

The Site appears to have been dry farmed | The adjoining and adjacent properties were
for livestock grains (i.e., wheat and/or | similar dry-farmed fields and/or livestock
1937 barley). grazing land. Pleasant Grove Creek was present
south of Lot C-40 and northeast of Lot C-43. An

(17=5007) unimproved road (currently Blue Oaks
Boulevard) was adjoining to the south of Lot C-
43,
1947 Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
(1”7 =500") in the 1937 photograph. 1937 photograph.
1952 The Site appears to have been livestock | Adjoining and adjacent properties appear to
(17 =500") grazing land. have been livestock grazing land.
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Observations
Year
Site Adjoining and Adjacent Properties
Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
1962 in the 1952 photograph. 1952 photograph except adjoining and adjacent
(1”=500") properties north of Lot C-40 are shown on the
1962 photograph.
Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
1966 in the 1962 photograph. 1962 photograph except irrigated farmed-fields
(1”=500%) appear to have been present beyond Pleasant
Grove Creek southwest of Lot C-40.
Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
1975 )
17 = 500° in the 1966 photograph except a seasonal | 1966 photograph, except structures were present
(17= ) pond was present on Lot C-43. southwest, south, and east of Lot C-43.
Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
1984 in the 1975 photograph except structures | 1975 photograph except additional structures
(1”=500) were present in the eastern portion of Lot | were present southwest-southeast of Lot C-43.
C-43.
Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
1993 in the 1984 photograph except irrigated | 1984 photograph except irrigated farmed-fields
(1”=500) farmed-fields was present in the central | was north-west of Lot C-43.
and western portions of Lot C-43.
Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
1998 in the 1993 photograph except the central | 1993 photograph except the land north and west
(1”=500) and western portions of Lot C-43 appears | of Lot C-43 appears to be fallow.
to be fallow.
Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
2006 in the 1998 photograph. 1998 photograph except the Roseville Energy
17 = 500° Park (appears to have been under construction)
(a7= ) was beyond the undeveloped land south of Lot
C-43.
Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
2009 in the 2006 photograph. 2006 photograph except the Roseville Energy
(17 =500") Park south of Lot C-43 appears to have been
completed.
2012 Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
(1”7 =500") in the 2009 photograph. 2009 photograph.
2016 Conditions were similar to those observed | Conditions were similar to those observed in the
(17 =500") in the 2012 photograph. 2012 photograph.
Conditions were similar to those observed | Adjacent and adjoining properties appear to
in the 2016 photographs except the | have been graded. Blue Oaks Boulevard and
2018-2021 structures on Lot C-43 were no longer | Westbrook Boulevard, south and west of Lot C-
(Google Earth) | present after 2018. The Site appears to | 43 respectively, appear to have been paved. A
have been graded after 2019. solar array was added to the Roseville Energy
Park.

The aerial photographs show that the Site was dry-farmed from as early as 1937 until sometime prior to
1952. Lot C-43 was used as irrigated farmed-fields from as early as 1993 to sometime prior to 1998. As
described in Section 3.8.2, we performed a Phase 11 ESA (Geocon, 2014) of an approximate 90-acre
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portion of the Creekview Property, which included the Site, to assess shallow soil for the potential

presence of OCPs and arsenic. DDT was only detected in one soil sample at a concentration

significantly less than the RSL for residential soil and arsenic concentrations were within the range of

naturally occurring background concentrations. These findings suggest that the past agricultural use of

the Site observed on the aerial photographs is unlikely to have caused an REC on the Site.

5.2 Topographic Maps

EDR provided historical topographic maps for the years 1891, 1892, 1893, 1910, 1941, 1942, 1953,
1967, 1975, 1981, 1992, and 2012 (Appendix E). The following table summarizes our observations of
the Site and adjoining and adjacent properties on the historical topographic maps.

Year

Observations

Site

Adjoining and Adjacent Properties

1891, 1892, and

No features or land uses are depicted on
the Site.

No features or land uses are depicted on the
adjoining and adjacent properties. Pleasant

depicted on this map.

