
STANISLAUS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

October 15, 2026 

STAFF REPORT

USE PERMIT APPLICATION NO. PLN2024-0070 
HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH  

REQUEST: TO EXPAND AN EXISTING CHURCH FACILITY, IN SIX PHASES, BY A 
TOTAL OF 42,469± SQUARE FEET, ALLOWING FOR THE 
CONSTRUCTION OF CLASSROOM BUILDINGS, A NEW SANCTUARY 
BUILDING, ACCESSORY BUILDINGS AND OUTDOOR 
IMPROVEMENTS, AND A NEW MONUMENT SIGN. THE PROJECT 
SITE CONSISTS OF TWO PARCELS, A 1.24± ACRE PARCEL 
LOCATED IN THE RURAL RESIDENTIAL (R-A) ZONING DISTRICT 
AND A 7.62± ACRE PARCEL LOCATED IN THE GENERAL 
AGRICULTURE (A-2-10) ZONING DISTRICT. 

APPLICATION INFORMATION 

Applicant/Property owner: Hickman Community Church 
Agent:  Justin Capp, Justin W Capp Engineering 
Location: 854 I Street, between Lake Road and 4th 

Street, in the Community of Hickman 
Section, Township, Range: 3-4-11
Supervisorial District: District Two (Supervisor Chiesa)
Assessor’s Parcel: 019-047-012 and 019-047-013
Referrals:  See Exhibit G

Environmental Review Referrals
Area of Parcel(s): 019-047-012: 7.62± acres

019-047-013: 1.24± acres
Water Supply: Public water (City of Waterford)
Sewage Disposal: Private septic system
General Plan Designation: 019-047-012: Agriculture

019-047-013: Low Density Residential
Community Plan Designation: 019-047-012: N/A

019-047-013: Residential
Existing Zoning: 019-047-012: General Agriculture (A-2-

10)
019-047-013: Rural Residential (R-A)

Sphere of Influence: N/A 
Williamson Act Contract No.: N/A 
Environmental Review: Mitigated Negative Declaration 
Present Land Use: Hickman Community Church 
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Surrounding Land Use: Single-family dwellings in all directions; 

the Community of Hickman to the west 
and south; Irrigated cropland to the 
north and east; Tuolumne River and the 
City of Waterford to the north; and 
Hickman Community Charter school to 
the south     

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends the Planning Commission approve this request, based on the 
discussion below and on the whole of the record provided to the County.  If the Planning 
Commission decides to approve the project, Exhibit A provides an overview of the 
findings and actions required for project approval.   
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
The project is a request to expand an existing church facility, in six phases, by a total of 
42,469± square feet, allowing for the construction of classroom buildings, a new square-
foot sanctuary building, accessory buildings and outdoor improvements, and a new 
monument sign.  To make room for the expansion, the project includes the demolition of 
7,491± square feet of existing structures.  The project is also proposing to obtain 
permits for several structures that were installed without building permits including: four 
25-foot-tall light poles, which were installed around the basketball court; multiple 
canopies; two modular classrooms; and a tent used for outdoor services (see Exhibit B-
8 - Proposed Site Plan).  
 
Hickman Community Church was first established in the Community of Hickman in 1891 
and, over the past 35 years, has expanded through various land use permits.  Use 
Permit No. 2000-10 – Hickman Community Church, approved by the Planning 
Commission on January 4, 2001, allowed for the church to extend beyond the R-A 
zoning district, with development of up to 46,245 square feet of structures and 5.43± 
acres of outdoor improvements on the project site, including athletic fields, an 
amphitheater, drainage basins, and open space areas.  Subsequent staff approval 
permits have downscaled the approved development.  At present, the church facility has 
been improved with 28,865± square feet of buildings including: five classroom buildings 
, an 1,831± square-foot sanctuary building, a 4,195± square-foot multipurpose building, 
two storage buildings, a basketball court, a playground, seven canopy structures, and a 
tent for outdoor services.   
 
The current six phase development request is proposed to occur over the course of five 
years and will consist of the following (structures are labeled by letters on Exhibit B-8 - 
Proposed Site Plan): 
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• Phase 1: Renovation of an existing classroom and dining area to allow for 
expansion of the commercial kitchen (building XB); permitting of structures that 
were installed without permits including a modular classroom building (XU), four 
25-foot-tall freestanding light poles surrounding the basketball court, and two 
300± square-foot canopies (B) along the entrance to an existing 4,195± square-
foot multipurpose building (XE); installation of a new 36.83± square-foot (8.5 feet 
wide by 4.33 feet tall) monument sign (see Exhibit B-9 - Monument Sign Plans); 
and construction of a two-story, 4,800± square-foot classroom building (A).   

• Phase 2: Demolition of two canopies (XP and XQ); construction of 32 additional 
parking stalls; and construction of two restrooms (C), 300± square feet each in 
size.   

• Phase 3: Demolition of the 4,000± square-foot tent used for large service events 
(XR); construction of a new parking lot in place of the existing baseball field; 
construction of a new 9,700± square-foot sanctuary building (D) with a capacity 
to seat 600; and construction of a two-story, 3,800± square-foot classroom 
building (E). 

• Phase 4: Construction of a two-story, 19,020± square-foot classroom building; 
construction of a 700± square-foot kitchen (G) for the multi-purpose building; 
construction of a 2,000± square-foot storage building (F); as well as demolition of 
three modular classrooms (XS, XT, and XU).   

• Phase 5: Construction of a two-story, 5,600± square-foot classroom building (J).   
• Phase 6: Demolition of an existing storage building; construction of a 1,000± 

square-foot picnic canopy (L); and construction of two storage buildings, 440± 
(M) and 1,700± (K) square feet in size.   

 
The Church’s existing days and hours of service will remain the same; which are 
Sunday through Saturday from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. with the exceptions of Easter, 
Christmas, and New Years (when the Church is permitted to operate from sunrise to 
1:30 a.m.).  On-site activities consist of Sunday morning and evening church services, 
Sunday morning Bible study classes, and Wednesday evening Bible study classes.  The 
church is permitted and will continue to host three two-day conferences per year, and 
four to six weddings and funerals per year.   
 
The large tent (building XR) was installed approximately five years ago without building 
permits; it is installed in the spring and is taken down at the end of the summer, and has 
been utilized to host outdoor services for up to 380 people, which includes use of a PA 
system.  Under the current land use entitlements, outdoor services are not permitted; 
with this request, the church will have the authorization to continue the monthly outdoor 
large service events they have been hosting in the tent and hold an additional three to 
five outdoor social events per year for members of the church.  Use of the tent for social 
events would occur on Fridays or Saturdays between the hours of approximately 6:00 
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p.m. to 7:30 p.m. with an expected attendance of up to 100 people.  The PA system is 
proposed to continue being used as part of large service events but will not be used as 
part of these outdoor social events.  This project also includes a request to keep the tent 
up year round, which will require a building permit be obtained. The tent is proposed to 
be demolished in Phase 3, at which point all events will be moved indoors.   
 
The number of attendees for church services are anticipated to be expanded up to a 
total of 600 parishioners from the previously approved 400, as a result of the proposed 
sanctuary building being constructed.  Additionally, it is anticipated the number of 
Sunday school and Wednesday Bible study students will increase from 100 and 120 to 
200 and 240, respectively.  Use of the facility is and will continue to be for members of 
the church and will not be available to the general public. 
 
This use permit application was submitted in response to an active Code Enforcement 
case for unpermitted installation of two modular classroom buildings and construction of 
seven canopy structures on-site (Code Enforcement Case No. CE 24-0038). 
 
SITE DESCRIPTION 
 
The project site is located at 854 I Street, between Lake Road and 4th Street, in the 
Community of Hickman.  The site is currently improved with a baseball field, parking 
areas, and 28,865± square feet of existing buildings including five classroom buildings, 
an 1,831± square-foot sanctuary building, a 4,195± square-foot multipurpose building, 
two storage buildings, a basketball court, a playground, multiple shade structures, and a 
tent for outdoor services.  The site has existing light poles within the parking area, 
landscaped planters along the parking areas, and basketball court.  The site is currently 
enclosed with seven-foot-tall chain-link perimeter fencing.  The project site consists of 
two parcels, a 1.24± acre parcel (APN 019-047-013) located in the Rural Residential (R-
A) zoning district and a 7.62± acre parcel (APN 019-047-012) located in the General 
Agriculture (A-2-10) zoning district.   
 
The project site is surrounded by single-family dwellings in all directions; the Community 
of Hickman to the west and south, irrigated cropland to the north and east, Tuolumne 
River and the City of Waterford to the north, and the Hickman Community Charter 
school to the south.   
 
ISSUES 
 
The following issues have been identified as part of the review of the project:   
 
As discussed in the Project Description section, the subject application was submitted to 
correct a code enforcement violation (Code Enforcement Case No. CE 24-0038) for 
unpermitted installation of two modular classroom buildings and construction of seven 
canopy structures on-site in December of 2023.  The subsequent application was 
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submitted in July of 2024.  The modular classrooms and three of the unpermitted 
canopy structures are proposed to be demolished as part of Phases 2 through 4.  
Building permits will need to be obtained for the modular classroom buildings, light 
poles around the basketball court, and the remaining canopies on-site, including the tent 
structure used for large services (which is proposed to be demolished in Phase 3).  
Building permits have been submitted for one of the modular classrooms and the light 
poles but have not yet been issued pending the subject use permit.   
 
Canopy structure XJ on the site plan crosses the property line shared by the church 
parcels (see Exhibit B-8- Proposed Site Plan).  A five-foot interior lot line setback is 
required in the R-A and A-2 zoning districts.  Some of the options available to the 
applicant to meet the required setback include but are not limited to the following: 
completing a merger of the project parcels; completing a lot line adjustment between the 
project site parcels; demolition of the structure; or relocating the existing structure to 
meet setbacks.  A condition of approval has been added to the project to ensure the 
building code setback requirements are met prior to the issuance of a building permit.   
 
As discussed further in the Environmental Review section of this report, multiple 
technical studies; including an acoustical analysis, a transportation impact analysis 
(TIA), and an analysis including an air quality and greenhouse gas study, San Joaquin 
Valley Air Pollution Control District (JVAPCD) Rule 9510 indirect source review, and risk 
prioritization scoring; were prepared for the project.  Based on the recommendations in 
these studies, mitigation measures to address potential noise and transportation 
impacts have been added to the project.   
 
Standard conditions of approval, along with those discussed in the “Environmental 
Review” section of this report, have been added to the project.   
 
GENERAL PLAN CONSISTENCY 
 
The project site consists of two parcels.  APN 019-047-012 is designated as Agriculture 
and APN 019-047-013 is designated as Low-Density Residential in the Land Use 
Element of the General Plan.  APN 019-047-013 is designated as Residential in the 
Hickman Community Plan.   
 
The Agricultural designation recognizes the value and importance of agriculture by 
acting to preclude incompatible urban development within agricultural areas.  This 
designation establishes agriculture as the primary use in land so designated, but allows 
dwelling units, limited agriculturally related commercial services, agriculturally related 
light industrial uses, and other uses which by their unique nature are not compatible 
with urban uses, provided they do not conflict with the primary use. 
 
Goal One, Objective 1.2 of the General Plan’s Agricultural Element encourages vertical 
integration of agriculture by organizing uses requiring use permits into three tiers based 
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on the type of uses and their relationship to agriculture.  Tier Three uses, which includes 
churches, are not directly related to agriculture but may be necessary to serve the A-2 
district or may be difficult to locate in an urban area.  In accordance with the Objective 
2.2 of Goal Two of the Agricultural Element, should be directed away from the “most 
productive agricultural areas” unless it can be shown that the character of the use is 
such that the land may reasonably be returned to agricultural use in the future.  The 
Agricultural Element provides that in determining “most productive agricultural area,” 
factors to be considered include but are not limited to soil types and potential for 
agricultural production; and availability of irrigation water; ownership and parcelization 
patterns; uniqueness and flexibility of use; the existence of Williamson Act contracts; 
existing uses and their contributions to the agricultural sector of the economy.  Although 
the soils found on APN 019-047-012 meet the definition of prime farmland, the parcel is 
designated as Vacant and Disturbed and Urban and Built-Up land by the California 
Farmland Mapping Program as the majority of the parcel is already developed with 
structures associated with the existing church and has not been farmed for several 
years.   
 
To minimize conflicts between agriculture operations and non-agricultural operations, 
Buffer and Setback Guidelines (Appendix A of the Agricultural Element) have been 
adopted.  The purpose of these guidelines is to protect the long-term health of local 
agriculture by minimizing conflicts resulting from normal agricultural practices as a 
consequence of new or expanding uses approved in or adjacent to the A-2 (General 
Agriculture) zoning district.  The Guidelines require that any new or expanding use 
approved by discretionary permit within the A-2 zoning district, or on a parcel adjoining 
it, must incorporate a minimum 150-foot-wide buffer setback and a minimum six-foot-
high fence of uniform construction along the perimeter of the developed area.  Projects 
which propose people intensive outdoor activities, such as athletic fields, shall 
incorporate a minimum 300-foot-wide buffer setback.  Landscaping, drainage facilities, 
parking lots, and similar low people intensive uses are permitted within the setback 
area.  The purpose of the fencing is to prevent trespassing onto adjacent agricultural 
lands.  Fencing is not required for uses which do not directly establish the potential for 
increased trespassing onto adjacent agricultural lands.   
 
The agricultural buffer requirements are applicable to the north and east of the project 
site, where there is production agriculture.  While the project meets the fencing 
requirements (with existing seven-foot-tall chain link perimeter fencing) and the 150-foot 
setback requirement, it does not meet the 300-foot setback requirement for outdoor 
activities along the northern property line.  The project site is bordered by the TID Main 
Canal to the east and County-maintained Lake Road to the north.  The nearest parcels 
engaged in production agriculture are a 214.8± acre farmed parcel located 
approximately 50± feet to the north of the project site across Lake Road and a 44.76± 
acre farmed parcel located approximately 180± feet to the east across the TID Main 
Canal.  The portions of the campus adjoining the canal right-of-way and Lake Road will 
be used for parking, a drainage basin, and a small storage building.  The nearest 

6



UP PLN2024-0070 
Staff Report 
October 15, 2026 
Page 7 
 
 
proposed occupied structure, a classroom building, will be approximately 430± feet 
away from the east boundary of the canal right-of-way.  The proposed structures and 
outdoor recreational spaces exceed the 300-foot setback to the east.  The existing 
basketball court, playground, open space area, and proposed picnic canopy within the 
open space area do not meet the minimum 300-foot-wide setback from the northern 
property line.   
 
Alternatives may be approved provided the Planning Commission finds that the 
alternative provides equal or greater protection than the existing buffer standards.  The 
applicant is requesting a reduced setback of approximately 200± feet from the farmed 
parcel to the north as an agricultural buffer alternative.  The reduced buffer alternative 
would also utilize existing screen landscaping, consisting of evergreen trees along the 
property line shared with an adjoining parcel (APN 019-047-003), which separates the 
project site from Lake Road to the north.  The project, including the buffer alternative, 
was referred to the Stanislaus County Agricultural Commissioner, and no response has 
been received to date.  Staff feels that an alternative to the 300-foot buffer standard 
from the northern property line can be supported in this case as the proposed project 
will not have any greater impact to surrounding agricultural uses than what already 
exists.   
 
The intent of the Low-Density Residential designation in the General Plan and the 
Residential designation in the Community Plan is to provide appropriate locations and 
adequate areas for single-family detached homes in either conventional or clustered 
configurations.  Churches (excluding tent and open-air churches) are permitted by use 
permit under the Low-Density Residential designations.   
 
The Stanislaus County General Plan Sphere of Influence (SOI) policy states that all 
discretionary projects within the SOI of a sanitary sewer district, domestic water district, 
or community services district, shall be forwarded to the district board for comment 
regarding the ability of the district to provide services.  If the district serves an 
unincorporated community with a Municipal Advisory Council (MAC), the proposal shall 
also be referred to the MAC for comment.  The proposed project is not within the SOI of 
a sanitary sewer, domestic water, or community services district; however it is within the 
boundary of the Hickman MAC and, accordingly, was referred to the MAC for comment.  
The MAC declined a formal presentation on the project.  Correspondence has been 
received from three members of the MAC expressing support for the project as 
residents of the Community of Hickman.  The project site receives public water service 
from the City of Waterford.  Accordingly, the project was referred to the city, and no 
response has been received to date.   
 
Staff believes that with conditions of approval in place, the project is consistent with the 
County’s General Plan and the Hickman Community Plan.   
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ZONING ORDINANCE CONSISTENCY 
 
The project site consists of two parcels, a 1.24± acre parcel in the Rural Residential (R-
A) zoning district and a 7.62± acre parcel in the General Agriculture (A-2-10) zoning 
district.   
 
Churches are allowed in the R-A zoning district provided a use permit is first obtained 
per Section 21.24.030 of the Stanislaus County Zoning Ordinance.  Use permits may be 
allowed when the Planning Commission finds that: 
 

• The establishment, maintenance and operation of the proposed use or building 
applied for is consistent with the General Plan and will not, under the 
circumstances of the particular case, be detrimental to the health, safety and 
general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of the use, 
and that it will not be detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the 
neighborhood or to the general welfare of the County.   