1 112859(3) 00) Grove Creek is depicted south of Lot C-40
’ and north of Lot C-43.
1910 Conditions depicted are similar to those | An unimproved road is depicted south of Lot
(1:31,680) on the 1891, 1892, and 1893 maps. C-43.
1941 and 1942 | Conditions depicted are similar to those | Conditions depicted are similar to those on the
(1:62,500) on the 1910 map. 1910 map.
1953 Conditions depicted are similar to those | Conditions depicted are similar to those on the
(1:24.000) on the 1941 and 1942 maps. 1941 and 19{12 maps except a well is depicted
’ west of the Site.
1967 Conditions depicted are similar to those | Conditions depicted are similar to those on the
(1:24.000) on the 1953 map. 1953 photograph exce?pt the well is no longer
’ depicted west of the Site.
1975 The Site is in depicted on the 1975 map. | Adjoining and adjacent properties are not
(1:24,000) depicted on the 1975 map.
Conditions depicted are similar to those | Conditions depicted are similar to those in the
1981 in the 1.967 map except two structures 1967 map except a pond is depicted southeast
(1:24.000) are depicted in the eastern portion of | of Lot C-43 and structures are depicted
’ Parcel C-43. northeast, southeast, south, and southwest of
Lot C-43.
1992 The Site is not depicted on the 1992 | Adjoining and adjacent properties are not
(1:24,000) map. depicted on the 1992 map.
2012 Conditions depicted are similar to those | Conditions depicted are similar to those iI.l the
(1:24.000) in the 1981 map except no structures are | 1981 map except structures are not depicted

on this map.

The topographic maps do not depict land uses or development that would suggest the use, storage, or

disposal of hazardous substances and/or petroleum products on the Site or adjoining and adjacent properties.

Geocon Project No. $9578-05-37D -15-

January 11, 2023
Revised March 3, 2023



5.3 City Directories

EDR prepared an abstract of city directories including city, cross reference, and telephone directory
listings (Appendix F) with information provided for approximate 5-year intervals, if available, from
1963 to 2017. The city directories do not identify any property owners or businesses for the Site. The
nearest business listed on the city directories is greater than 2.9 miles from the Site and therefore is
unlikely to have caused an REC at the Site.

6.0 SITE RECONNAISSANCE

This section summarizes our observations of the Site and surrounding properties made during

the site reconnaissance.

6.1 Methodology and Limiting Conditions

Chris Bates, Senior Staff Scientist with Geocon, performed the site reconnaissance on
December 22, 2022, by walking throughout the Site to observe site features and conditions.
Mr. Bates performed the offsite survey by observing adjacent properties from the Site. Weather on
the day of the site reconnaissance was overcast with temperatures in the low 40s°F. Photographs of

various site features and offsite properties are appended.

6.2 Site Setting

The Site is situated in an area of similar graded land some of which is being developed

with residential housing.

6.3 Onsite Survey

Lot C-40 is graded land with a construction staging area, in the central and southern portion (Photo 1).
We observed stormwater piping, manhole covers, christic boxes, and other miscellaneous items in the
southern portion of the Lot C-40 (Photo 2 and 3). Stockpiles of rock and dirt and mulch are in the southern
and western portion of the Lot C-40 (Photos 4 and 5). Construction debris such as pallets, plywood, plastic

wrap, piping, and other miscellaneous are in the central southern portion of Lot (Photo 6).

Lot C-43 is graded and vacant land (Photo 7). A materials and trash pile is present in the southern
portion of the lot (Photo 8). Various utility boxes are present along the southern boundary of Lot C-43
including a water pipeline blow off valve, electrical, streetlight, and telecom utility boxes (Photos 9
through 10). Recycled water and water pipeline blowoff valves are present along the northwestern
boundary of Lot C-43(Photo 11) and stormwater drains in the northwestern portion (Photo 12). A
stormwater infiltration basin is present at the southwestern boundary of Lot C-43 (Photo 13). We

found no evidence of the former water supply well on Lot C-43.

We did not observe evidence of RECs on the Site.
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6.4 Offsite Survey

The adjoining and nearby properties around Lot C-40 consist of the following:

e South — Pleasant Grove Creek, beyond which are open-space land and land under development
for single-family residences (Photo 14)

e West — Westbrook Boulevard beyond which is a soundwall and development of residential
infrastructure (Photo 15)

e North — Graded roadways beyond which is infrastructure development (Photo 16).

e East — Graded roadways beyond which are graded lots for residential development and utilities
(Photo 17)

The adjoining and nearby properties around Lot C-43 consist of the following:

e South — Blue Oaks Boulevard and the Roseville Energy Park (Photo 18)

e East — on the southern portion, a vacant lot and a well site (Photo 19); and in the northern
portion, a recreational trail and Pleasant Grove Creek (Photo 20)

e North — A walking trail beyond which are Pleasant Grove Creek and single-family residences
(Photo 21)

e  West — Lower Bank Drive, with vacant land and single-family residences (Photo 22).