Churches are also allowed in the A-2 zoning district provided a use permit is first 
obtained per Section 21.20.030(C) of the Stanislaus County Zoning Ordinance.  
Churches in the A-2 are considered a Tier Three use, which are uses not directly 
related to agriculture but may be necessary to serve the A-2 district or may be difficult to 
locate in an urban area.  As allowed under Section 21.020.030(C), Tier Three uses may 
be allowed when the Planning Commission finds, in addition to the use permit finding 
above, that: 
 

1. The use as proposed will not be substantially detrimental to or in conflict with 
agricultural use of other property in the vicinity; and 
 

2. The parcel on which such use is requested is not located in one of the county's 
"most productive agricultural areas," as that term is used in the agricultural 
element of the general plan; or the character of the use that is requested is such 
that the land may reasonably be returned to agricultural use in the future. 

As discussed in the Project Description and General Plan Consistency sections, both 
parcels of the project site have already been developed with structures associated with 
the existing church.  Although subsequent staff approval permits have downscaled the 
approved development allowable, UP 2000-10 approved the development of structures 
and outdoor improvements associated with the church within the same footprint as the 
subject request.   
 
There is no indication that the proposed use will be detrimental to the health, safety and 
general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of the use or that it 
will be detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or the 
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general welfare of the County.   
 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
 
Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the proposed project was 
circulated to interested parties and responsible agencies for review and comment (see 
Exhibit G - Environmental Review Referrals).  A Mitigated Negative Declaration has 
been prepared for approval (see Exhibit F - Mitigated Negative Declaration).  As 
discussed in the Issues section, Mitigation measures have been applied to the project to 
reduce potential noise and transportation impacts to a less than significant level.  
Conditions of approval reflecting referral responses have also been placed on the 
project (see Exhibit C - Conditions of Approval).   
 
Due to the size of the proposed expansion of the church’s congregation and the number 
of Sunday school and Wednesday night Bible study students, a referral response from 
Public Works requested a transportation impact analysis (TIA) be prepared for the 
project.  A TIA was prepared by Barrios Transportation Consulting, dated April 30, 2026, 
and revised August 6, 2026, which analyzed traffic impacts resulting from the proposed 
project.  Based on calculated trip generation rates and the proposed expansion of the 
church’s congregation, 431 net new trips were anticipated on Sunday mornings, and 
200 net new trips were anticipated on Wednesday evenings.  The analysis 
recommended that a STOP (R1-1) sign be installed at the proposed driveway onto Lake 
Road to ensure that traffic leaving the site would be required to stop and yield to traffic 
on Lake Road and that the proposed driveway be designed to intersect with Lake Road 
as close to 90 degrees as practicable.  These recommendations have been added to 
the project as mitigation measures.   
 
Due to the proposed use of amplified sound during outdoor large service events, a 
noise study was also required for the project.  An Acoustical Analysis was prepared by 
WJV Acoustics, dated July 22, 2025, which found that ambient noise levels measured 
near the closest sensitive receptors were below the Leq levels identified in the General 
Plan, and ambient noise levels were below Lmax levels a two of the three locations.  
Measurements taken at the same locations while amplified music was played inside the 
tent used for large events were below the Lmax and Leq levels identified in the General 
Plan.  Noise levels were found to be in compliance when use of amplified sound did not 
extend past 10:00 p.m. and when speakers used for the amplified sound were 
positioned in the northern portion of the tent and oriented toward the south.  Mitigation 
measures proposed in the analysis include concluding all amplified speech and music 
by 10:00 p.m. and locating the speakers of the PA system in the northern portion of the 
large service tent while orienting them to face toward the south to keep operational 
noise levels consistent with the analysis and limit potential impacts to sensitive 
receptors.  Accordingly, mitigation measures have been added to the project to reflect 
these recommendations and ensure noise levels are not exceeded when amplified 
sound exists in the large service tent.  An additional mitigation measure was 
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incorporated into the project to establish protocols in the event that a verified noise 
complaint is received related to facility noise (see Exhibit E – Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program).  When the tent is demolished in Phase 3, all events will be moved 
indoors.  Although Mitigation Measure 1 will no longer be applicable, Measures 2 and 3 
will still apply to on-site events and activities that utilize amplified sound.   
 
An Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study, SJVAPCD Rule 9510 Indirect Source 
Review, and Risk Prioritization Scoring was completed for the project by Yorke 
Engineering, dated August 14, 2025, and was submitted to the Air District on August 25, 
2025 for review.  The analysis found that the construction and operational phases of the 
proposed project would not exceed any of the Air District’s air quality thresholds for 
criteria pollutant emissions, nor would it be a significant source of Toxic Air 
containments or exceed the thresholds for carcinogenic risk, or acute or chronic hazard 
indices.  The Air District reviewed the analysis and responded on October 21, 2025 that 
they agreed with the analysis.  The analysis was later revised to incorporate project-
specific operational trip rates from the subsequent TIA prepared by Barrios 
Transportation Consulting, dated April 30, 2026, with impacts to air quality and GHG 
impacts of the proposed Project still being shown to be less than significant.  The Air 
District reviewed the updated analysis and responded with no additional comments on 
June 8, 2026.  Additionally, a condition of approval has been added to the project to 
ensure consultation with the Air District takes place prior to issuance of any grading, 
encroachment, or building permit.   
 
 ****** 
 
Note:  Pursuant to California Fish and Game Code Section 711.4, a filing fee shall be 
paid for all project applications subject to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA); therefore, the applicant will further be required to pay $3,100.75 for the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife and the Clerk-Recorder filing fees.  The 
attached Conditions of Approval ensure that this will occur. 
 
Contact Person:  Marcus Ruddicks, Assistant Planner, (209) 525-6330 
 
Attachments: 
Exhibit A –  Findings and Actions Required for Project Approval 
Exhibit B –  Maps and Plans 
Exhibit C –  Conditions of Approval 
Exhibit D –  Initial Study, with Attachments 
Exhibit E –  Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
Exhibit F – Mitigated Negative Declaration 
Exhibit G –  Environmental Review Referrals 
Exhibit H –  Levine Act Disclosure Statement  
I:\Planning\Staff Reports\UP\2024\UP PLN2024-0070- Hickman Community Church\Planning Commission\October 15, 2026\staff 
report\staff report.docx
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Findings and Actions Required for Project Approval 

1. Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15074(b), by finding that on the basis of the whole record, including the Initial
Study and any comments received, that there is no substantial evidence the
project will have a significant effect on the environment and that the Mitigated
Negative Declaration reflects Stanislaus County’s independent judgment and
analysis.

2. Order the filing of a Notice of Determination (NOD) with the Stanislaus County
Clerk Recorder’s Office pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 and
CEQA Guidelines Section 15075.

3. Find That:

a. The establishment, maintenance, and operation of the proposed use or
building applied for is consistent with the General Plan and will not, under the
circumstances of the particular case, be detrimental to the health, safety, and
general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of the use
and that it will not be detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in
the neighborhood or to the general welfare of the County.

b. The establishment as proposed will not be substantially detrimental to or in
conflict with agricultural use of other property in the vicinity;

c. The parcel on which such use is requested is not located in one of the
County’s “most productive agricultural areas,” as that term is used in the
Agricultural Element of the General Plan; or the character of the use that is
requested is such that the land may reasonably be returned to agricultural
use in the future.  “Most productive agricultural area” does not include any
land within LAFCO-approved Spheres of Influence of cities or community
services districts and sanitary districts serving unincorporated communities.

d. The alternative to the Agricultural Buffer Standards applied to this project
provides equal or greater protection than the existing buffer standards.

e. That the project will increase activities in and around the project area, and
increase demands for roads and services, thereby requiring dedication and
improvements.

4. Approve Use Permit Application No. PLN2024-0070 – Hickman Community
Church, subject to the attached Conditions of Approval.

EXHIBIT A11
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MARK DESCRIPTION
AREA
(SF) SPRINKLER OCCUPANCY /

CONSTRUCTION TYPE
XA (E) CHURCH BUILDING (250 FIXED SEATS) 1,831 N A3 / VB
XB (E) CHURCH BUILDING (SUNDAY CLASSROOMS & KITCHEN) 2,456 N B / VB
XC (E) CANOPY 391 N B / VB
XD (E) CHURCH BUILDING (SUNDAY CLASSROOMS) 1,286 N B / VB
XE (E) MULTI-PURPOSE BUILDING (294 FIXED SEATS) 4,195 N A3 / VB
XF (E) ENTRY VESTIBULE 605 N B / VB
XG (E) ENTRY VESTIBULE 345 N B / VB
XH (E) CANOPY 120 N U / VB
XJ (E) CANOPY 303 N U / VB
XK (E) CANOPY 120 N U / VB
XL (E) CANOPY 120 N U / VB
XM (E) BASKETBALL COURT (PERMIT BLD2023-2002) 6,988 N U / VB
XN (E) PLAYGROUND (PERMIT BLD2023-2002) 2,614 N U / VB
XP (E) CANOPY (PHASE II DEMO) 287 N U / VB
XQ (E) CANOPY (PHASE II DEMO) 175 N U / VB
XR (E) CANOPY (PHASE III DEMO) 4,000 N U / VB
XS (E) MODULAR CLASSROOM BUILDING (PHASE IV DEMO) 1,442 N B / VB
XT (E) MODULAR CLASSROOM BUILDING (PHASE IV DEMO) 471 N B / VB
XU (E) MODULAR CLASSROOM BUILDING (PHASE IV DEMO) 966 N B / VB
XV (E) STORAGE BUILDING (PHASE VI DEMO) 150 N U / VB

TOTAL EXISTING TO REMAIN 11,772
TOTAL DEMO 7,491

PROPERTY LINE

CHAIN LINK FENCE - 7'

EASEMENT

ACCESSIBLE PARKING STALL

POWER POLE

BUILDING AREA LABEL

NUMBER OF PARKING SPACES IN BANK

(E) BUILDING

(N) BUILDING

A/C PAVING

CONCRETE

GRAVEL
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11 (E) STORM DRAINAGE BASIN TO BE EXPANDED IN PHASE III
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(E) SWING GATE
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(E) TREE TO BE DEMOLISHED, TYP. OF (4)

(E) 3,000 GALLON SEPTIC TANK

(E) 100' LONG LEACH LINES, TYP. OF (3)

(E) 1,800 GALLON SEPTIC TANK
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STATE OF CAL I FORN I A
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NO. 4813

WI PCTUS

J
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.

OWNER
HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH
854 I STREET
HICKMAN, CA  95323

APPLICANT

HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH
854 I STREET
HICKMAN, CA  95323
PHONE: (209) 874-1400
CONTACT:  BOB FARINHA

PROJECT ADDRESS 854 I STREET
HICKMAN, CA  95323

ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER (APN)
CHURCH CAMPUS SPANS (2)
PARCELS:  019-047-012 & 019-047-013
PROJECT LOCATED ON APN:
019-047-012

SITE AREA 8.91 ACRES (387,882 SF)

EXISTING BUILDING AREA (SF) 19,263

PROPOSED BUILDING AREA (SF) 59,562

TOTAL BUILDING COVERAGE (SF) 71,334

LANDCAPING AREA (SF) 100,446
PAVING (SF) 228,190
LOT COVERAGE 77%

ZONING
GENERAL AG 10 ACRE (019-047-012)
RURAL RESIDENTIAL (019-047-013)

JURISDICTION STANISLAUS COUNTY

MARK DESCRIPTION AREA (SF) SPRINKLER OCCUPANCY /
CONSTRUCTION TYPE

XA
(E) CHURCH BUILDING (250 FIXED
SEATS) 1831 N A3 / VB

XB
(E) CHURCH BUILDING (SUNDAY
CLASSROOMS & KITCHEN) 2456 N B / VB

XC (E) CANOPY 391 N B / VB

XD
(E) CHURCH BUILDING (SUNDAY
CLASSROOMS) 1286 N B / VB

XE
(E) MULTI-PURPOSE BUILDING (294
FIXED SEATS) 4195 N A3 / VB

XF (E) ENTRY VESTIBULE 605 N B / VB
XG (E) ENTRY VESTIBULE 345 N B / VB
XH (E) CANOPY 120 N U / VB
XJ (E) CANOPY 303 N U / VB
XK (E) CANOPY 120 N U / VB
XL (E) CANOPY 120 N U / VB

XM
(E) BASKETBALL COURT (PERMIT
BLD2023-2002) 6,988 N U / VB

XN
(E) PLAYGROUND (PERMIT
BLD2023-2002) 2,614 N U / VB

PHASE I PROPOSED BUILDINGS
A CLASSROOM BUILDING (2-STORY) 2,600 (1ST FLR) + 2,200 (2ND FLR) = 4,800 (TOTAL BLDG) N B / VB
B ENTRY CANOPY x 2 300 (EACH) x 2 = 600 (TOTAL) N U / VB

PHASE II PROPOSED BUILDINGS
C RESTROOMS x 2 300 (EACH) x 2 = 600 (TOTAL) N B / VB

PHASE III PROPOSED BUILDINGS

D
REPLACEMENT SANCTUARY BUILDING
(600 SEATS) 9,700 Y A3 / VB

E
MEETING / CLASSROOM BUILDING
(2-STORY) 2,200 (1ST FLR) + 1,600 (2ND FLR) = 3,800 (TOTAL BLDG) Y B / VB

PHASE IV PROPOSED BUILDINGS

F
MEETING / CLASSROOM BUILDING
(2-STORY) 9,510 (1ST FLR) + 9,510 (2ND FLR) = 19,020 (TOTAL BLDG) Y B / VB

G KITCHEN 700 Y B / VB
H STORAGE BUILDING - 20' MAX. HEIGHT 2,000 N U / VB

PHASE V PROPOSED BUILDINGS

J MEETING / CLASSROOM BUILDING
(2-STORY) 2,800 (1ST FLR) + 2,800 (2ND FLR) = 5,600 (TOTAL BLDG) Y B / VB

PHASE VI PROPOSED BUILDINGS
K STORAGE BUILDING - 18' MAX. HEIGHT 1,700 N U / VB
L PICNIC CANOPY 1,000 N U / VB
M STORAGE BUILDING - 18' MAX. HEIGHT 440 N U / VB

TOTAL NEW 59,562

TOTAL SITE 71,334

PROPERTY LINE

CHAIN LINK FENCE - 7'

EASEMENT

ACCESSIBLE PARKING STALL

POWER POLE

BUILDING AREA LABEL

NUMBER OF PARKING SPACES IN BANK

(E) BUILDING

(N) BUILDING

A/C PAVING

CONCRETE

GRAVEL

FIRE HYDRANT

LIGHT POLE

LANDSCAPING

STANDARD VAN

-

FH

-

1 (E) WELL TO REMAIN

(E) SWING GATE

(E) TREES TO REMAIN, TYP. UON

(E) 3,000 GALLON SEPTIC TANK

(E) 100' LONG LEACH LINES, TYP. OF (3)

(E) 1,800 GALLON SEPTIC TANK

(E) LEACH LINES, TYP. OF (2), TOTAL LENGTH OF 200'

(E) TRANSFORMER

(E) 25' TALL LIGHT POLES @ BASKETBALL COURT (BLD2023-2002, PLN2023-0144)

(N) STORM DRAINAGE BASIN

(N) TRASH ENCLOSURE

(N) FIRE WATER STORAGE TANK (PHASE III)

(N) MONUMENT SIGN, FOR DIMENSIONS & ELEVATIONS SEE

(N) KITCHEN REMODEL (BLD2023-2608)

HCC / SCHOOL HAVE RECIPROCAL ACCESS AGREEMENT

2

3

4

5

6

PROVIDED PARKING

DESCRIPTION STALLS
PROVIDED

EXISTING
STANDARD (9x19) 182

ACCESSIBLE STANDARD 3
VAN 5

TOTAL 190
PHASE I
STANDARD (9x19) 183

ACCESSIBLE
STANDARD 3
VAN 5

TOTAL 191
PHASE II
STANDARD (9x19) 207

ACCESSIBLE
STANDARD 9
VAN 7

TOTAL 223
PHASE III, IV, V, & VI
STANDARD (9x19) 402

ACCESSIBLE
STANDARD 9
VAN 6

TOTAL 417

REQUIRED PARKING PER STANISLAUS COUNTY MUNICIPAL CODE §21.76

USE
AREA
(SF) FACTOR STALLS

REQ'D
EXISTING

CHURCHES 544
SEATS

1 SPACE PER 3 FIXED SEATS OR 1 SPACE PER
3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBLY AREA 181

ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 7962 ZERO (INCLUDED IN SANCTUARY) 0
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 14727 ZERO (UNOCCUPIED STRUCTURES) 0
STORAGE 150 1 SPACE PER 500 SF 0
TOTAL REQUIRED PARKING STALLS (EXISTING) = 181
PHASE I

CHURCHES 544
SEATS

1 SPACE PER 3 FIXED SEATS OR 1 SPACE PER
3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBLY AREA 181

ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 12762 ZERO (INCLUDED IN SANCTUARY) 0
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 15327 ZERO (UNOCCUPIED STRUCTURES) 0
STORAGE 150 1 SPACE PER 500 SF 0
TOTAL REQUIRED PARKING STALLS (PHASE I) = 181
PHASE II

CHURCHES 544
SEATS

1 SPACE PER 3 FIXED SEATS OR 1 SPACE PER
3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBLY AREA 181

ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 13362 ZERO (INCLUDED IN SANCTUARY) 0
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 14865 ZERO (UNOCCUPIED STRUCTURES) 0
STORAGE 150 1 SPACE PER 500 SF 0
TOTAL REQUIRED PARKING STALLS (PHASE II) = 181
PHASE III

CHURCHES 600
SEATS

1 SPACE PER 3 FIXED SEATS OR 1 SPACE PER
3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBLY AREA 200

ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 17162 ZERO (INCLUDED IN SANCTUARY) 0
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 10865 ZERO (UNOCCUPIED STRUCTURES) 0
STORAGE 150 1 SPACE PER 500 SF 0
TOTAL REQUIRED PARKING STALLS (PHASE III) = 200

PHASE IV

CHURCHES 600
SEATS

1 SPACE PER 3 FIXED SEATS OR 1 SPACE PER
3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBLY AREA 200

ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 33303 ZERO (INCLUDED IN SANCTUARY) 0
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 10865 ZERO (UNOCCUPIED STRUCTURES) 0
STORAGE 2150 1 SPACE PER 500 SF 4
KITCHEN 700 1 SPACE PER 200 SF 4
TOTAL REQUIRED PARKING STALLS (PHASE IV) = 208
PHASE V

CHURCHES 600
SEATS

1 SPACE PER 3 FIXED SEATS OR 1 SPACE PER
3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBLY AREA 200

ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 38903 ZERO (INCLUDED IN SANCTUARY) 0
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 10865 ZERO (UNOCCUPIED STRUCTURES) 0
STORAGE 2150 1 SPACE PER 500 SF 4
KITCHEN 700 1 SPACE PER 200 SF 4
TOTAL REQUIRED PARKING STALLS (PHASE V) = 208
PHASE VI

CHURCHES 600
SEATS

1 SPACE PER 3 FIXED SEATS OR 1 SPACE PER
3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBLY AREA 200

ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 38903 ZERO (INCLUDED IN SANCTUARY) 0
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 11865 ZERO (UNOCCUPIED STRUCTURES) 0
STORAGE 4140 1 SPACE PER 500 SF 8
KITCHEN 700 1 SPACE PER 200 SF 4
TOTAL REQUIRED PARKING STALLS (PHASE VI) = 212

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

2

SP2.0

EXH
IB

IT B
-8

20

-------- ------------
-------- ------------- -----· 

r---------

\ 
\ 

\ \ 
\ 

\ \ 
\ 
\ 

\ 

\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 

\ 

\ 
\ \ 

\ .. o 

\ 

□ 

\ 
_......,.-""\ 

\ □ 

........-- \ 

\ 

-
; \'\ 

\ 
\ 

- ·l ' _.-, 

,,,., ' . 

\ 
\ 

-- \ 

\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 

\ 
~ 

\ 
\ 

\ ........--
\ --

--------
PROJECT DATA SITE LEGEND 

CLIENT: 

--- - - --- - - --, - - - ------

J. J. 

¢ .............. -

• :-:-: •. ' .• ' ' . :-. :-:-:~]::: 
, ~ " n 

' ' ' 

. . 
'¥~v~ ;;+ 

¥ • + • 

. - ' 
• I 

. . ' ' . -. . . 

J 

12 

• I 
~-.. I 

• I ~-... I 

' 
' , I 
. . I 

, I 
•.• I 
' . 1 

' ' '1 
.. I 

□ ' . :i ' 
, -

-:·:i 
- ' ·1 . . . . 

I 
I 

KEYNOTES 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

◊ 

PARKING ANALYSIS 

I 
I 

I 
II 

I 
I 

8 

BUILDING AREAS 

□ 

0 
~ 

I I 

o--0 

HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH 
8541 STREET 
HICKMAN, CA 95323 

ENGINEER: 

JUSTIN W. CAPP, Inc. 
ENGINEERING+ DESIGN 

JUSTIN W. CAPP 
CE #81393, SE 114813 

100312th STREET, MODESTO, CA95354 
PO BOX 861, MODESTO, CA 95353 

(209) 524-4774, 
www.justinwcapp.com 

REVISION HISTORY: 

No, DATE ISSUANCE 

~========+==================,J-----+;~~~~. 
05/05122 PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN 

07/18122 PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN lf2 

08102/22 PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN 113 

01/03123 STAFF APPROVAL APPLICATION 

03115123 REVISED STAFF APPROVAL APPLICATION 

12/20/24 REVISED STAFF APPROVAL APPLICATION 

08118125 REVISED STAFF APPROVAL APPLICATION 

USE DISCLAIMER: 

ENGINEER'S SEAL: 

KEY PLAN: 

PROJECT NAME: 

~========+==========f== ___ _J_ ______ t--=---=---=---=---=---=---=---=---=----=1. 
SITE IMPROVEMENTS 

PROJECT ADDRESS: 
APN: 019-047-012, 019-047-013 

t[==-= :=-= :=_=-:=_:=-== :_== :j=t:=-=-== --== --==-=-=-=== -=== -11=--=----=--=---=--=---=--=r--=--=:--=:-=:--=:-=:--=:-=:--=--1= --=-===~~~~~~~~~~71-:C::-:AD::-;:F;;-;l:7,:;7,o~,:-~-,~--'E_"□-s-~-~T-,~-w-~-L-AN_7 
854 I STREET, HICKMAN, CA 95323 
DRAWING TITLE: 

DRAWING SCALE: 

JOB NUMBER: DRAWN: SHEET NUMBER: 

1-;::C;;;;;HK'D:;:--: -, s p 1.1 
DATE: 



THE DESIGN DATA CONTAINED IN THIS DRAWING IS THE
SOLE PROPERTY OF JUSTIN W. CAPP AND MAY NOT BE
REPRODUCED OR USED WITHOUT WRITTEN PERMISSION.
THIS DRAWING IS NOT TO BE USED FOR CONSTRUCTION
UNTIL SEALED AND DATED. THE END USER IS
RESPONSIBLE FOR COORDINATION OF FIELD
CONDITIONS, DIMENSIONS, AND WORK NOT OTHERWISE
SHOWN BY THIS DRAWING.

22073
JWD
JWC

05/05/22

AS NOTED

8/18/2025

NONESP2.0
2 MONUMENT SIGN

FOR REFERENCE -
DESIGN OF MONUMENT
SIGN BY OTHERS

EXH
IB

IT B
-9

21

,.._+ I No,.·lllumlnated"'""".....,t Slg,.(Opdon•) 

• =!:. 

=-:----..... :_-
;: 
=/-­

~ 
= =--::--

~=:..~ 

~ l"e 

HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH 
8541STREET 
HICKMAN,CA95323 

• JUSTIN W. CAPP, Inc. 
ENGINEERING+DESIGN 

JUSTINW.CAf'P 
CEll1lll3.SEN13 

1003 12'1 $TREET,..r)DE$TQ,CA9535oi 
PO IIOX8fl1 • ..ioESTO,CA__, 

(2[19152,0.,ln, ---

0Ml"ISRE'4SEDSTNl'APPIIO','l,LAPPIJCA11CII 

SITE IMPROVEMENTS 

PRO.ECTADDRESS: 
APN:019-047.012,019-047.013 
8541STREET,HICKMAN,CA95.123 

PROPOSED SITE PLAN 

SIIEETNJ-, 

SP2.0 



           BUILDING "XA": (E) SANCTUARY

           BUILDING "H": (N) CLASSROOM

           BUILDING "XB": (E) CLASSROOMS
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As Approved by the Planning Commission 
October 15, 2026 

NOTE:  Approval of this application is valid only if the following conditions are met.  This 
permit shall expire unless activated within 18 months of the date of approval.  In order to 
activate the permit, it must be signed by the applicant and one of the following actions 
must occur:  (a) a valid building permit must be obtained to construct the necessary 
structures and appurtenances; or, (b) the property must be used for the purpose for 
which the permit is granted.  (Stanislaus County Ordinance 21.104.030)  

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

USE PERMIT APPLICATION NO. PLN2024-0070 
HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH 

Department of Planning and Community Development 

1. Use(s) shall be conducted as described in the application and supporting
information (including the plot plan) as approved by the Planning Commission
and/or Board of Supervisors and in accordance with other laws and ordinances,
including the Conditions of Approval approved under Use Permit No. UP 2000-
10. If a conflict arises between the Conditions of Approval of Use Permit No. UP
2000-10 and the Conditions of Approval of Use Permit No. PLN2024-0070, the
conditions of Use Permit No. PLN2024-0070 shall prevail.

2. Pursuant to Section 711.4 of the California Fish and Game Code, the applicant is
required to pay a California Department of Fish and Wildlife fee at the time of
filing a “Notice of Determination.”  Within five (5) days of approval of this project
by the Planning Commission or Board of Supervisors, the applicant shall submit
to the Department of Planning and Community Development a check for
$3,100.75, made payable to Stanislaus County Clerk-Recorder, for the
payment of California Department of Fish and Wildlife and Clerk-Recorder filing
fees.

Pursuant to Section 711.4 (e) (3) of the California Fish and Game Code, no
project shall be operative, vested, or final, nor shall local government permits for
the project be valid, until the filing fees required pursuant to this section are paid.

3. Developer shall pay all Public Facilities Impact Fees and Fire Facilities Fees as
adopted by Resolution of the Board of Supervisors.  The fees shall be payable at
the time of issuance of a building permit for any construction in the development
project and shall be based on the rates in effect at the time of building permit
issuance.

4. The applicant/owner is required to defend, indemnify, or hold harmless the
County, its officers, and employees from any claim, action, or proceedings
against the County to set aside the approval of the project which is brought within

EXHIBIT C31
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the applicable statute of limitations.  The County shall promptly notify the 
applicant of any claim, action, or proceeding to set aside the approval and shall 
cooperate fully in the defense. 

5. Prior to issuance of any building permit, a photometric lighting plan shall be
submitted for review and approval by the Planning Department.  All exterior
lighting shall be designed (aimed down and toward the site) to provide adequate
illumination without a glare effect.  This shall include, but not be limited to, the
use of shielded light fixtures to prevent skyglow (light spilling into the night sky)
and the installation of shielded fixtures to prevent light trespass (glare and spill
light that shines onto neighboring properties).  The height of the lighting fixtures
should not exceed 25 feet above grade.  This condition of approval supersedes
UP 2000-10 Condition of Approval No. 8.

6. All required building permits shall conform to the California Code of Regulations,
Title 24, and any other applicable standards.

7. Should any archeological or human remains be discovered during development,
work shall be immediately halted within 150 feet of the find until it can be
evaluated by a qualified archaeologist.  If the find is determined to be historically
or culturally significant, appropriate mitigation measures to protect and preserve
the resource shall be formulated and implemented.  The Central California
Information Center shall be notified if the find is deemed historically or culturally
significant. This condition of approval supersedes UP 2000-10 Condition of
Approval No. 15.

8. The Department of Planning and Community Development shall record a Notice
of Administrative Conditions and Restrictions with the County Recorder’s Office
within 30 days of project approval.  The Notice includes: Conditions of
Approval/Development Standards and Schedule; any adopted Mitigation
Measures; and a project area map.

9. To ensure building setbacks are met, a building or demolition permit shall be
obtained to move or remove the unpermitted canopy crossing property lines, or a
lot line adjustment or merger between the project parcels shall be recorded.

10. A landscaping, fencing, and irrigation plan shall be approved by the Director of
Planning and Community Development or their designee prior to issuance of a
building or grading permit.  Landscaping shall be installed and inspected prior to
the final of a building or grading permit.  The applicant, or subsequent property
owners, shall be responsible for maintaining landscape plants in a healthy and
attractive condition.  Dead or dying plants shall be replaced with materials of
equal size and similar variety.  Landscaping and irrigation plans shall meet the
current Stanislaus County Code and State of California Model Water Efficient
Landscape Ordinance (MWELO) requirements.  This condition of approval
supersedes UP 2000-10 Conditions of Approval Nos. 12 and 13.
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11. Building permits for Phase I shall be obtained no later than 18 months from
project approval.  Issuance of any building permit after October 2031 shall be
subject to a staff approval permit, with referral to Stanislaus County Public
Works.  Additional conditions of approval or modifications to conditions of
approval, as determined necessary by the planning director, may be applied to
the staff approval permit.

Department of Public Works 

12. Public Works shall approve the location and width of any new driveway
approaches on any County-maintained roadway.  An Encroachment Permit shall
be obtained for any work performed within the County right-of-way.  Work shall
conform to current County Standards and Specifications.  This condition of
approval supersedes UP 2000-10 Conditions of Approval Nos. 24 through 26.

13. No existing or proposed improvements including parking lot or landscaping shall
be located or installed within the Stanislaus County right-of-way.

14. A grading permit shall be required.  No grading shall be performed without first
obtaining a Grading Permit.  An application for a Grading Permit shall be
submitted to the Building Permits Division prior to the commencement of any
grading, clearing, excavating, filling, or other disturbance of natural terrain.

a. New development and re-development projects shall contain all storm
drainage on-site.

b. Storm drain facilities shall be designed using a 100-year, 24-hour storm.
The drainage facility shall be capable of dewatering the 100-year, 24-hour
storm within 48 hours.  Calculations for the storm drainage capacity and
dewatering shall be submitted to the engineer for approval.

i. A comprehensive soils report shall be submitted for the proposed
project.  The soils report shall be prepared, stamped, and signed by
a licensed geotechnical engineer experienced in soil.  It shall
include R-values taken at the site with a map showing the locations
and depths of the test samples.

ii. A completed Regulated Project Worksheet per the Stanislaus
County 2015 Post-Construction Standards Plan shall be submitted.

iii. Regulated Project Volume Reduction Calculations, signed and
stamped by a registered civil engineer licensed to practice in
California, shall be submitted for each drainage management area
and must include any control measure(s) that meet the volumetric
sizing criteria.
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iv. An Operation and Maintenance Plan and owner-signed and
notarized Statement of Responsibility is required for all proposed
treatment control measures.

c. Dischargers of stormwater associated with construction activity that result
in the disturbance of one acre or more of land area shall apply for and
obtain coverage under 2022 Construction General Permit.

15. Lake Road is classified as an 80-foot major collector.  The required ½ width of
Lake Road is 40-feet south of the centerline of the roadway.  The existing right-
of-way is 25-feet south of the centerline.  Prior to issuance of a building or
grading permit, the remaining 15-feet south of the centerline shall be dedicated
as an Irrevocable Offer of Dedication.

Department of Environmental Resources (DER) – Environmental Health Division 

16. On-site wastewater treatment system (OWTS) shall be by individual Primary and
Secondary wastewater treatment units, operated under conditions and guidelines
established by Measure X.

17. Any new building requiring an on-site wastewater treatment system (OWTS),
shall be designed according to type and/or maximum occupancy of the proposed
structure to the estimated waste/sewage design flow rate.

18. Prior to issuance of any grading or building permit, the applicant(s) shall submit a
site plan that includes the location, layout, and design of all existing and/or
proposed on-site wastewater treatment systems (OWTS), their future 100%
expansion (replacement) areas, and all water wells.  The applicant(s) shall
submit to DER evidence that the existing and/or proposed on-site wastewater
treatment system (OWTS) meets minimum sizing standards and setback
requirements, as required by the County’s Local Agency Management Program
(LAMP).

19. No dispersal systems or replacement areas shall be covered by an impermeable
surface, such as paving, building foundation slabs, plastic sheeting, or any other
material that prevents oxygen transfer to the soil.  Gravel or paving stones
interspersed with grass are allowed as cover.

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 

20. Prior to any construction, the developer shall be responsible for contacting the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board to determine if any of the
following are required: a Construction Storm Water General Permit; a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP); a Dewatering Permit; Limited Threat
General National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit;
NPDES Permit; a Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit; a Clean Water Act

34



UP PLN2024-0070      As Approved by the Planning Commission
                                                October 15, 2026Conditions of Approval 

October 15, 2026 
Page 5 

Section 401 Permit-Water Quality Certification; or Waste Discharge 
Requirements (WDR). 

Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) 

21. Prior to starting any construction, the developer shall be responsible for locating
and marking existing gas facilities to ensure safe distances are maintained and
no structures are built on the facilities.

Turlock Irrigation District (TID) 

22. The existing irrigation pipeline that runs east-to-west along the project site shall
be removed and relocated to current District standards and specifications.  TID
shall review and approve all maps and plans for the project.  If it is determined
that irrigation facilities will be impacted, the applicant will need to provide
irrigation improvement plans and enter into an Irrigation Improvements
Agreement for the required irrigation facility modifications.  There is a District
Board approved time and material fee associated with this review.  Development
shall follow TID requirements for projects adjacent to a canal.  Work on irrigation
facilities shall be performed during the non-irrigation season, which typically runs
from November 1 through March 1.  This condition of approval supersedes UP
2000-10 Conditions of Approval Nos. 33 through 37.