We did not observe evidence of RECs on the adjoining properties around Lots C-40 and C-43.

7.0 INTERVIEWS

Mr. Porter completed the Site owner/occupant questionnaire regarding his knowledge of the past and present
use of the Site and the potential for impacts related to the use, storage, or disposal of hazardous substances

and/or petroleum products on the Site. A copy of the Site owner/occupant questionnaire is in Appendix G.

Mr. Porter indicated that Anthem United Homes, Inc. has owned the Site since May 2019. He stated
that the site lots have been graded and have no structures on them. Mr. Porter indicated that Lot C-40 is
vacant and that a portion of it is being used by the grading contractor to temporarily store buildings

materials and equipment.

He indicated that prior to grading, the Site was vacant and not used for any purpose. Mr. Porter
indicated that the Site is intended for high-density residential development consistent with the

Creekview Specific Plan.

Mr. Porter indicated that three prior environmental assessment reports were conducted on the Site, a
Phase I ESA in May 2013 (Geocon, 2013), a Phase I ESA update and Limited Phase II ESA in
December 2018 (Geocon, 2018). These reports are summarized in Section 3.8. Mr. Porter is not aware
of any environmental issues related to the Site or the adjacent properties.
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8.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

We have performed a Phase I ESA update, in general conformance with the scope and limitations of
ASTM Designation E1527-21 of Lots C-40 and C-43 within the Creekview property in Roseville,

California. Exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are described in Section 1.4 of this report.

The Phase I ESA update has revealed no evidence of RECs in connection with the Site. No further

environmental investigation of the Site appears to be warranted at this time.
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10.0 QUALIFICATIONS

This Phase I ESA report was prepared by Chris Bates and Matthew Tidwell, PG. Mr. Bates is a Senior
Staff Scientist with a Bachelor of Science degree in Geoscience and has worked on a variety of
environmental assessment projects.

Mr. Tidwell has 13 years of experience performing Phase I and Phase II ESAs, subsurface drilling
methods, soil and groundwater sampling, and groundwater monitoring well installations, development,
and sampling. He is also responsible for preparation of reports, work plans, health and safety plans,
quarterly groundwater monitoring reports, and site cleanup plans. Mr. Tidwell has performed Phase I and
IT ESAs on several commercial, industrial, agricultural, and residential properties throughout California.

I declare that, to the best of my professional knowledge and belief, I meet the definition of
environmental professional as defined in §312.10 of 40 CFR 312 and I have the specific qualifications
based on education, training, and experience to assess a property of the nature, history, and setting of
the subject property. I have developed and performed the all appropriate inquiries investigation in
conformance with the standards and practices set forth in 40 CFR Part 312.

Matthew Tidwell, PG
Project Geologist

Geocon Project No. $9578-05-37D -20 - January 11, 2023
Revised March 3, 2023
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Photo No. 2 Manhole covers and miscellaneous items in southern portion of Lot C-40

PHOTOS NO. 1 & 2
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poion of Lot C-40

PHOTOS NO. 3 & 4
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Photo No. 6 Pallets, plastic wrap, plywood, piping, and other miscellaneous construction debris in
central portion of Lot C-40

PHOTOS NO. 5 & 6
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hoto N. 8 SII atrials and trash pe in te southern portion of Lot C-43

PHOTOS NO. 7 & 8
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Photo No. 9 Water piplne blowoff valve in southeastern portion of Lot C-43

Photo No. 10 Electrical, streetlight, and telecom utility boxes in southern portion of Lot C-43
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PHOTOS NO. 9 & 10
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Photo No. 11 Wer pipeline and recycled water blow off vIves in northwestrn portion of Lot C-43

Photo No. 12 Stormwater drain in northwestern boundary of Lot C-43

PHOTOS NO. 11 & 12
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F’hoto No. 13 Small stormwter infiltration basi in sotheastern portion of Lot C-43
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Photo No. 14 View to the southeast of Lot C-40 of Pleasant Grove Creek beyond is vacant land
and residential developments

PHOTOS NO. 13 & 14
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Photo No. 15 View to the northeast of Lot C-40 of Westbrook BouIéVard beyond which is a soundwall
and development of residential infrastructure

=

Photo No. 16 View to the north of Lot C-40 of graded roadways beyond which is development of
of residential infrastructure

PHOTOS NO. 15 & 16
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Photo No. 17 View to the east of Lot C-40 of graded roadway beyond which are graded lots and utilities

Photo No. 18 View to the south of Lot C-43 of Blue Oaks Boulevard, with Roseville Energy Park beyond

PHOTOS NO. 17 & 18
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Photo No. 20 View to the east of Lot C-43, on the northern portion, a recreational trail with
Pleasant Grove Creek beyond

PHOTOS NO. 19 & 20
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Photo No. 21 View to the north of Lot C-43 of walking pafh and single-family residences

Photo No. 22 View to the west of Lot C-43 of Lower Bank Drive with vacant land and single-family residences
beyond

PHOTOS NO. 21 & 22
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10.

11.

12.

User Questionnaire

What is the purpose of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment? What is the planned use?
Acquisition of properties for the construction of multifamily affordable housing apartment home
communities.

Who is the property owner(s)?
Anthem United

Are you aware of any environmental cleanup liens against the property that are filed or recorded
under federal, tribal, state, or local law?
No

Are you aware of any activity and land use limitations, such as engineering controls, land use
restrictions or institutional controls that are in place for the site and/or have been filed or recorded
in a registry under federal, tribal, state, or local law?

No

Do you have any specialized knowledge related to the property or nearby properties?
No specialized knowledge of the properties

Does the purchase price reasonably reflect the fair market value of the property?
Yes

Do you know the past uses of the property?
No

What is the planned use of the property?
Affordable Housing apartment homes; inclusionary housing for the specific plan area.

Do you know of specific chemicals that are present or once were present at the property?
No

Do you know of spills or other chemical releases that have taken place at the property?
No

Do you know of any environmental cleanups that have taken place at the property?
No

Do you know whether any helpful documents exist and, if so, whether copies can and will be
provided for this assessment? These documents may include: Phase I or I Environmental Site
Assessment reports, environmental compliance audit reports, environmental permits, registrations
for underground or aboveground storage tanks, registrations for underground injection systems, or
any other documents related to the property.

Previous environmental reports for the specific plan area prepared by Geocon.

This questionnaire was completed by:

Name: Hannah Tamari

Title: Development Project Associate
Phone

number: 916.724.3833

Date: 12/20/2022

Signature: W /amare
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Westbrook Blvd/Blue Oaks Blvd
Westbrook Blvd/Blue Oaks Blvd
Roseville, CA 95747

Inquiry Number: 7212890.2s
December 27, 2022

The EDR Radius Map™ Report

6 Armstrong Road, 4th floor
Shelton, CT 06484
® Toll Free: 800.352.0050
E DR www.edrnet.com

FORM-LBF-KKT
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Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data
Resources, LLC. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist
from other sources. This Report is provided on an "AS IS", "AS AVAILABLE" basis. NO WARRANTY EXPRESS OR IMPLIED IS MADE
WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, LLC AND ITS SUBSIDIARIES,
AFFILIATES AND THIRD PARTY SUPPLIERS DISCLAIM ALL WARRANTIES, OF ANY KIND OR NATURE, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED,
ARISING OUT OF OR RELATED TO THIS REPORT OR ANY OF THE DATA AND INFORMATION PROVIDED IN THIS REPORT,
INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, ANY WARRANTIES REGARDING ACCURACY, QUALITY, CORRECTNESS, COMPLETENESS,
COMPREHENSIVENESS, SUITABILITY, MERCHANTABILITY, FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE, TITLE, NON-INFRINGEMENT,
MISAPPROPRIATION, OR OTHERWISE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, LLC OR ITS SUBSIDIARIES, AFFILIATES OR THIRD PARTY SUPPLIERS BE LIABLE TO ANYONE FOR ANY DIRECT,
INCIDENTAL, INDIRECT, SPECIAL, CONSEQUENTIAL OR OTHER DAMAGES OF ANY TYPE OR KIND (INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED
TO LOSS OF PROFITS, LOSS OF USE, OR LOSS OF DATA) INFORMATION PROVIDED IN THIS REPORT. Any analyses, estimates,
ratings, environmental risk levels, or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to
provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property.
Only an assessment performed by a qualified environmental professional can provide findings, opinions or conclusions regarding the
environmental risk or conditions in, on or at any property.

Copyright 2022 by Environmental Data Resources, LLC. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any
report or map of Environmental Data Resources, LLC, or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, LLC or its affiliates. All other
trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc (EDR).
The report was designed to assist parties seeking to meet the search requirements of EPA’s Standards
and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (40 CFR Part 312), the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments (E1527-21), the ASTM Standard Practice for Environmental Site
Assessments for Forestland or Rural Property (E 2247-16), the ASTM Standard Practice for Limited
Environmental Due Diligence: Transaction Screen Process (E 1528-14) or custom requirements developed
for the evaluation of environmental risk associated with a parcel of real estate.

TARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

WESTBROOK BLVD/BLUE OAKS BLVD
ROSEVILLE, CA 95747

COORDINATES

Latitude (North): 38.7959940 - 38" 47’ 45.57"
Longitude (West): 121.3828490 - 121" 22’ 58.25"
Universal Tranverse Mercator: Zone 10

UTM X (Meters): 640440.8

UTM Y (Meters): 4295172.5

Elevation: 84 ft. above sea level

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

Target Property Map: 12021637 PLEASANT GROVE, CA
Version Date: 2018

East Map: 12021643 ROSEVILLE, CA
Version Date: 2018

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY IN THIS REPORT

Portions of Photo from: 20140713, 20140810
Source: USDA

TC7212890.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 1



Target Property Address:

[ MAPPED SITES SUMMARY

WESTBROOK BLVD/BLUE OAKS BLVD

ROSEVILLE, CA 95747

Click on Map ID to see full detail.

MAP
ID

SITE NAME

ADDRESS

DATABASE ACRONYMS

RELATIVE  DIST (ft. & mi.)
ELEVATION DIRECTION

1
2
3

W-70 ELEMENTARY SCHO
ROSEVILLE CITY SD -
COMPREHENSIVE HIGH S

LOT 15 OF WESTPARK-P
PARCEL F-71 AT FIDDY
SOUTHWEST OF THE INT

ENVIROSTOR, SCH
ENVIROSTOR, SCH
ENVIROSTOR, SCH

Higher 3868, 0.733, SW
Higher 4003, 0.758, ENE
Higher 5073, 0.961, SSE

7212890.2s Page 2



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was not listed in any of the databases searched by EDR.

DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ("reasonably ascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the search radius around the target property for the
following databases:

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Lists of Federal NPL (Superfund) sites

NPL. .. National Priority List
Proposed NPL_______________. Proposed National Priority List Sites
NPLLIENS. . _______________ Federal Superfund Liens

Lists of Federal Delisted NPL sites
Delisted NPL_________________ National Priority List Deletions

Lists of Federal sites subject to CERCLA removals and CERCLA orders
FEDERAL FACILITY_________. Federal Facility Site Information listing

________________________ Superfund Enterprise Management System

Lists of Federal CERCLA sites with NFRAP
SEMS-ARCHIVE. ___________. Superfund Enterprise Management System Archive

Lists of Federal RCRA facilities undergoing Corrective Action
CORRACTS. ... ... Corrective Action Report

Lists of Federal RCRA TSD facilities
RCRA-TSDF.__ ... RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal

Lists of Federal RCRA generators

RCRA-LQG. ... RCRA - Large Quantity Generators

RCRA-SQG. ... RCRA - Small Quantity Generators

RCRA-VSQG____________.__.__. RCRA - Very Small Quantity Generators (Formerly Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity
Generators)

Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

________________________ Land Use Control Information System

TC7212890.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 3



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

US ENG CONTROLS________. Engineering Controls Sites List
US INST CONTROLS________ Institutional Controls Sites List
ERNS. ... Emergency Response Notification System

Lists of state- and tribal (Superfund) equivalent sites
RESPONSE__________________ State Response Sites

Lists of state and tribal landfills and solid waste disposal facilities
SWF/ILF. .. Solid Waste Information System

Lists of state and tribal leaking storage tanks

LUST. ... Geotracker's Leaking Underground Fuel Tank Report
INDIAN LUST_______________. Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
CPS-SLIC._______ ... Statewide SLIC Cases

Lists of state and tribal registered storage tanks

FEMAUST. _____ ... Underground Storage Tank Listing

UST. .. Active UST Facilities

AST. .. Aboveground Petroleum Storage Tank Facilities
INDIAN UST_________________. Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

Lists of state and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

VCP___ .. Voluntary Cleanup Program Properties
INDIANVCP_________________. Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing

Lists of state and tribal brownfield sites
BROWNFIELDS. .. __________. Considered Brownfieds Sites Listing

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists
US BROWNFIELDS. ________. A Listing of Brownfields Sites

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

WMUDS/SWAT______________. Waste Management Unit Database

SWRCY._ ... Recycler Database

HAULERS.__________________. Registered Waste Tire Haulers Listing

INDIANODL _____________.___. Report on the Status of Open Dumps on Indian Lands
DEBRISREGION 9. _________. Torres Martinez Reservation lllegal Dump Site Locations
ODl ... Open Dump Inventory