23. An irrigation easement shall be dedicated to TID and for the benefit of the
Improvement District members for the relocated pipeline.

Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) 

24. Prior to issuance of a building, demolition, or grading permit for any future
development, the applicant/developer shall consult with DTSC if any imported
soil and fill material will be used.  Prior to demolition, surveys should be
conducted for the presence of lead-based paints or products, mercury, asbestos
containing materials, and polychlorinated biphenyl caulk.  Removal, demolition,
and disposal of any of the above-mentioned chemicals should be conducted in
compliance with California environmental regulations and policies.  In addition,
sampling near current and/or former buildings should be conducted in
accordance with DTSC’s Preliminary Endangerment Assessment (PEA)
Guidance Manual.

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVACPD) 

25. Prior to ground disturbance or issuance of a grading or building permit, the
developer shall contact the SJVAPCD to determine if the project is subject to
SJVAPCD Rule 2010 (Permits Required), Rule 2201 (New and Modified
Stationary Source Review), Rule 4002 (National Emissions Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants), Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 4601 (Architectural
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Coatings), Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, Pacing and 
Maintenance Operations), Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), or if any 
other SJVAPCD rules or permits are required. 

Mitigation Measures 

26. Use of amplified speech and music shall not be permitted between the hours of
10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.  Use of amplified speech or music outdoors shall not be
permitted outside the large service tent.

27. The speaker system shall be located within the northern portion of the tent
canopy area, based on the location of the tent shown on the site plan circulated
with the Initial Study for the project, and shall be oriented toward the south when
in operation.

28. Noise levels associated with all on-site activities shall comply with all applicable
Stanislaus County noise standards.  If a documented noise complaint is received
by the County, such complaint shall be investigated to determine if the allowable
noise standards were exceeded.  A documented noise complaint shall be
considered one of the following: multiple complaints received during a 24-hour
period from more than one property owner and/or resident of the surrounding
area; or, receipt of noise measurements showing exceeded noise standards from
a noise consultant determined by the County Planning Director to be qualified; or
receipt of results from noise monitoring equipment calibrated by a noise
consultant  determined by the County Planning Director to be qualified and
showing exceeded noise standards.

Upon receipt of a documented noise complaint, the County may require
additional noise analysis to be conducted, at the operator’s/property owner’s
cost, to determine if noise standards may have been exceeded.  No amplified
speech or music events shall be held until the Planning Director has determined
that the noise complaint has been resolved.

Any additional noise analysis required to be conducted, including review,
acceptance, development of recommended sound controls, and/or inspection
associated with noise mitigation, shall be conducted by a qualified noise
consultant, whose contract shall be procured either by the County Planning
Department or by the operator/property owner.  A deposit based on actual cost,
including weighted labor rates for staff time, to cover the costs of the noise
analysis shall be made with the Planning Department, by the operator/property
owner, prior to any work being conducted.  Should the operator/property owner
choose to procure their own noise consultant, they shall be responsible to pay
the County’s costs to hire a third party to review the noise analysis if determined
necessary.  Upon receiving written notice from the County of the need for
additional noise analysis or third-party review, the operator/property owner shall
submit a deposit, in the amount determined necessary by the County, within 30-
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days of the deposit amount being identified by the County.  The property 
owner/operator shall implement any additional sound control measures required 
to reduce noise to allowable levels within 30 days of the County having accepted 
the analysis as adequate.  Additional time to implement County-approved sound 
control measures may be approved at the discretion of the Planning Director 
upon written request outlining the need for additional time and the interim steps 
to be taken to address the noise issues. 

29. A stop sign (R1-1) shall be installed at the proposed driveway from the project
site onto Lake Road for traffic exiting the project site.

30. The driveway providing access to Lake Road from the project site shall be
designed to intersect Lake Road at an angle as close to 90 degrees as
practicable.

******** 

Please note:  If Conditions of Approval/Development Standards are amended by the 
Planning Commission or Board of Supervisors, such amendments will be noted in the 
upper right-hand corner of the Conditions of Approval/Development Standards; new 
wording is in bold font and deleted wording is in strikethrough. 
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DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
1010 10TH Street, Suite 3400, Modesto, CA 95354 

Planning Phone: (209) 525-6330     Fax: (209) 525-5911 
Building Phone: (209) 525-6557     Fax: (209) 525-7759 

 ___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

CEQA INITIAL STUDY 
Adapted from CEQA Guidelines APPENDIX G Environmental Checklist Form, Final Text, 

January 1, 2025 

1. Project title: Use Permit Application No. PLN2024-
0070 - Hickman Community Church 

2. Lead agency name and address: Stanislaus County 
1010 10th Street, Suite 3400 
Modesto, CA   95354 

3. Contact person and phone number: Marcus Ruddicks, Assistant Planner 
(209) 525-6330

4. Project location: 854 I Street, between Lake Road and 
4th Street, in the Community of 
Hickman (APNs: 019-047-012 and 
019-047-013)

5. Project sponsor’s name and address: Hickman Community Church 
854 I Street Hickman, CA 95323 

6. General Plan designation: 019-047-012: Agriculture
019-047-013: Low Density Residential

7. Community Plan designation: 019-047-012: N/A
019-047-013: Residential

8. Zoning: 019-047-012: General Agriculture (A-
2-10)
019-047-013: Rural Residential (R-A)

9. Description of project:
Request to expand an existing church by 42,469± square feet, to allow for the construction of four
two-story classroom buildings, a 9,700± square-foot replacement sanctuary building with 600-seat
capacity, a kitchen, two restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic canopy, and to install a new
monument sign, in six phases.  The project also proposes to hold special events and conferences,
to demolish 7,491± square feet of existing structures, to improve the existing basketball court, and
to renovate an existing commercial kitchen.  The project site consists of two parcels, a 1.29± acre
parcel in the Rural Residential (R-A) zoning district and a 7.62± acre parcel in the General
Agriculture (A-2-10) zoning district.

Use Permit No. UP2000-10 approved the development of up to 46,245 square feet of structures 
and 5.43 acres of outdoor improvements (such as athletic fields, an amphitheater, drainage 
basins, and open space areas) on the project site.  Subsequent staff approval permits have 
downscaled the approved development to 4.26 acres of outdoor improvements and 36,717± 
square feet of structures including five classroom buildings, a 10,000± square-foot replacement 
sanctuary building, a 4,400± square-foot multipurpose building, two storage buildings, a basketball 
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court, and a playground.  Ultimately, the site has been improved with 28,865± square feet of 
existing buildings including five classroom buildings, an 1,831± square-foot sanctuary building, a 
4,195± square-foot multipurpose building, two storage buildings, a basketball court, a playground, 
multiple shade structures, and a tent for outdoor services.  
 
7,491± square feet of these structures are set to be demolished in Phases Two through Six.  Two 
of the storage buildings, the monument sign, and the kitchen renovations (approximately 2,140± 
square feet of construction) will be constructed on Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 019-047-013, 
and the remaining 40,329± square feet of the proposed improvements will occur on APN 019-047-
012.  As a result of project approval, existing structures such as: three existing modular classroom 
buildings, two unpermitted canopies, and an existing storage building, will be demolished.  After 
expansion, the church will be developed with a total of 71,334± square feet of improvements.  
Phase One will consist of renovating an existing commercial kitchen; permitting a previously 
unpermitted modular classroom building and existing lights at the basketball court; and 
constructing a new monument sign, one of the two-story, 4,800± square-foot classroom buildings 
and two 300± square-foot entry canopies, to an existing 4,195± square-foot multipurpose building 
on APN 019-047-012.  Phase Two will consist of demolishing two existing entry canopies and 
constructing 32 additional parking stalls and two restrooms, 300± square feet each, on APN 019-
047-012.  Phase Three will consist of demolishing the 4,000± square-foot tent used for large 
service events and constructing a new parking lot in place of the existing baseball field, a 9,700± 
square-foot replacement sanctuary building with 600-seat capacity, and a two-story, 3,800± 
square-foot classroom building on APN 019-047-012.  Phase Four will consist of constructing a 
two-story, 19,020± square-foot classroom building, a 700± square-foot kitchen, and a 2,000± 
square-foot storage building on APN 019-047-012, as well as demolishing two modular classroom 
buildings on APN 019-047-012 and one modular classroom building on APN 019-047-013.  Phase 
Five will consist of constructing a two-story, 5,600± square-foot classroom building on APN 019-
047-012.  Phase Six will consist of demolishing an existing storage building on APN 019-047-012; 
constructing an 1,000± square-foot picnic canopy and 440± square-foot storage building on APN 
019-047-012; and constructing a 1,700± square-foot storage building on APN 019-047-013.   
 
The Church’s existing hours of service of Sunday through Saturday from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 
with the exceptions of Easter, Christmas, and New Years (when the Church is permitted to operate 
from sunrise to 1:30 a.m.) will remain the same.  On-site activities consist of Sunday morning and 
evening church services, Sunday morning Bible study classes, and Wednesday evening Bible 
study classes for adults.  The church also hosts three two-day conferences per year with 100 to 
300 attendees, four to six weddings and funerals per year, and monthly large service events in the 
spring and summer.  Occasional baptisms and other large services with typically 350 to 380 
attendees take place outdoors in place of regular Sunday morning service using a tent in one of 
the existing parking lots.  A portable PA system is used for amplified sound inside the tent as part 
of these events, which were not permitted by previous land use entitlements.  The applicant has 
proposed to keep the tent set up on-site year-round.  Additionally, the Church has proposed 
approximately three to five outdoor social events per year for members of the church, which would 
typically occur on Fridays or Saturdays between the hours of approximately 6:00 to 7:30 p.m. with 
expected attendance of 50 to 100 people.  The PA system will not be used as part of these 
outdoor social events.  The number of attendees for church services are anticipated to be 
expanded up to a total of 600 parishioners from the previously approved 400, as a result of the 
proposed sanctuary building being constructed.  Additionally, it is anticipated the number of 
Sunday school and adult education students will increase to 200 and 240, respectively.  Use of the 
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facility is and will continue to be for members of the church and will not be available to the general 
public.   
 
The site is served by a private septic system and receives public water from the City of Waterford.  
The project site has an existing paved parking lot with 191 stalls.  Two new parking lots are 
proposed to be developed as part of Phases Two and Three, bringing total available parking on-
site to 417 stalls.  The site has existing light poles within the parking area and landscaped planters 
along the parking areas.  In addition to the proposed monument sign, the site has an existing five-
foot by six-foot illuminated wall sign attached to a classroom building.  The site is currently 
enclosed with existing seven-foot-tall chain-link perimeter fencing. 
 
This use permit application was submitted in response to an active Code Enforcement case for 
unpermitted installation of two modular classroom buildings and construction of canopy structures 
on-site (No. CE 24-0038). 

 
10. Surrounding land uses and setting: Single-family dwellings and the 

Community of Hickman in all 
directions; Irrigated cropland to the 
north and east; City of Waterford to the 
north; and Hickman Community 
Charter school to the south 

11. Other public agencies whose approval is 
required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or 
participation agreement.): 

 
 
  

Stanislaus County Department of 
Public Works 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution 
Control District  
 
 

12.      Have California Native American tribes 
traditionally and culturally affiliated with the 
project area requested consultation pursuant 
to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If 
so, is there a plan for consultation that 
includes, for example, the determination of 
significance of impacts to tribal cultural 
resources, procedures regarding 
confidentiality, etc.?: 

In accordance with SB 18, this project 
was not referred to the tribes listed 
with the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) as the project is 
not a General Plan Amendment.  The 
Muwekma Ohlone Tribe of the San 
Francisco (S.F.) Bay Area has 
requested consultation in accordance 
with AB 52 for all projects located west 
of the San Joaquin River.  This project 
is not located in that area; accordingly, 
this project is not being sent to the 
Muwekma Ohlone S.F. Bay Area tribe. 
 

13. Attachments: 
 

I. Acoustical Analysis by WJV 
Acoustics, dated July 22, 2025 

II. Transportation Impact Analysis 
by Barrios Transportation 
Consulting, Dated April 30, 
2026, as revised August 6, 
2026 
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III. Revised Air Quality and 
Greenhouse Gas Study, 
SJVAPCD Rule 9510 Indirect 
Source Review and Risk 
Prioritization Scoring by Yorke 
Engineering, dated May 29, 
2026 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, 
involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the 
checklist on the following pages. 
 
☐ Aesthetics ☐ Agriculture / Forestry 

Resources 
☐ Air Quality 

☐ Biological Resources ☐ Cultural Resources ☐ Energy  

☐ Geology / Soils ☐ Greenhouse Gas Emissions  ☐ Hazards / Hazardous 
Materials  

☐ Hydrology / Water 
Quality  

☐ Land Use / Planning  ☐ Mineral Resources  

☒ Noise  ☐ Population / Housing  ☐ Public Services 

☐ Recreation  ☒ Transportation   ☐ Tribal Cultural Resources 

☐ Utilities / Service 
Systems 

☐ Wildfire ☐ Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

 
DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency) 
 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

☐ 

 
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

☒ 

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

☐ 

 
I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and 
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

☐ 

 
I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or 
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one 
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable 
legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the 
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets.  An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

☐ 

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

 
 
 
 
Signature on File      August 21, 2026     
Prepared by Marcus Ruddicks, Assistant Planner  Date 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 
 
1)  A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are 
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses 
following each question.  A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced 
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one 
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone).  A “No Impact” answer should be 
explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the 
project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening 
analysis). 
 
2)  All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as 
on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well 
as operational impacts. 
 
3)  Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the 
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than 
significant with mitigation, or less than significant.  “Potentially Significant Impact” is 
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant.  If there are one 
or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is 
required. 
 
4) “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where 
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant 
Impact” to a “Less Than Significant Impact.”  The lead agency must describe the mitigation 
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level. 
 
5)  Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. 
 
Section 15063(c)(3)(D).  In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 
 
 a) Earlier Analysis Used.  Identify and state where they are available for review. 
 

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed.  Identify which effects from the above checklist were 
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by 
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 
 
c) Mitigation Measures.  For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation 
Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or 
refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific 
conditions for the project. 

 
6)  Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information 
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances).  References to a 
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to 
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 
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7)  Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used 
or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 
 
8)  This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; 
however, lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are 
relevant to a project’s environmental effects in whatever format is selected. 
 
9)  The explanation of each issue should identify: 
 
 a) the significant criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 
 
 b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant. 
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ISSUES 
 
 
I.  AESTHETICS.  Except as provided in 
Public Resources Code Section 21099, 
would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
a scenic vista?   X  

b) Substantially damage scenic 
resources, including, but not limited 
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 
historic buildings within a state 
scenic highway? 

  X  

c) In non-urbanized areas, 
substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of public 
views of the site and its 
surroundings? (Public views are 
those that are experienced from 
publicly accessible vantage point).  
If the project is in an urbanized area, 
would the project conflict with 
applicable zoning and other 
regulations governing scenic 
quality?  

  X  

d) Create a new source of substantial 
light or glare which would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

  X  

 
Discussion: The site is currently improved with 28,865± square feet of existing buildings including 
five classroom buildings (two of which were previously unpermitted), an 1,831± square-foot sanctuary 
building, a 4,295± square-foot multipurpose building, two storage buildings, a basketball court, a 
playground, and multiple previously unpermitted canopies (including one used for large service 
events).  The request includes the construction of four two-story classroom buildings, a replacement 
sanctuary building with 600-seat capacity, a kitchen, two restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic 
canopy, new twenty-five-foot-tall lighting fixtures at the existing basketball court, a new monument 
sign, and renovations to an existing catering kitchen.  The request also includes the demolition of 
three existing modular classroom buildings, two unpermitted canopies, and an existing storage 
building.  The project site has an existing paved parking lot with 191 stalls.  Two new parking lots are 
proposed to be developed as part of Phases Two and Three, bringing total available parking on-site 
to 417 stalls.  The site has existing light poles within the parking area and landscaped planters along 
the parking areas.  Landscaping is also proposed along the new parking areas.  In addition to the 
proposed monument sign, the site has an existing five-foot by six-foot illuminated wall sign attached 
to a classroom building.  The site is currently enclosed with existing seven-foot-tall chain-link fencing. 
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The only scenic designation in the County is along Interstate 5, which is not near the project site.  The 
site itself is not considered to be a scenic resource or unique scenic vista.  Single-family dwellings 
and the Community of Hickman are located in all directions.  Irrigated cropland is located to the north 
and east.  The City of Waterford is located to the north, and the Hickman Community Charter school 
is located to the south.  Structures within the surrounding area consist primarily of metal agricultural 
buildings, and residential and accessory structures with stucco, metal, and wood facades.  No 
adverse impacts to the existing visual character of the site or its surroundings are anticipated. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Application information; Stanislaus County Zoning Ordinance; Stanislaus County 
General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
II.  AGRICULTURE AND FOREST 
RESOURCES.  In determining whether 
impacts to agricultural resources are 
significant environmental effects, lead 
agencies may refer to the California 
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site 
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the 
California Department of Conservation as 
an optional model to use in assessing 
impacts on agriculture and farmland.  In 
determining whether impacts to forest 
resources, including timberland, are 
significant environmental effects, lead 
agencies may refer to information 
compiled by the California Department of 
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the 
state’s inventory of forest land, including 
the Forest and Range Assessment Project 
and the Forest Legacy Assessment 
project; and forest carbon measurement 
methodology provided in Forest Protocols 
adopted by the California Air Resources 
Board.  Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown 
on the maps prepared pursuant to 
the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to 
non-agricultural use? 