IHS OPEN DUMPS___________ Open Dumps on Indian Land

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites
USHISTCDL._.____________. Delisted National Clandestine Laboratory Register
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HIST Cal-Sites_______________. Historical Calsites Database

SCH. ... School Property Evaluation Program
CDL. ... Clandestine Drug Labs

Toxic Pits____________________. Toxic Pits Cleanup Act Sites

CERS HAZ WASTE.________. CERS HAZ WASTE

USCDL. . ... National Clandestine Laboratory Register

Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks

SWEEPSUST.______________. SWEEPS UST Listing

HISTUST. ... Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database
CERS TANKS. ______________. California Environmental Reporting System (CERS) Tanks
CAFIDUST.________________. Facility Inventory Database

Local Land Records

LIENS. _____ .. Environmental Liens Listing
LIENS 2. .. CERCLA Lien Information
DEED.___ .. Deed Restriction Listing

Records of Emergency Release Reports

HMIRS. ... Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
CHMIRS. ... California Hazardous Material Incident Report System
LDS. .. Land Disposal Sites Listing

MCS. . Military Cleanup Sites Listing
SPILLS90.__________________. SPILLS 90 data from FirstSearch

RCRA NonGen /NLR________. RCRA - Non Generators / No Longer Regulated

FUDS. ... Formerly Used Defense Sites

DOD. ... Department of Defense Sites

SCRD DRYCLEANERS..____. State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing

USFINASSUR._____________. Financial Assurance Information

EPAWATCHLIST.__________. EPA WATCH LIST

2020 COR ACTION. _________. 2020 Corrective Action Program List

TSCA .. Toxic Substances Control Act

TRIS. ... Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System

SSTS. .. Section 7 Tracking Systems

ROD.___ ... Records Of Decision

RMP. .. Risk Management Plans

RAATS. .. RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System

PRP.__ .. Potentially Responsible Parties

PADS. ... PCB Activity Database System

ICIS. .. Integrated Compliance Information System

FTTS .. FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide
Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)

MLTS. . Material Licensing Tracking System

COALASHDOE.____________. Steam-Electric Plant Operation Data

COALASHEPA ____________. Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List

PCB TRANSFORMER_______. PCB Transformer Registration Database

RADINFO___________________. Radiation Information Database

HISTFTTS. ... FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing

DOTOPS. .. ... Incident and Accident Data
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CONSENT.__________________ Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees

INDIAN RESERV_ ____________ Indian Reservations

FUSRAP.__ ... Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program
UMTRA .. Uranium Mill Tailings Sites

LEAD SMELTERS.__________. Lead Smelter Sites

USAIRS. ... Aerometric Information Retrieval System Facility Subsystem
USMINES._________________ Mines Master Index File

ABANDONED MINES_______. Abandoned Mines

FINDS. ... Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
ECHO.______ ... Enforcement & Compliance History Information

UXO. ... Unexploded Ordnance Sites

DOCKETHWC. _____________. Hazardous Waste Compliance Docket Listing

FUELS PROGRAM___________ EPA Fuels Program Registered Listing
PFASNPL.__________________. Superfund Sites with PFAS Detections Information
PFAS FEDERAL SITES.____. Federal Sites PFAS Information

PFASTSCA ___ . .. PFAS Manufacture and Imports Information

PFAS RCRA MANIFEST_____. PFAS Transfers Identified In the RCRA Database Listing
PFAS ATSDR.______________. PFAS Contamination Site Location Listing
PFASWQP__________________ Ambient Environmental Sampling for PFAS
PFASNPDES.______________. Clean Water Act Discharge Monitoring Information
PFASECHO._______________. Facilities in Industries that May Be Handling PFAS Listing

PFAS ECHO FIRE TRAINING Facilities in Industries that May Be Handling PFAS Listing
PFAS PART 139 AIRPORT. __ All Certified Part 139 Airports PFAS Information Listing

AQUEOUS FOAM NRC______. Aqueous Foam Related Incidents Listing
PFAS. . PFAS Contamination Site Location Listing
AQUEOUS FOAM.__________. Former Fire Training Facility Assessments Listing
CA BOND EXP. PLAN________ Bond Expenditure Plan
Cortese______________________. "Cortese" Hazardous Waste & Substances Sites List
CUPA Listings_______________. CUPA Resources List
DRYCLEANERS.____________. Cleaner Facilities

EMI .. Emissions Inventory Data

ENF. .. Enforcement Action Listing

Financial Assurance.________. Financial Assurance Information Listing

ICE. ... ICE

HISTCORTESE.____________. Hazardous Waste & Substance Site List
HWP_ . EnviroStor Permitted Facilities Listing