  X  

b) Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
contract? 

  X  
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c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or 
cause rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code 
section 12220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public Resources Code 
section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined 
by Government Code section 
51104(g))? 

   X 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-
forest use? 

   X 

e) Involve other changes in the 
existing environment which, due to 
their location or nature, could result 
in conversion of Farmland, to non-
agricultural use or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? 

  X  

 
Discussion: The project site consists of two parcels, a 1.29± acre parcel in the Rural Residential (R-
A) zoning district and a 7.62± acre parcel in the General Agriculture (A-2-10) zoning district.  The 
project is a request to expand an existing church by 42,469± square feet to allow for the construction 
of four two-story classroom buildings, a 9,700± square-foot replacement sanctuary building with 600-
seat capacity, a kitchen, two restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic canopy, and to install a new 
monument sign, in six phases.  The project also proposes to hold special events and conferences, to 
demolish 7,491± square feet of existing structures, to improve the existing basketball court, and to 
renovate an existing commercial kitchen. Churches require a Use Permit in the R-A zoning district 
and a Tier Three Use Permit in the A-2 zoning district. 
 
Approximately 1.83± acres at the eastern portion of the project site, on APN 019-047-012, are 
classified as “Vacant or Disturbed Land” by the California Department of Conservation’s Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program.  The remaining 7.08± acres of the project site are classified as 
“Urban and Built-Up Land.”  The United States Department of Agriculture Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (USDA NRCS) Web Soil Survey indicates that approximately 100 percent of 
the project site is comprised of Snelling sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes (SnA), which has a 
California Revised Storie Index Rating of 93.  The California Revised Storie Index is a rating system 
based on soil properties that dictate the potential for soils to be used for irrigated agricultural 
production in California.  The 93 Index rating equates to Grade 1 soils which are considered to be 
excellent soil to be used for irrigated agriculture.   
 
Stanislaus County considers land that meets at least one of the following requirements to be prime 
farmland under the Uniform Rules: parcels comprised of Class 1 or Class 2 soils; parcels comprised 
of Grade 1 or Grade 2 soils; irrigated pastureland which supports livestock used for the production of 
food and fiber; and land used for unprocessed agricultural plant production with an annual gross 
value of not less than eight hundred dollars per-acre.  Although the project site does meet the 
definition of prime farmland under the County’s Uniform Rules, the site is already developed with 
structures associated with the existing church and is not designated as Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared 
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pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency.  The 
parcels are not currently improved with production agriculture and have not been farmed for several 
years.  The proposed project will not permanently convert any prime farmland, unique farmland, or 
farmland of statewide importance to non-agricultural use.  
 
The surrounding area is comprised of single-family dwellings in all directions, irrigated cropland to the 
north and east, the City of Waterford to the north, and the Hickman Community Charter District 
campus to the south.  
 
The project site itself is not enrolled in a Williamson Act Contract; however, the nearest parcels 
enrolled in a Williamson Act Contract are a 214.8± acre farmed parcel located approximately 50± to 
the north of the project site across Lake Road and a 44.76± acre farmed parcel located approximately 
180± feet to the east across the Turlock Irrigation District (TID) Main Canal.  Non-contracted 
production agriculture exists to the north and east of the project site.   
 
Buffer and Setback Guidelines are applicable to new or expanding uses approved in or adjacent to 
the General Agriculture (A-2-10) zoning district and are required to be designed to physically avoid 
conflicts between agricultural and non-agricultural uses.  General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01 – 
Revised Agricultural Buffers was approved by the Board of Supervisors on December 20, 2011, to 
modify County requirements for buffers on agricultural projects.  Landscaping, drainage facilities, 
parking lots, and similar low-people intensive uses are permitted within the setback area.  The project 
site is bordered by the TID Main Canal to the east and County-maintained Lake Road to the north, 
which limits the closest encroachment of commercial agricultural uses adjoining the property.  The 
portions of the campus adjoining the canal right-of-way will be used for parking, a drainage basin, and 
a small storage building.  The nearest proposed occupied structure, a classroom building, will be 
approximately 430 feet way from the east boundary of the canal right-of-way.  The site is enclosed 
with existing seven-foot-tall chain-link perimeter fencing, and existing screen landscaping separates 
the project site from APN 019-047-003 to the north.  The project was referred to the Stanislaus 
County Agricultural Commissioner’s Office, and no response has been received to date. 
 
The project site is located in the service area for the Turlock Irrigation District (TID) for irrigation 
water.  The project was referred to TID, who responded on April 18, 2025 with comments on the 
project requiring an existing irrigation pipeline that runs east-to-west along the project site be 
removed and relocated to current District standards and specifications, an irrigation easement be 
dedicated to the District and the benefit of the Improvement District members for this relocated 
pipeline, that the District shall review and approve all maps and plans for the project, and that 
development shall follow District requirements for projects adjacent to a canal, such as the installation 
of a block wall.  Additionally, TID requires that work on irrigation facilities can only be performed 
during the non-irrigation season, which typically runs from November 1 through March 1.  These 
comments will be added to the project as conditions of approval.   
 
Based on this information, staff believes that the proposed project will not conflict with any 
agriculturally zoned land or Williamson Act Contracted land, nor will the project result in the 
conversion of prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide importance.  No forest lands 
or timberland exist in Stanislaus County.  Therefore, this project will have no impact to forest land or 
timberland. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
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References: Application information; Referral response received from Turlock Irrigation District (TID), 
dated April 18, 2025; Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey; Stanislaus Soil Survey 
(1957); California State Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program - 
Stanislaus County Farmland 2018; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
III.  AIR QUALITY.  Where available, the 
significance criteria established by the 
applicable air quality management district 
or air pollution control district may be 
relied upon to make the following 
determinations.  Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

  X  

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

  X  

c) Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

  X  

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

  X  

 
Discussion: The proposed project is located within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB) and, 
therefore, falls under the jurisdiction of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
(SJVAPCD).  In conjunction with the Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG), the SJVAPCD 
is responsible for formulating and implementing air pollution control strategies.  The SJVAPCD’s most 
recent air quality plans are the 2007 PM10 (respirable particulate matter) Maintenance Plan, the 2008 
PM2.5 (fine particulate matter) Plan, and the 2007 Ozone Plan.  These plans establish a 
comprehensive air pollution control program leading to the attainment of state and federal air quality 
standards in the SJVAB, which has been classified as “extreme non-attainment” for ozone, 
“attainment” for respirable particulate matter (PM-10), and “non-attainment” for PM 2.5, as defined by 
the Federal Clean Air Act. 
 
The primary source of air pollutants generated by this project would be classified as being generated 
from "mobile" sources.  Mobile sources would generally include dust from roads, farming, and 
automobile exhausts.  Mobile sources are generally regulated by the Air Resources Board of the 
California EPA which sets emissions for vehicles and acts on issues regarding cleaner burning fuels 
and alternative fuel technologies.  As such, the District has addressed most criteria air pollutants 
through basin wide programs and policies to prevent cumulative deterioration of air quality within the 
Basin.  The project will increase traffic in the area and, thereby, impact air quality.  The church will 
operate Sunday through Saturday from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m., except Easter, Christmas, and New 
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Years celebrations allowed from sunrise to 1:30 a.m.  Primary activities on-site consist of Sunday 
morning and evening church services, Sunday morning Bible study classes, and Wednesday evening 
Bible study classes for adults.  Four permanent employees of the church work Monday through 
Friday, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
 
The Air District provided a project referral response on April 24, 2025 requesting that a Health Risk 
Assessment (HRA) and an Ambient Air Quality Analysis (AAQA) be completed by the applicant and 
submitted to the District for review.  Additionally, an Air Impact Assessment (AIA) application for the 
project was submitted to the District and deemed complete on August 28, 2025. 
 
An Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Study, SJVAPCD Rule 9510 Indirect Source Review and 
Risk Prioritization Scoring by Yorke Engineering, dated August 14, 2025, was completed for the 
project and submitted to the Air District on August 25, 2025.  The analysis found that the construction 
and operational phases of the proposed project would not exceed any of the District’s air quality 
thresholds for criteria pollutant emissions.  Additionally, the analysis found that the project would not 
be a significant source of Toxic Air Contaminants or exceed the thresholds for carcinogenic risk, or 
acute or chronic hazard indices.  Ultimately, the analysis found the project as a whole would not 
conflict with or obstruct any applicable air quality plans, impact sensitive receptors, or result in 
cumulatively considerable increases of criteria pollutants.  The Air District reviewed the analysis and 
responded on October 21, 2025, stating that the project is not expected to have a significant health 
impact on nearby sensitive receptors.  The analysis was later revised to incorporate project-specific 
operational trip rates from a subsequent Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) prepared by Barrios 
Transportation Consulting, dated April 30, 2026, with impacts to air quality and GHG impacts of the 
proposed Project still being shown to be less than significant.  The updated analysis, dated May 29, 
2026, was submitted to the Air District on June 1, 2026.  The Air District reviewed the updated 
analysis and responded with no additional comments on June 8, 2026.  The project will be subject to 
all applicable District rules and regulations.  Additionally, a condition of approval will be added to the 
project to ensure consultation with the Air District takes place prior to issuance of any grading, 
encroachment, or building permit. 
 
As required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, potential impacts regarding Air Quality should be 
evaluated using Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT).  Stanislaus County has currently not adopted any 
significance thresholds for VMT, and projects are treated on a case-by-case basis for evaluation 
under CEQA.  However, the State of California - Office of Planning and Research (OPR) has issued 
guidelines regarding VMT significance under CEQA.  The CEQA Guidelines identify vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT), which is the amount and distance of automobile travel attributable to a project, as the 
most appropriate measure of transportation impacts.  According to the same technical advisory from 
OPR, projects that generate or attract fewer than 110 trips per-day generally may be assumed to 
cause a less-than significant transportation impact.  While the daily increase in vehicle trips is 
expected to be 431 on Sunday and 200 on Wednesday for regular Bible study classes based on the 
church’s proposed congregation expansion from 250 to 600 people and the 301 observed trips on 
Sunday and 142 observed trips on Wednesday in the Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) prepared by 
Barrios Transportation Consulting, dated April 30, 2026, the average daily increase in vehicle trips is 
91, which is below this threshold.  Traffic was analyzed during study periods of 5:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 
on Wednesday and 8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. on Sunday, based on the anticipated peak traffic times for 
the project for regular weekly service and Bible study classes.  As this is below the threshold of 
significance for vehicle trips, no significant impacts from vehicle and truck trips to air quality are 
anticipated. 
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Construction activities associated with new development can temporarily increase localized PM10, 
PM2.5, volatile organic compound (VOC), nitrogen oxides (NOX), sulfur oxides (SOX), and carbon 
monoxide (CO) concentrations a project’s vicinity.  The primary source of construction-related CO, 
SOX, VOC, and NOX emission is gasoline and diesel-powered, heavy-duty mobile construction 
equipment.  Primary sources of PM10 and PM2.5 emissions are generally clearing and demolition 
activities, grading operations, construction vehicle traffic on unpaved ground, and wind blowing over 
exposed surfaces. 
 
Construction activities associated with the proposed project would consist primarily of the demolition 
of existing canopies and classroom and storage buildings on-site and construction of four two-story 
classroom buildings, a replacement sanctuary building with 600-seat capacity, a kitchen, two 
restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic canopy, new lighting fixtures at the existing basketball 
court, a new monument sign, and renovations to an existing catering kitchen, with all activities 
proposed to be completed over six phases.  These activities would not require any substantial use of 
heavy-duty construction equipment and would require little or no demolition or grading as the site is 
already developed and considered to be topographically flat.  Consequently, emissions would be 
minimal.  Furthermore, all construction activities would occur in compliance with all SJVAPCD 
regulations; therefore, construction emissions would be less than significant without mitigation. 
 
As the project must comply with District regulations, the project’s emissions would be less than 
significant for all criteria pollutants, would not be inconsistent with any applicable air quality 
attainment plans, and would result in less than significant impacts to air quality. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Referral response received from San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, dated 
April 24, 2025; Transportation Impact Analysis by Barrios Transportation Consulting, Dated April 30, 
2026, as revised August 6, 2026; Revised Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study, SJVAPCD Rule 
9510 Indirect Source Review and Risk Prioritization Scoring by Yorke Engineering, dated May 29, 
2026; San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District - Regulation VIII Fugitive Dust/PM-10 
Synopsis; www.valleyair.org; Governor’s Office of Planning and Research Technical Advisory, 
December 2018; Stanislaus County Zoning Ordinance (Title 21); Application information;  Stanislaus 
County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.  Would the 
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, 
either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, 
or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California 

  X  
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Department of Fish and Game or 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

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

  X  

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
state or federally protected 
wetlands (including, but not limited 
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

  X  

d) Interfere substantially with the 
movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with established native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife 
nursery sites? 

  X  

e) Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

  X  

f) Conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation 
Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

  X  

 
Discussion: It does not appear this project will result in impacts to endangered species or habitats, 
locally designated species, or wildlife dispersal or mitigation corridors.  There is no known sensitive or 
protected species or natural community located on the site.  The project is located within the 
Montpelier Quad of the California Natural Diversity Database.  
 
Based on results from the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), there are three animal 
species (excluding fish and mollusk species for which there is no feasible or potential habitat on the 
project site due to the lack of hydrological features) which are state or federally listed, threatened, or 
identified as species of special concern or a candidate of special concern within the Montpelier 
California Natural Diversity Database Quad.  These species include tricolored blackbird, California 
tiger salamander- central California DPS, and western spadefoot.  Of these species, only the 
California tiger salamander- central California DPS has been spotted within a three-mile radius of the 
project site, but the species has been presumed extant in the area since 1988.   
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An early consultation was referred to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and no response 
was received.  The project will not conflict with a Habitat Conservation Plan, a Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other locally approved conservation plans.  Impacts to endangered species or 
habitats, locally designated species, or wildlife dispersal or mitigation corridors are considered to be 
less than significant. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s Natural Diversity Database Quad Species 
List; California Natural Diversity Database, Planning and Community Development GIS, accessed 
July 21, 2026; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES.  Would the 
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change 
in the significance of a historical 
resource pursuant to in § 15064.5? 

  
X 

 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change 
in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to 
§ 15064.5? 

  
X 

 

c) Disturb any human remains, 
including those interred outside of 
formal cemeteries? 

  
X 

 

 
Discussion: It does not appear this project will result in significant impacts to any archaeological or 
cultural resources.  The majority of the project site is already developed.  Conditions of approval will 
be placed on the project, requiring that any future construction activities shall be halted, if any 
resources are found, until appropriate agencies are contacted, and an archaeological survey is 
completed.   
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Application information; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
VI.  ENERGY.  Would the project: Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Result in potentially significant 
environmental impact due to   X  
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wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy resources, 
during project construction or 
operation?  

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or 
local plan for renewable energy or 
energy efficiency?  

  X  

 
Discussion: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Appendix F states that 
energy consuming equipment and processes, which will be used during construction or operation 
such as: energy requirements of the project by fuel type and end use, energy conservation equipment 
and design features, energy supplies that would serve the project, total estimated daily vehicle trips to 
be generated by the project, and the additional energy consumed per trip by mode, shall be taken into 
consideration when evaluating energy impacts.  Additionally, the project’s compliance with applicable 
state or local energy legislation, policies, and standards must be considered.  The project was also 
referred to the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD), who provided a project 
referral response on April 24, 2025 requesting that a Health Risk Assessment (HRA) and an Ambient 
Air Quality Analysis (AAQA) be completed by the applicant and submitted to the District for review. 
Additionally, the applicant submitted an Air Impact Analysis (AIA) application for the project which 
was deemed complete by the District on August 28, 2025. 
 
As discussed in Section III – Air Quality, a revised Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Study, 
SJVAPCD Rule 9510 Indirect Source Review and Risk Prioritization Scoring by Yorke Engineering, 
dated May 29, 2026, was submitted to the Air District on June 1, 2026.  The analysis found that the 
construction and operational phases of the proposed project would not exceed any of the District’s air 
quality thresholds for criteria pollutant emissions, and GHG impacts of the project would be less than 
significant.  The Air District reviewed the updated analysis and responded with no additional 
comments on June 8, 2026.  
 
Senate Bill 743 (SB743) requires that the transportation impacts under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) evaluate impacts by using Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) as a metric.  Stanislaus 
County has currently not adopted any significance thresholds for VMT, and projects are treated on a 
case-by-case basis.  As discussed in Section III – Air Quality, activities related to the project would 
not significantly increase VMT due to the number of vehicle trips not exceeding a total of 110 vehicle 
trips per-day.  While the daily increase in vehicle trips is expected to be 431 on Sunday and 200 on 
Wednesday for regular Bible study classes based on the Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) prepared by 
Barrios Transportation Consulting, dated April 30, 2026, the average daily increase in vehicle trips is 
91, which is below this threshold. 
 
The project was referred to Turlock Irrigation District (TID), which serves the project site and 
surrounding area for electrical service.  TID responded on April 18, 2025 with no comments related to 
electrical utilities. 
 
It does not appear that this project will result in significant impacts to the wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of energy resources.  Accordingly, the potential impacts to Energy are 
considered to be less than significant. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
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References: Referral response received from Turlock Irrigation District (TID), dated April 18, 2025; 
Referral response received from San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, dated April 24, 
2025; Transportation Impact Analysis by Barrios Transportation Consulting, Dated April 30, 2026, as 
revised August 6, 2026; Revised Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study, SJVAPCD Rule 9510 
Indirect Source Review and Risk Prioritization Scoring by Yorke Engineering, dated May 29, 2026; 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District - Regulation VIII Fugitive Dust/PM-10 Synopsis; 
www.valleyair.org; Governor’s Office of Planning and Research Technical Advisory, December 2018; 
Application information. 
 
 
VII.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS.  Would the 
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential 
substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving: 

  X  

i) Rupture of a known earthquake 
fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or 
based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault?  
Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 42. 

  X  

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?   X  
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, 

including liquefaction?   X  
iv) Landslides?   X  

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or 
the loss of topsoil?   X  

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil 
that is unstable, or that would 
become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in on- 
or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction 
or collapse? 

  X  

d) Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1-B of the 
Uniform Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial direct or 
indirect risks to life or property? 

  X  
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e) Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks 
or alternative waste water disposal 
systems where sewers are not 
available for the disposal of waste 
water? 

  X  

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a 
unique paleontological resource or 
site or unique geologic feature?  

  X  

 
Discussion: The USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service’s Eastern Stanislaus County Soil 
Survey indicates that the property is made up of Snelling sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes (SnA).  
As contained in Chapter 5 of the General Plan Support Documentation, the areas of the County 
subject to significant geologic hazard are located in the Diablo Range, west of Interstate 5; however, 
as per the California Building Code, all of Stanislaus County is located within a geologic hazard zone 
(Seismic Design Category D, E, or F) and a soils test may be required at building permit application.  
Results from the soils test will determine if unstable or expansive soils are present.  If such soils are 
present, special engineering of the structure will be required to compensate for the soil deficiency.   
 
Any structures resulting from this project will be designed and built according to building standards 
appropriate to withstand shaking for the area in which they are constructed.  Any earth moving is 
subject to Public Works Standards and Specifications, which consider the potential for erosion and 
run-off prior to permit approval.  Likewise, any addition or expansion of a septic tank or alternative 
wastewater disposal system would require the approval of the Department of Environmental 
Resources (DER) through the building permit process, which also takes soil type into consideration 
within the specific design requirements.  A referral response received from the Environmental Health 
Division of DER stated that any new building requiring an on-site wastewater treatment system 
(OWTS) shall be designed according to type and/or maximum occupancy of the proposed structure to 
the estimated waste/sewage design flow rate, that no dispersal systems or replacement areas shall 
be covered by an impermeable surface, that on-site wastewater treatment system (OWTS) shall be 
by individual Primary and Secondary wastewater treatment units operated under conditions and 
guidelines established by Measure X, and that prior to issuance of any grading or building permit, the 
applicant shall be required to submit a site plan that includes the location, layout, and design of all 
existing and/or proposed on-site wastewater treatment systems (OWTS), their future 100% expansion 
(replacement) areas, and all water wells.  An early consultation referral response received from the 
Department of Public Works contained standard requirements that will be applied to the project as 
conditions of approval, such as landscaping and improvements not being permitted within the ultimate 
Stanislaus County right-of-way; no parking, loading, or unloading of vehicles being permitted in the 
County right-of-way; irrevocable offers of dedication being required; and all storm drainage facilities 
being designed using a 100-year, 24-hour storm and being capable of dewatering the 100-year, 24-
hour storm within 48 hours.  
 
The project site is not located near an active fault or within a high earthquake zone.  Landslides are 
not likely due to the flat terrain of the area.  Impacts to geology and soils are anticipated to be less 
than significant. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
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References: Application information; Referral response from the Department of Environmental 
Resources (DER) Environmental Health Division, dated April 23, 2025; Referral response from the 
Stanislaus County Department of Public Works dated September 11, 2025; Stanislaus County 
General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
VIII.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.  
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

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

   
X 

 

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, 
policy or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions 
of greenhouse gases? 

   
X 

 

 
Discussion: The principal Greenhouse Gasses (GHGs) are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), 
nitrous oxide (N2O), sulfur hexafluoride (SF6), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), 
and water vapor (H2O).  CO2 is the reference gas for climate change because it is the predominant 
greenhouse gas emitted.  To account for the varying warming potential of different GHGs, GHG 
emissions are often quantified and reported as CO2 equivalents (CO2e).  In 2006, California passed 
the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (Assembly Bill [AB] No. 32), which requires the 
California Air Resources Board (ARB) design and implement emission limits, regulations, and other 
measures, such that feasible and cost-effective statewide GHG emissions are reduced to 1990 levels 
by 2020.  Two additional bills, SB 350 and SB32, were passed in 2015 further amending the states 
Renewables Portfolio Standard (RPS) for electrical generation and amending the reduction targets to 
40% of 1990 levels by 2030. 
 
The short-term emissions of GHGs during construction, primarily composed of CO2, CH4, and N2O, 
would be the result of fuel combustion by construction equipment and motor vehicles.  The other 
primary GHGs (HFCs, PFCs, and SF6) are typically associated with specific industrial sources and 
are not expected to be emitted by future construction at this project site.  As described in Section III - 
Air Quality, the use of heavy-duty construction equipment would be very limited; therefore, the 
emissions of CO2 from future construction would be less than significant.  Any future construction 
resulting from the project would be required to meet mandatory planning and design, energy 
efficiency, water efficiency and conservation, material conservation and resources efficiency, and 
environmental quality measures, of the California Green Building Standards (CALGreen) Code 
(California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Part 11) which includes minimum statewide standards to 
significantly reduce GHG emissions from new construction.  Future construction activities associated 
with this project would be considered less than significant as they are temporary in nature and subject 
to meeting San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) standards for emissions. 
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Direct emissions of GHGs from the operation of the proposed project are primarily due to passenger 
vehicle trips to and from the site for regular Sunday morning and evening church services, Sunday 
morning Bible study classes, and Wednesday evening Bible study classes for adults.  As required by 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines section 15064.3, potential impacts regarding 
Green House Gas Emissions should be evaluated using Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT).  The 
calculation of VMT is the number of cars/trucks multiplied by the distance traveled by each car/truck.  
As discussed in Section III – Air Quality, activities related to the project would not significantly 
increase VMT due to the number of vehicle trips not exceeding a total of 110 vehicle trips per-day.  
While the daily increase in vehicle trips is expected to be 431 on Sunday and 200 on Wednesday for 
regular Bible study classes based on the Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) prepared by Barrios 
Transportation Consulting, dated April 30, 2026, the average daily increase in vehicle trips is 91, 
which is below this threshold. 
 
As discussed in Section III – Air Quality, a referral response from the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution 
Control District (SJVAPCD) indicated that the District required a Health Risk Assessment (HRA) and 
an Ambient Air Quality Analysis (AAQA) be completed by the applicant and submitted to the District 
for review. Additionally, an Air Impact Assessment (AIA) application for the project was submitted and 
deemed complete by the District on August 28, 2025. 
 
A revised Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Study, SJVAPCD Rule 9510 Indirect Source 
Review and Risk Prioritization Scoring by Yorke Engineering, dated May 29, 2026, was  submitted to 
the Air District on June 1, 2026.  The analysis found that the construction and operational phases of 
the proposed project would not exceed any of the District’s air quality thresholds for criteria pollutant 
emissions, and GHG impacts of the project would be less than significant.  The Air District reviewed 
the updated analysis and responded with no additional comments on June 8, 2026.  
 
Based on project details and the conditions of approval to be placed on the project requiring that the 
applicant be in compliance with the District’s rules and regulations, GHG emissions are considered to 
be less than significant for the project. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Referral response received from San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, dated 
April 24, 2025; Transportation Impact Analysis by Barrios Transportation Consulting, dated April 30, 
2026, as revised August 6, 2026; Revised Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study, SJVAPCD Rule 
9510 Indirect Source Review and Risk Prioritization Scoring by Yorke Engineering, dated May 29, 
2026; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
IX.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS.  Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through 
the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

  X  
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b) Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into 
the environment? 

  X  

c) Emit hazardous emissions or 
handle hazardous or acutely 
hazardous materials, substances, or 
waste within one-quarter mile of an 
existing or proposed school? 

  X  

d) Be located on a site which is 
included on a list of hazardous 
materials sites compiled pursuant 
to Government Code Section 
65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment? 

  X  

e) For a project located within an 
airport land use plan or, where such 
a plan has not been adopted, within 
two miles of a public airport or 
public use airport, would the project 
result in a safety hazard or 
excessive noise for people residing 
or working in the project area? 

  X  

f) Impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

  X  

g) Expose people or structures, either 
directly or indirectly, to a significant 
risk of loss, injury or death 
involving wildland fires? 

  X  

 
Discussion: The project is not anticipated to interfere with the Stanislaus County Local Hazard 
Mitigation Plan, which identifies risks posed by disasters and identifies ways to minimize damage 
from those disasters.  The County Department of Environmental Resources (DER) is responsible for 
overseeing hazardous materials.  The Hazardous Materials Division of DER provided a referral 
response on April 23, 2025 with no comments on the project.  The project was also referred to the 
Environmental Health Division of DER, who provided a referral response stating that any new building 
requiring an on-site wastewater treatment system (OWTS) shall be designed according to type and/or 
maximum occupancy of the proposed structure to the estimated waste/sewage design flow rate, that 
no dispersal systems or replacement areas shall be covered by an impermeable surface, that on-site 
wastewater treatment system (OWTS) shall be by individual Primary and Secondary wastewater 
treatment units operated under conditions and guidelines established by Measure X, and that prior to 
issuance of any grading or building permit, the applicant shall be required to submit a site plan that 
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includes the location, layout, and design of all existing and/or proposed on-site wastewater treatment 
systems (OWTS), their future 100% expansion (replacement) areas, and all water wells. 
 
Pesticide exposure is a risk in areas located in the vicinity of agriculture.  Sources of exposure include 
contaminated groundwater from drift from spray applications.  Application of sprays is strictly 
controlled by the Agricultural Commissioner and can only be accomplished after first obtaining 
permits.  Additionally, agricultural buffers are intended to reduce the risk of spray exposure to 
surrounding people.  The nearest properties in production agriculture with records of pesticide use 
are a 214.8± acre farmed parcel located approximately 50± to the north of the project site across 
Lake Road and a 44.76± acre farmed parcel located approximately 180± feet to the east across the 
Turlock Irrigation District (TID) Main Canal.  The project was referred to the Stanislaus County 
Agricultural Commissioner, who regulates pesticide use, and no comments have been received to 
date related to pesticide use in the area.  As discussed in Section II – Agricultural and Forest 
Resources, General Plan Amendment No. 2011-01 – Revised Agricultural Buffers was approved by 
the Board of Supervisors on December 20, 2011, to modify County requirements for buffers on 
agricultural projects.  Landscaping, drainage facilities, parking lots, and similar low people intensive 
uses are permitted within the setback area.  The project site is bordered by the TID Main Canal to the 
east and County-maintained Lake Road to the north, which limits the closest encroachment of 
commercial agricultural uses adjoining the property.  The portions of the campus adjoining the canal 
right-of-way will be used for parking, a drainage basin, and a small storage building.  The nearest 
proposed occupied structure, a classroom building, will be approximately 430 feet way from the east 
boundary of the canal right-of-way.  The site is enclosed with existing seven-foot-tall chain-link 
perimeter fencing, and existing screen landscaping separates the project site from APN 019-047-003 
to the north.   
 
The project site is not listed on the EnviroStor database managed by the CA Department of Toxic 
Substances Control (DTSC) or within the vicinity of any airport.  The project was referred to the 
DTSC, who provided a referral response on April 9, 2025 recommended surveys be conducted for the 
presence of lead-based paints or products, mercury, asbestos containing materials, and 
polychlorinated biphenyl caulk if buildings or other structures are to be demolished and for all 
imported soil and fill material to be tested to ensure any contaminants of concern meet screening 
levels as outlined in DTSC’s Preliminary Endangerment Assessment (PEA) Guidance Manual. 
 
The site is located in a Local Responsibility Area (LRA) for fire protection and is served by the 
Stanislaus Consolidated Fire Protection District.  The project was referred to the Stanislaus 
Consolidated Fire Protection District, and no comments have been received to date.  The project was 
referred to the Stanislaus County Fire Prevention Bureau, and no comments have been received to 
date.   
 
The project site is not within the vicinity of any airstrip, airport land use plan area, or wildlands.  No 
significant impacts associated with hazards or hazardous materials are anticipated to occur as a 
result of the proposed project. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Application Materials; Referral response from the Department of Environmental 
Resources (DER) Environmental Health Division, dated April 23, 2025; Referral response received 
from the Department of Toxic Substances Control, dated  April 9, 2025. Department of Toxic 
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Substances Control's Data Management System (EnviroStor); Stanislaus County Zoning Ordinance 
(Title 21); Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
X.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.  
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Violate any water quality standards 
or waste discharge requirements or 
otherwise substantially degrade 
surface or ground water quality? 

  X  

b) Substantially decrease groundwater 
supplies or interfere substantially 
with groundwater recharge such 
that the project may impede 
sustainable groundwater 
management of the basin? 

  X  

c) Substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river or 
through the addition of impervious 
surfaces, in a manner which would: 

  X  

i) result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site;   X  

ii) substantially increase the rate of 
amount of surface runoff in a 
manner which would result in 
flooding on- or off-site; 

  X  

iii) create or contribute runoff water 
which would exceed the 
capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or 
provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff; or 

  X  

iv) impede or redirect flood flows?    X  
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche 

zones, risk release of pollutants due 
to project inundation?  

  X  

e) Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan?  

  X  

 
Discussion: Areas subject to flooding have been identified in accordance with the Federal 
Emergency Management Act (FEMA).  The project site is located in FEMA Flood Zone X, which 
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includes areas determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplains.  All flood zone 
requirements will be addressed by the Building Permits Division during the building permit process.  
The project proposes to handle stormwater drainage via a new drainage basin on the eastern side of 
the parcel.  An early consultation referral response received from the Department of Public Works 
requires that grading and drainage plan be submitted which designs all storm drainage facilities using 
a 100-year, 24-hour storm and being capable of dewatering the 100-year, 24-hour storm within 48 
hours.  
 
The site is currently served by a private septic system and receives public water from the City of 
Waterford.  A referral response received from the Environmental Health Division of DER stated that 
any new building requiring an on-site wastewater treatment system (OWTS) shall be designed 
according to type and/or maximum occupancy of the proposed structure to the estimated 
waste/sewage design flow rate, that no dispersal systems or replacement areas shall be covered by 
an impermeable surface, that on-site wastewater treatment system (OWTS) shall be by individual 
Primary and Secondary wastewater treatment units operated under conditions and guidelines 
established by Measure X, and that prior to issuance of any grading or building permit, the applicant 
shall be required to submit a site plan that includes the location, layout, and design of all existing 
and/or proposed on-site wastewater treatment systems (OWTS), their future 100% expansion 
(replacement) areas, and all water wells.  The project was referred to City of Waterford, and no 
response has been received to date. 
 
The project was referred to the Department of Environmental Resources (DER)’s Groundwater 
Resources Division, who responded on April 22, 2025 requesting that the proposed development 
project be referred to the Stanislaus and Tuolumne Rivers Groundwater Basin Association 
Groundwater Sustainability Agency GSA for review and comment. The project was referred to the 
West Turlock Subbasin GSA, and no comments have been received to date. 
 
The project site is located in the service area for the Turlock Irrigation District (TID) for irrigation 
water.  The project was referred to TID, who responded on April 18, 2025 with comments on the 
project requiring an existing irrigation pipeline that runs east-to-west along the project site be 
removed and relocated to current District standards and specifications, an irrigation easement be 
dedicated to the District and the benefit of the Improvement District members for this relocated 
pipeline, that the District shall review and approve all maps and plans for the project, and that 
development shall follow District requirements for projects adjacent to a canal, such as the installation 
of a block wall.  Additionally, TID requires that work on irrigation facilities can only be performed 
during the non-irrigation season, which typically runs from November 1 through March 1.  These 
comments will be added to the project as conditions of approval. 
 