HWT .. Registered Hazardous Waste Transporter Database
HAZNET. . ... Facility and Manifest Data

MINES._____ . Mines Site Location Listing
CAPLACERCO.MS________. Master List of Facilities

MWMP___ ... Medical Waste Management Program Listing
NPDES .. NPDES Permits Listing

PESTLIC . _____ Pesticide Regulation Licenses Listing

PROC. ___ .. Certified Processors Database

Notify 65__ ... Proposition 65 Records

UlC. ... UIC Listing

UCGEO._______ . . ______. UIC GEO (GEOTRACKER)

WASTEWATER PITS._______. Oil Wastewater Pits Listing

WDS. .. Waste Discharge System

WIP ... Well Investigation Program Case List
MILITARY PRIV SITES....__. MILITARY PRIV SITES (GEOTRACKER)
PROJECT ____ ... PROJECT (GEOTRACKER)

WDR___ . Waste Discharge Requirements Listing
CIWQS. ... California Integrated Water Quality System
CERS.___ ... CERS
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NON-CASE INFO____________. NON-CASE INFO (GEOTRACKER)
OTHEROILGAS. ___________. OTHER OIL & GAS (GEOTRACKER)
PROD WATER PONDS______. PROD WATER PONDS (GEOTRACKER)
SAMPLING POINT. __________ SAMPLING POINT (GEOTRACKER)
WELL STIMPROJ.__________. Well Stimulation Project (GEOTRACKER)
HWTS. ... Hazardous Waste Tracking System
MINESMRDS_______________. Mineral Resources Data System

EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS

EDR Exclusive Records

EDRMGP_______ . __ EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
EDR Hist Auto________________ EDR Exclusive Historical Auto Stations
EDR Hist Cleaner.___________. EDR Exclusive Historical Cleaners

EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives

RGALF Recovered Government Archive Solid Waste Facilities List
RGALUST. . ... Recovered Government Archive Leaking Underground Storage Tank

SURROUNDING SITES: SEARCH RESULTS

Surrounding sites were identified in the following databases.

Elevations have been determined from the USGS Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated on
a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
should be field verified. Sites with an elevation equal to or higher than the target property have been
differentiated below from sites with an elevation lower than the target property.

Page numbers and map identification numbers refer to the EDR Radius Map report where detailed
data on individual sites can be reviewed.

Sites listed in bold italics are in multiple databases.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.
STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Lists of state- and tribal hazardous waste facilities

ENVIROSTOR: The Department of Toxic Substances Control’s (DTSC's) Site Mitigation and Brownfields

Reuse Program’s (SMBRP’s) EnviroStor database identifes sites that have known contamination or sites for which
there may be reasons to investigate further. The database includes the following site types: Federal
Superfund sites (National Priorities List (NPL)); State Response, including Military Facilities and State
Superfund; Voluntary Cleanup; and School sites. EnviroStor provides similar information to the information

that was available in CalSites, and provides additional site information, including, but not limited to,
identification of formerly-contaminated properties that have been released for reuse, properties where
environmental deed restrictions have been recorded to prevent inappropriate land uses, and risk
characterization information that is used to assess potential impacts to public health and the environment at
contaminated sites.

A review of the ENVIROSTOR list, as provided by EDR, and dated 07/25/2022 has revealed that there are

TC7212890.2s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 7



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

3 ENVIROSTOR sites within approximately 1 mile of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address

W-70 ELEMENTARY SCHO LOT 15 OF WESTPARK-P
Facility 1d: 60002124

Status: No Action Required

ROSEVILLE CITY SD -
Facility 1d: 60002615
Status: No Action Required

COMPREHENSIVE HIGH S
Facility I1d: 31020006
Status: No Action Required

PARCEL F-71 AT FIDDY

SOUTHWEST OF THE INT

Direction / Distance Map ID  Page
SW 1/2 - 1 (0.733 mi.) 1 9
ENE 1/2 - 1 (0.758 mi.) 2 11
SSE 1/2-1(0.961mi.) 3 13
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There were no unmapped sites in this report.
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search