As a result of the development standards required for this project, impacts associated with drainage, 
water quality, and runoff are expected to have a less than significant impact.  
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Application information; Referral response from the Department of Environmental 
Resources (DER) Environmental Health Division, dated April 23, 2025; Referral response from the 
Department of Environmental Resources (DER) Groundwater Resources Division, dated April 22, 
2025; Referral response from the Stanislaus County Department of Public Works dated September 11, 
2025; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
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XI.  LAND USE AND PLANNING.  Would 
the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Physically divide an established 
community?   X  

b) Cause a significant environmental 
impact due to a conflict with any 
land use plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding 
or mitigating an environmental 
effect? 

  X  

 
Discussion: The project site consists of two parcels. APN 019-047-012 is designated Agriculture by 
the Stanislaus County General Plan land use diagrams and zoned General Agriculture (A-2-10).  APN 
019-047-013 is designated Low Density Residential by the Stanislaus County General Plan land use 
diagrams and zoned Rural Residential (R-A).  
 
The project is a request to expand an existing church by 42,469± square feet, to allow for the 
construction of four two-story classroom buildings, a 9,700± square-foot replacement sanctuary 
building with 600-seat capacity, a kitchen, two restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic canopy, 
and to install a new monument sign, in six phases.  The project also proposes to hold special events 
and conferences, to demolish 7,491± square feet of existing structures, to improve the existing 
basketball court, and to renovate an existing commercial kitchen.  The project site consists of two 
parcels, a 1.29± acre parcel in the Rural Residential (R-A) zoning district and a 7.62± acre parcel in 
the General Agriculture (A-2-10) zoning district.  The site is currently improved with 28,865± square 
feet of existing buildings including five classroom buildings (two of which were previously 
unpermitted), an 1,831± square-foot sanctuary building, a 4,195± square-foot multipurpose building, 
two storage buildings, a basketball court, a playground, and multiple previously unpermitted canopies 
(including one used for large service events).  The current request includes the construction of four 
two-story classroom buildings, a 9,700± square-foot replacement sanctuary building with 600-seat 
capacity, a kitchen, two restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic canopy, improvements to the 
existing basketball court, a new monument sign, and renovations to an existing catering kitchen. 
 
Churches are allowed in the R-A zoning district provided a use permit is first obtained per Section 
21.24.030 of the Stanislaus County Zoning Ordinance.  Use permits may be allowed when the 
Planning Commission finds that: 

• The establishment, maintenance and operation of the proposed use or building applied for is 
consistent with the General Plan and will not, under the circumstances of the particular case, 
be detrimental to the health, safety and general welfare of persons residing or working in the 
neighborhood of the use, and that it will not be detrimental or injurious to property and 
improvements in the neighborhood or to the general welfare of the County. 
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The proposed use is considered a Tier Three use, which are not directly related to agriculture but 
may be necessary to serve the A-2 district or may be difficult to locate in an urban area.  As allowed 
under Section 21.020.030(C) of the Stanislaus County Zoning Ordinance, Tier Three uses may be 
allowed when the Planning Commission finds that: 
 

1. The use as proposed will not be substantially detrimental to or in conflict with agricultural 
use of other property in the vicinity; and 

 
2. The parcel on which such use is requested is not located in one of the County's "most 
productive agricultural areas," as that term is used in the agricultural element of the general 
plan; or the character of the use that is requested is such that the land may reasonably be 
returned to agricultural use in the future.  

 
Based on the specific features and design of this project, it does not appear this project will impact 
the long-term productive agricultural capability of surrounding contracted lands in the A-2 zoning 
district.  There is no indication this project will result in the removal of adjacent contracted land from 
agricultural use.  With the application of conditions of approval, there is no indication that, under the 
circumstances of this particular case, the proposed operation will be detrimental to the health, safety, 
and general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of the use or that it will be 
detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or to the general welfare of 
the County. 
 
As discussed in Section II – Agricultural and Forest Resources, General Plan Amendment No. 2011-
01 – Revised Agricultural Buffers was approved by the Board of Supervisors on December 20, 2011, 
to modify County requirements for buffers on agricultural projects.  Landscaping, drainage facilities, 
parking lots, and similar low people intensive uses are permitted within the setback area.  The project 
site is bordered by the TID Main Canal to the east and County-maintained Lake Road to the north, 
which limits the closest encroachment of commercial agricultural uses adjoining the property.  The 
portions of the campus adjoining the canal right-of-way will be used for parking, a drainage basin, and 
a small storage building.  The nearest proposed occupied structure, a classroom building, will be 
approximately 430 feet away from the east boundary of the canal right-of-way.  The site is enclosed 
with existing seven-foot-tall chain-link perimeter fencing, and existing screen landscaping separates 
the project site from APN 019-047-003 to the north.   
 
The project site is not located within the Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) - adopted 
Sphere of Influence (SOI) or adopted General Plan area of any incorporated cities in Stanislaus 
County.  
 
The project will not physically divide an established community nor conflict with any habitat 
conservation plans.  This project is not known to conflict with any adopted land use plan, policy, or 
regulation of any agency with jurisdiction over the project.  No significant impacts associated with land 
use and planning are anticipated to occur as a result of the proposed project. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Application information; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
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XII.  MINERAL RESOURCES.  Would the 
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would 
be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 

   X 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other 
land use plan? 

   X 

 
Discussion: The location of all commercially viable mineral resources in Stanislaus County has been 
mapped by the State Division of Mines and Geology in Special Report 173.  There are no known 
significant resources on the site, nor is the project site located in a geological area known to produce 
resources. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
XIII.  NOISE.  Would the project result in: Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Generation of a substantial 
temporary or permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the vicinity 
of the project in excess of 
standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other 
agencies? 

 X   

b) Generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

  X  

c) For a project located within the 
vicinity of a private airstrip or an 
airport land use plan or, where such 
a plan has not been adopted, within 
two miles of a public airport or 
public use airport, would the project 

  X  
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expose people residing or working 
in the project area to excessive 
noise levels? 

 
Discussion: The Stanislaus County General Plan identifies noise levels up to 70 dB Ldn (or CNEL) 
as the normally acceptable level of noise for schools, libraries, museums, hospitals, personal care, 
meeting halls, and churches.  The General Plan identifies noise levels for residential or other noise-
sensitive land uses of up to 55 hourly Leq, dBA and 75 Lmax, dBA from 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. and 
45 hourly Leq, dBA and 65 Lmax, dBA from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.  Pure tone noises, such as 
music, shall be reduced by five dBA; however, when ambient noise levels exceed the standards, the 
standards shall be increased to the ambient noise levels.  The project site’s existing hours of use, 
which are not proposed to change as a result of this request, are Sunday through Saturday from 8:00 
a.m. to 10:00 p.m., except Easter, Christmas, and New Years celebrations, which are allowed from 
sunrise to 1:30 a.m. 
 
An Acoustical Analysis by WJV Acoustics, dated July 22, 2025, was completed for the project to 
account for potential noise impacts from the occasional baptisms and other large services with 
typically 350 to 380 attendees conducted by the church that take place outdoors in place of regular 
Sunday morning service using a tent in one of the existing parking lots.  The outdoor services would 
typically occur once a month during the spring and summer on Sundays between the hours of 10:30 
a.m. to noon.  A portable PA system is used for amplified speech and music as part of these events. 
Additionally, the Church has proposed approximately three to five outdoor social events per year for 
members of the church, which would typically occur on Fridays or Saturdays between the hours of 
approximately 6:00 to 7:30 p.m. with expected attendance of 50 to 100 people.  The PA system will 
not be used as part of these outdoor social events.  The analysis measured ambient noise levels and 
project-related noise levels at three locations on the project site near the closest sensitive receptors 
(dwellings on adjacent parcels to the north, west, and south).  The analysis indicated that ambient 
noise levels at all three locations were below the Leq levels identified in the General Plan, and 
ambient noise levels were below Lmax levels at two of the three locations, with ambient 
measurements at location ST-3 (which is adjacent to APN 019-047-014) being 71 dBA.  
Measurements taken at the same locations while amplified music was played inside the tent used for 
large events were below the Lmax and Leq levels identified in the General Plan.  Mitigation measures 
proposed in the analysis include limiting operation and all amplified speech and music concluding by 
10:00 p.m. (which would be consistent with the church’s existing operating hours) and locating the 
speakers of the PA system in the northern portion of the large service tent while orienting them to 
face toward the south to keep operational noise levels consistent with the analysis and limit potential 
impacts to sensitive receptors.   
 
The nearest sensitive noise receptors are dwellings located on adjacent parcels to the north, west, 
and south of the project site (APNs 019-047-003, 019-047-005, and 019-047-014).  Noise impacts 
associated with on-site activities are not expected to impact this receptor with mitigation measures in 
place.  The site itself is impacted by the noise generated from traffic on Lake Road and I Street and 
farming operations in the surrounding area.  Noise impacts associated with on-site activities will 
include regular church activities such as indoor services and Bible study on Wednesday evenings and 
Sunday mornings and evenings, as well as proposed occasional outdoor service events and 
conferences.  Such uses should be under the threshold established by the General Plan’s Noise 
Element and Chapter 10.46 of the County Code – Noise Control.  On-site grading and construction 
resulting from this project may result in a temporary increase in the area’s ambient noise levels; 
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however, noise impacts associated with on-site activities and traffic are not anticipated to exceed the 
normally acceptable level of noise.   
 
The site is not located within an airport land use plan.  Noise impacts associated with the proposed 
project are considered to be less than significant with mitigation measures in place.   
 
Mitigation:  
 
1. Use of amplified speech and music shall not be permitted between the hours of 10:00 

p.m. and 7:00 a.m. Use of amplified speech or music outdoors shall not be permitted 
outside the large service tent. 
 

2.  The speaker system shall be located within the northern portion of the tent canopy area, 
based on the location of the tent shown on the site plan circulated with the Initial Study 
for the project, and shall be oriented toward the south when in operation.   

3.  Noise levels associated with all on-site activities shall comply with all applicable 
Stanislaus County noise standards. If a documented noise complaint is received by the 
County, such complaint shall be investigated to determine if the allowable noise 
standards were exceeded. A documented noise complaint shall be considered one of 
the following: multiple complaints received during a 24-hour period from more than one 
property owner and/or resident of the surrounding area; or, receipt of noise 
measurements showing exceeded  noise standards from a noise consultant determined 
by the County Planning Director to be qualified; or receipt of results from noise 
monitoring equipment calibrated by a noise consultant  determined by the County 
Planning Director to be qualified and showing exceeded noise standards.  

Upon receipt of a documented noise complaint, the County may require additional noise 
analysis to be conducted, at the operator’s/property owner’s cost, to determine if noise 
standards may have been exceeded. No amplified speech or music events shall be held 
until the Planning Director has determined that the noise complaint has been resolved. 

Any additional noise analysis required to be conducted, including review, acceptance, 
development of recommended sound controls, and/or inspection associated with noise 
mitigation, shall be conducted by a qualified noise consultant, whose contract shall be 
procured either by the County Planning Department or by the operator/property owner. 
A deposit based on actual cost, including weighted labor rates for staff time, to cover 
the costs of the noise analysis shall be made with the Planning Department, by the 
operator/property owner, prior to any work being conducted. Should the 
operator/property owner choose to procure their own noise consultant, they shall be 
responsible to pay the County’s costs to hire a third party to review the noise analysis if 
determined necessary. Upon receiving written notice from the County of the need for 
additional noise analysis or third-party review, the operator/property owner shall submit 
a deposit, in the amount determined necessary by the County, within 30-days of the 
deposit amount being identified by the County. The property owner/operator shall 
implement any additional sound control measures required to reduce noise to allowable 
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levels within 30 days of the County having accepted the analysis as adequate. 
Additional time to implement County-approved sound control measures may be 
approved at the discretion of the Planning Director upon written request outlining the 
need for additional time and the interim steps to be taken to address the noise issues. 

 
References: Acoustical Analysis by WJV Acoustics, dated July 22, 2025; Stanislaus County General 
Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
XIV.  POPULATION AND HOUSING.  Would 
the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Induce substantial unplanned 
population growth in an area, either 
directly (for example, by proposing 
new homes and businesses) or 
indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

  X  

b) Displace substantial numbers of 
existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

  X  

 
Discussion: The site is not included in the vacant sites inventory for the 2023 Stanislaus County 
Housing Element, which covers the sixth cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) for the 
County and will therefore not impact the County’s ability to meet their RHNA.  No population growth 
will be induced, nor will any existing housing be displaced as a result of this project.   
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
XV.  PUBLIC SERVICES.  Would the 
project:  

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Result in the substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with 
the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need 
for new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause 

  X  
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significant environmental impacts, 
in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or 
other performance objectives for 
any of the public services: 
Fire protection?   X  
Police protection?   X  
Schools?   X  
Parks?   X  
Other public facilities?   X  

 
Discussion: This project was circulated to all applicable school, fire, police, irrigation, and public 
works departments and districts during the early consultation referral period and no concerns were 
identified with regard to public services including Stanislaus Consolidated Fire Protection District, the 
Stanislaus County Sheriff’s Office, the Hickman Community Charter and Hughson Unified School 
Districts, Stanislaus County Public Works Department, and Turlock Irrigation District (TID).  Of these 
agencies, only Public Works and TID responded with comments.  The referral response received 
from Public Works contained standard requirements that will be applied to the project as conditions of 
approval, such as landscaping and improvements not being permitted within the ultimate Stanislaus 
County right-of-way; no parking, loading, or unloading of vehicles being permitted in the County right-
of-way; irrevocable offers of dedication being required; and all storm drainage facilities being 
designed using a 100-year, 24-hour storm and being capable of dewatering the 100-year, 24-hour 
storm within 48 hours.  The referral response from TID contained comments requiring an existing 
irrigation pipeline that runs east-to-west along the project site be removed and relocated to current 
District standards and specifications, an irrigation easement be dedicated to the District and the 
benefit of the Improvement District members for this relocated pipeline, that the District shall review 
and approve all maps and plans for the project, and that development shall follow District 
requirements for projects adjacent to a canal, such as the installation of a block wall.  Additionally, 
TID requires that work on irrigation facilities can only be performed during the non-irrigation season, 
which typically runs from November 1 through March 1.  These comments will be added to the project 
as conditions of approval.  TID also provides electrical service to the site and had no comments 
related to electric utilities.   
 
The County has adopted Public Facilities Fees, as well as School and Fire Facility Fees on behalf of 
the appropriate districts, to address impacts to public services.  Construction associated with this 
project shall be subject to all adopted public facility fees, which will be required to be paid at the time 
of building permit issuance.   
 
This project was circulated to all applicable school, fire, police, irrigation, and public works 
departments and districts during the early consultation referral period and no concerns were identified 
with regard to public services.   
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Application information; Referral response received from Turlock Irrigation District (TID), 
dated April 18, 2025; Referral response from the Stanislaus County Department of Public Works 
dated September 11, 2025; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1.   
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XVI.  RECREATION. Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Would the project increase the use 
of existing neighborhood and 
regional parks or other recreational 
facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility 
would occur or be accelerated? 

  X  

b) Does the project include 
recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might 
have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 

  X  

 
Discussion: This project will not increase demands for recreational facilities, as such impacts 
typically are associated with residential development.  Any construction will require payment of public 
facility fees, which includes fees for parks. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Application information; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
XVII.  TRANSPORTATION.  Would the 
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Conflict with a program plan, 
ordinance or policy addressing the 
circulation system, including 
transit, roadway, bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities? 

  X  

b) Would the project conflict or be 
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines 
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

  X  

c) Substantially increase hazards due 
to a geometric design feature (e.g., 
sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses 
(e.g., farm equipment)? 

 X   

d) Result in inadequate emergency 
access?   X  
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Discussion: The project is a request to expand an existing church by 42,469± square feet, to allow 
for the construction of four two-story classroom buildings, a 9,700± square-foot replacement 
sanctuary building with 600-seat capacity, a kitchen, two restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic 
canopy, and to install a new monument sign, in six phases.  The project also proposes to hold special 
events and conferences, to demolish 7,491± square feet of existing structures, to improve the existing 
basketball court, and to renovate an existing commercial kitchen.  The project site consists of two 
parcels, a 1.29± acre parcel in the Rural Residential (R-A) zoning district and a 7.62± acre parcel in 
the General Agriculture (A-2-10) zoning district.  The site is currently improved with 28,865± square 
feet of existing buildings including five classroom buildings (two of which were previously 
unpermitted), an 1,831± square-foot sanctuary building, a 4,195± square-foot multipurpose building, 
two storage buildings, a basketball court, a playground, and multiple previously unpermitted canopies 
(including one used for large service events).  The current request includes the construction of four 
two-story classroom buildings, a 9,700± square-foot replacement sanctuary building with 600-seat 
capacity, a kitchen, two restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic canopy, improvements to the 
existing basketball court, a new monument sign, and renovations to an existing catering kitchen.   
 
The project will not change the site’s existing hours of use of Sunday through Saturday from 8:00 
a.m. to 10:00 p.m., except Easter, Christmas, and New Years celebrations allowed from sunrise to 
1:30 a.m.  Activities on-site consist of Sunday morning and evening church services, Sunday morning 
Bible study classes, and Wednesday evening Bible study classes for adults.  The church also hosts 
three two-day conferences per year, four to six weddings and funerals per year, and monthly large 
service events in the spring and summer.  Occasional baptisms and other large services with typically 
350 to 380 attendees take place outdoors in place of regular Sunday morning service using a tent in 
one of the existing parking lots.  The project site has existing access onto County-maintained I Street 
and a reciprocal access easement with the Hickman Community Charter District located to the south 
(APN 019-048-001).  The applicant has also proposed a new access driveway onto County-
maintained Lake Road.   
 