Distance Target Total
Database (Miles) Property <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS
Lists of Federal NPL (Superfund) sites
NPL 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Proposed NPL 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
NPL LIENS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Lists of Federal Delisted NPL sites
Delisted NPL 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Lists of Federal sites subject to
CERCLA removals and CERCLA orders
FEDERAL FACILITY 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
SEMS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Lists of Federal CERCLA sites with NFRAP
SEMS-ARCHIVE 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Lists of Federal RCRA facilities
undergoing Corrective Action
CORRACTS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Lists of Federal RCRA TSD facilities
RCRA-TSDF 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Lists of Federal RCRA generators
RCRA-LQG 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
RCRA-SQG 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
RCRA-VSQG 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
Federal institutional controls /
engineering controls registries
LUCIS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
US ENG CONTROLS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
US INST CONTROLS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Federal ERNS list
ERNS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
Lists of state- and tribal
(Superfund) equivalent sites
RESPONSE 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Lists of state- and tribal
hazardous waste facilities
ENVIROSTOR 1.000 0 0 0 3 NR 3
Lists of state and tribal landfills
and solid waste disposal facilities
SWEFI/LF 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
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Search

Distance Target Total
Database (Miles) Property <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
Lists of state and tribal leaking storage tanks
LUST 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
INDIAN LUST 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
CPS-SLIC 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Lists of state and tribal registered storage tanks
FEMA UST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
UST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
AST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
INDIAN UST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
Lists of state and tribal voluntary cleanup sites
VCP 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
INDIAN VCP 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Lists of state and tribal brownfield sites
BROWNFIELDS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS
Local Brownfield lists
US BROWNFIELDS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Local Lists of Landfill / Solid
Waste Disposal Sites
WMUDS/SWAT 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
SWRCY 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
HAULERS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
INDIAN ODI 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
DEBRIS REGION 9 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
ODI 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
IHS OPEN DUMPS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Local Lists of Hazardous waste /
Contaminated Sites
US HIST CDL 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
HIST Cal-Sites 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
SCH 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
CDL 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
Toxic Pits 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
CERS HAZ WASTE 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
US CDL 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks
SWEEPS UST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
HIST UST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
CERS TANKS 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
CA FID UST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
Local Land Records
LIENS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
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Search

Distance Total
Database (Miles) <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
LIENS 2 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
DEED 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Records of Emergency Release Reports
HMIRS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
CHMIRS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
LDS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
MCS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
SPILLS 90 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
Other Ascertainable Records
RCRA NonGen / NLR 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
FUDS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
DOD 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
SCRD DRYCLEANERS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
US FIN ASSUR 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
EPA WATCH LIST 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
2020 COR ACTION 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
TSCA 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
TRIS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
SSTS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
ROD 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
RMP 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
RAATS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
PRP 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
PADS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
ICIS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
FTTS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
MLTS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
COAL ASH DOE 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
COAL ASH EPA 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
PCB TRANSFORMER 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
RADINFO 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
HIST FTTS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
DOT OPS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
CONSENT 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
INDIAN RESERV 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
FUSRAP 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
UMTRA 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
LEAD SMELTERS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
US AIRS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
US MINES 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
ABANDONED MINES 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
FINDS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
ECHO 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
UXO 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
DOCKET HWC 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
FUELS PROGRAM 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
PFAS NPL 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
PFAS FEDERAL SITES 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
PFAS TSCA 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
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Search

Distance Target Total
Database (Miles) Property <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
PFAS RCRA MANIFEST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
PFAS ATSDR 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
PFAS WQP 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
PFAS NPDES 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
PFAS ECHO 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
PFAS ECHO FIRE TRAINING®.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
PFAS PART 139 AIRPORT 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
AQUEOUS FOAM NRC 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
PFAS 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
AQUEOUS FOAM TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
CA BOND EXP. PLAN 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Cortese 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
CUPA Listings 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
DRYCLEANERS 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
EMI 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
ENF 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
Financial Assurance 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
ICE 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
HIST CORTESE 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
HWP 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
HWT 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
HAZNET 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
MINES 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
CA PLACER CO. MS 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
MWMP 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
NPDES 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
PEST LIC 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
PROC 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
Notify 65 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
uic 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
UIC GEO 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
WASTEWATER PITS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
WDS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
WIP 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
MILITARY PRIV SITES 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
PROJECT 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
WDR 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
CIWQs 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
CERS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
NON-CASE INFO 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
OTHER OIL GAS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
PROD WATER PONDS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
SAMPLING POINT 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
WELL STIM PROJ 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
HWTS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
MINES MRDS 0.001 0 NR NR NR NR 0
EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS
EDR Exclusive Records
EDR MGP 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
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Search

Distance Target Total
Database (Miles) Property <1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2-1 >1 Plotted
EDR Hist Auto 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0
EDR Hist Cleaner 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0

EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archive