This project was referred to the Department of Public Works and the California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans).  No response has been received from Caltrans to date.  A referral 
response received from Public Works required that a comprehensive Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) 
identifying the transportation impacts generated by the project be generated by a licensed traffic 
engineer.  A TIA prepared by Barrios Transportation Consulting, dated April 30, 2026, was completed 
for the project and submitted to Public Works on April 30, 2026. The study area of the TIA included 
the intersections of Hickman Road and Lake Road, I Street and Lake Road, Hickman Road and 6th 
Street, Montpelier Road and 6th Street, as well as a proposed access point from the project site onto 
Lake Road.  Traffic was analyzed during study periods of 5:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. on Wednesday and 
8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. on Sunday, based on the anticipated peak traffic times for the project for 
regular weekly service and Bible study classes.  A total of 169 vehicle trips to the site and 138 vehicle 
trips from the site (for a total of 307 trips) were observed during the Sunday study period, and 85 trips 
to the site and 57 trips from the site (for a total of 142 trips) were observed during the Wednesday 
study period.  As described in Section 3.2 of the TIA, trip generation rates can be calculated by 
dividing the total number of trips by the church’s existing number of seats (250) to determine the 
number of trips per seat.  Based on calculated trip generation rates using this method and the 
proposed expansion of the church’s congregation from 250 to 600, 431 net new trips are anticipated 
on Sunday mornings, and 200 net new trips are anticipated on Wednesday evenings.  Because Lake 
Road is classified as a major collector street in the General Plan Circulation Element, the analysis 
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recommended that a STOP (R1-1) sign be installed at the proposed driveway onto Lake Road to 
ensure that traffic leaving the site would be required to stop and yield to traffic on Lake Road to 
minimize potential safety related transportation impacts from the project.  The analysis also 
recommended that the proposed driveway be designed to intersect with Lake Road as close to 90 
degrees as practicable to ensure that adequate site distance is provided at the intersection, 
consistent with County standards.  These recommendations will be added as mitigation measures for 
the project.  Public Works reviewed the TIA and did not have any additional comments.  The TIA was 
later revised on August 6, 2026 with an edit to the title of Chapter 6, which was retitled from Vehicular 
Site Access to Vehicular Site Access and Recommendations.   
 
The calculation of VMT is the number of cars/trucks multiplied by the distance traveled by each 
car/truck.  California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (a), 
defines VMT as the amount and distance of automobile travel attributable to a project.  A technical 
advisory on evaluating transportation impacts in CEQA published by the Governor’s Office of 
Planning and Research (OPR) in December of 2018 clarified the definition of automobiles as referring 
to on-road passenger vehicles, specifically cars and light trucks.  According to the same OPR 
technical advisory, many local agencies have developed a screening threshold of VMT to indicate 
when detailed analysis is needed.  Absent substantial evidence indicating that a project would 
generate a potentially significant level of VMT, or inconsistency with a Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (SCS) or General Plan, projects that generate or attract fewer than 110 trips per-day 
generally may be assumed to cause a less than significant transportation impact.  While the daily 
increase in vehicle trips is expected to be 431 on Sunday and 200 on Wednesday for regular Bible 
study classes, the average daily increase in vehicle trips is 91, which is below this threshold. As this 
is below the District’s threshold of significance for vehicle trips, no significant impacts from vehicle 
and truck trips to air quality are anticipated.   
 
The proposed project is not anticipated to conflict with any transportation program, plan, ordinance or 
policy.  Transportation impacts associated with the project are considered to be less than significant.   
 
Mitigation:  

1.  A stop sign (R1-1) shall be installed at the proposed driveway from the project site onto 
Lake Road for traffic exiting the project site. 

2.  The driveway providing access to Lake Road from the project site shall be designed to 
intersect Lake Road at an angle as close to 90 degrees as practicable. 

 
References: Application information; Referral response from the Stanislaus County Department of 
Public Works dated September 11, 2025; Transportation Impact Analysis by Barrios Transportation 
Consulting, dated April 30, 2026, as revised August 6, 2026 Stanislaus County General Plan and 
Support Documentation1.   
 
 
XVIII.  TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.   Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 
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a) Would the project cause a 
substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code §21074 as either a 
site, feature, place, cultural 
landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and 
scope of the landscape, sacred 
place, or object with cultural value 
to a California native American 
tribe, and that is:  

  X  

i) Listed or eligible for listing in 
the California Register of 
Historical Resources, or in a 
local register of historical 
resources as defined in Public 
Resources Code section 
5020.1(k), or 

  X  

ii) A resource determined by the 
lead agency, in its discretion 
and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant 
pursuant to criteria set for the in 
subdivision (c) of Public 
Resource Code section 5024.1.  
In applying the criteria set forth 
in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resource Code section 5024.1, 
the lead agency shall consider 
the significance of the resource 
to a California Native American 
tribe.  

  X  

 
Discussion: It does not appear that this project will result in significant impacts to any archaeological 
or cultural resources.  In accordance with SB 18, this project was not referred to the tribes listed with 
the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) as the project is not a General Plan Amendment.  
The Muwekma Ohlone Tribe of the San Franscisco (S.F.) Bay Area has requested consultation in 
accordance with AB 52 for all projects located west of the San Joaquin River.  This project is not 
located in that area.  Accordingly, this project is not being sent to the Muwekma Ohlone S.F. Bay 
Area Tribe.  If any resources are found during construction, construction activities would halt until a 
qualified survey takes place and the appropriate authorities are notified.  A condition of approval 
regarding the discovery of cultural resources during any future construction process will be added to 
the project. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Application information; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1.   
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XIX.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.  
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Require or result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded 
water, wastewater treatment or 
storm water drainage, electric 
power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the 
construction or relocation of which 
could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

  X  

b) Have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the project and 
reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry and 
multiple dry years? 

  X  

c) Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider 
which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity 
to serve the project’s projected 
demand in addition to the provider’s 
existing commitments? 

  X  

d) Generate solid waste in excess of 
State or local standards, or in 
excess of the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair 
the attainment of solid waste 
reduction goals?  

  X  

e) Comply with federal, state, and local 
management and reduction statutes 
and regulations related to solid 
waste? 

  X  

 
Discussion: Limitations on providing services have not been identified.  The site is currently served 
by a private septic system and receives public water from the City of Waterford.  A referral response 
received from the Department of Environmental Resources (DER)’s Environmental Health Division 
stated that any new building requiring an on-site wastewater treatment system (OWTS) shall be 
designed according to type and/or maximum occupancy of the proposed structure to the estimated 
waste/sewage design flow rate, that no dispersal systems or replacement areas shall be covered by 
an impermeable surface, that on-site wastewater treatment system (OWTS) shall be by individual 
Primary and Secondary wastewater treatment units operated under conditions and guidelines 
established by Measure X, and that prior to issuance of any grading or building permit, the applicant 
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shall be required to submit a site plan that includes the location, layout, and design of all existing 
and/or proposed on-site wastewater treatment systems (OWTS), their future 100% expansion 
(replacement) areas, and all water wells.  The project was referred to City of Waterford, and no 
response has been received to date. 
 
An early consultation referral response received from the Department of Public Works contained 
standard requirements that will be applied to the project as conditions of approval, such as 
landscaping and improvements not being permitted within the ultimate Stanislaus County right-of-
way; no parking, loading, or unloading of vehicles being permitted in the County right-of-way; 
irrevocable offers of dedication being required; and all storm drainage facilities being designed using 
a 100-year, 24-hour storm and being capable of dewatering the 100-year, 24-hour storm within 48 
hours.   
 
The project site is served by the Turlock Irrigation District (TID) for electrical service.  The project was 
referred to TID, who responded on April 18, 2025 with no comments related to electric utilities.   
 
Impacts to utilities and service systems are considered to be less than significant.   
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Application Information; Referral response received from Turlock Irrigation District (TID), 
dated April 18, 2025; Referral response from the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(CVRWQCB) dated April 22, 2025; Referral response from the Department of Environmental 
Resources (DER) Environmental Health Division, dated April 23, 2025; Referral response from the 
Department of Environmental Resources (DER) Groundwater Resources Division, dated April 22, 
2025; Referral response from the Stanislaus County Department of Public Works dated September 
11, 2025; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1.   
 
 
XX.  WILDFIRE.  If located in or near state 
responsibility areas or lands classified as 
very high fire hazard severity zones, 
would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Substantially impair an adopted 
emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan?  

  X  

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and 
other factors, exacerbate wildfire 
risks, and thereby expose project 
occupants to pollutant 
concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?  

  X  

c) Require the installation of 
maintenance of associated 
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 
breaks, emergency water sources, 
power lines or other utilities) that 

  X  
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may exacerbate fire risk or that may 
result in temporary or ongoing 
impacts to the environment?  

d) Expose people or structures to 
significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding 
or landslides, as a result of runoff, 
post-fire slope instability, or 
drainage changes?  

  X  

 
Discussion: The Stanislaus County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan identifies risks posed by disasters 
and identifies ways to minimize damage from those disasters.  With the Wildfire Hazard Mitigation 
Activities of this plan in place, impacts to an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan are anticipated to be less than significant.  The terrain of the site is relatively flat, and 
the site has access to County-maintained I Street and Lake Road.   
 
The site is located in a Local Responsibility Area (LRA) for fire protection and is served by Stanislaus 
Consolidated Fire Protection District.  The project was referred to the Stanislaus Consolidated Fire 
Protection District, and no comments have been received to date.  The project was referred to the 
Stanislaus County Fire Prevention Bureau, and no comments have been received to date.   
 
Future construction associated will be subject to building permits and will be reviewed by the County’s 
Building Permits Division and Fire Prevention Bureau to ensure all State of California Building and 
Fire Code requirements are met prior to construction.   
 
Wildfire risk and risks associated with postfire land changes are considered to be less than 
significant.   
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1.   
 
 
XXI.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant  

With 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Does the project have the potential 
to substantially degrade the quality 
of the environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a plant or animal 
community, substantially reduce the 
number or restrict the range of a 

  X  
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rare or endangered plant or animal 
or eliminate important examples of 
the major periods of California 
history or prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that 
are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable? 
(“Cumulatively considerable” 
means that the incremental effects 
of a project are considerable when 
viewed in connection with the 
effects of past projects, the effects 
of other current projects, and the 
effects of probable future projects.) 

  X  

c) Does the project have 
environmental effects which will 
cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 

  X  

 
Discussion:  The project is a request to expand an existing church by 42,469± square feet, to allow 
for the construction of four two-story classroom buildings, a 9,700± square-foot replacement 
sanctuary building with 600-seat capacity, a kitchen, two restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic 
canopy, and to install a new monument sign, in six phases.  The project also proposes to hold special 
events and conferences, to demolish 7,491± square feet of existing structures, to improve the existing 
basketball court, and to renovate an existing commercial kitchen.  The project site consists of two 
parcels, a 1.29± acre parcel in the Rural Residential (R-A) zoning district and a 7.62± acre parcel in 
the General Agriculture (A-2-10) zoning district.  The site is currently improved with 28,865± square 
feet of existing buildings including five classroom buildings, an 1,831± square-foot sanctuary building, 
a 4,195± square-foot multipurpose building, two storage buildings, a basketball court, a playground, 
multiple shade structures, and a tent for outdoor services.  The current request includes the 
construction of four two-story classroom buildings, a replacement sanctuary building with 600-seat 
capacity, a kitchen, two restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic canopy, new twenty-five-foot-tall 
lighting fixtures at the existing basketball court, a new monument sign, and renovations to an existing 
catering kitchen.  As a result of project approval, existing structures such as: three existing modular 
classroom buildings, two unpermitted canopies, and an existing storage building, will be demolished.  
After expansion, the church will be developed with a total of 71,334± square feet of improvements.   
 
Based on the specific features and design of this project, it does not appear this project will impact 
the long-term productive agricultural capability of surrounding contracted lands in the A-2 zoning 
district.  There is no indication this project will result in the removal of adjacent contracted land from 
agricultural use.  With the application of conditions of approval, there is no indication that, under the 
circumstances of this particular case, the proposed operation will be detrimental to the health, safety, 
and general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood of the use or that it will be 
detrimental or injurious to property and improvements in the neighborhood or to the general welfare of 
the County. 
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The land surrounding the project site is zoned A-2 and R-A and is subject to the permitted uses of 
these zoning districts and the Hickman Community Plan.  Any use requiring land use entitlements 
would be subject to further environmental review, application of conditions of approval and necessary 
mitigation, and discretionary vote by the decision-making body, either the Planning Commission or 
Board of Supervisors.   
 
The project site is not located within the Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) - adopted 
Sphere of Influence (SOI) or adopted General Plan area of any incorporated cities in Stanislaus 
County.  
 
Review of this project has not indicated any features which might significantly impact the 
environmental quality of the site and/or the surrounding area. 
 
Mitigation: None. 
 
References: Initial Study; Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation1. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 1Stanislaus County General Plan and Support Documentation adopted in August 23, 2016, as 
amended.  Housing Element adopted on December 9, 2025. 
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25‐30 (Hickman Community Church, Stanislaus County) 7‐22‐25  2 

INTRODUCTION 

The applicant (Hickman Community Church) proposes to operate outdoor events on the Church 
grounds, which utilize amplified speech and music. According to the project applicant, the Church 
is expected to hold approximately 3‐4 outdoor services per year, to be held on select Sundays 
during the months of March through June. The outdoor services would typically occur on Sundays 
between the hours of 10:30 a.m. to noon, with an estimated attendance of approximately 400 
people. Additionally, the Church may also host approximately 3‐5 outdoor events per year, which 
would typically occur on Fridays or Saturdays between the hours of approximately 6:00 to 7:30 
p.m., with an estimated attendance of approximately 50‐100 people. The outdoor events would
occur within the existing tent canopy area, at the future location of the replacement sanctuary
building, indicated as building “D” on the site plan. The site plan is provided as Figure 1.

Stanislaus  County  has  required an acoustical  analysis  to  determine  if  noise  generated by  the 
proposed activities will comply with applicable Stanislaus County noise standards. This acoustical 
analysis, prepared by WJV Acoustics Inc. (WJVA), is based on the site plan provided by the project 
applicant, facility operations data provided by the project applicant and noise level data obtained 
by WJVA at the project site and at other similar facilities.  

Appendix  A  provides  definitions  of  the  acoustical  terminology  used  in  this  report.  Unless 
otherwise stated, all sound levels reported in this analysis are A‐weighted sound pressure levels 
in decibels (dB).  A‐weighting de‐emphasizes the very low and very high frequencies of sound in 
a manner similar to the human ear. Most community noise standards utilize A‐weighted sound 
levels,  as  they  correlate  well  with  public  reaction  to  noise.  Appendix  B  provides  typical 
A‐weighted sound levels for common noise sources. 
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CRITERIA FOR ACCEPTABLE NOISE EXPOSURE 

GENERAL PLAN‐ 
The Stanislaus County Noise Element of the General Plan (noise element) establishes noise level 
criteria  for  both  transportation  and  non‐transportation  (stationary)  noise  sources.  For 
transportation noise sources such as traffic on public roadways, railroads, and airports, 60 Ldn (or 
CNEL) or  less  in outdoor  activity  areas of  single‐family  residences,  65  Ldn  (or CNEL) or  less  in 
community outdoor space for multi‐family residences, and 45 Ldn (or CNEL) or less within noise‐
sensitive interior spaces. Where it is not possible to reduce exterior noise due to these sources 
to  the  prescribed  level  using  a  practical  application  of  the  best  available  noise‐reduction 
technology,  an  exterior  noise  level  of  up  to  65  Ldn  (or  CNEL)  will  be  allowed.  Under  no 
circumstances will interior noise levels be allowed to exceed 45 Ldn (or CNEL) with the windows 
and doors closed in residential uses. 

Both the Ldn and CNEL represent the time‐weighted energy average noise level for a 24‐hour day, 
with a 10 dB penalty added to noise levels occurring during the nighttime hours (10:00 p.m.‐7:00 
a.m.). The CNEL includes an additional penalty of 5 dB (technically 4.77 dB) that is added to noise
levels occurring during the evening hours between 7:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m. Both the Ldn and
CNEL represent cumulative exposure to noise over an extended period of time and are therefore
calculated  based  upon  annual  average  conditions.  The  Ldn  and  CNEL  are  considered  to  be
equivalent descriptors of the community noise environment for the purposes of this study.

Additionally,  the noise element establishes hourly  acoustical  performance  standards  for non‐
transportation  (stationary)  noise  sources.  The  standards  are  set  in  terms  of  the  Leq  (hourly 
equivalent) and Lmax (maximum) noise levels. The standards, provided in Table I, are made more 
restrictive during the nighttime hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. The noise element states that 
the noise standards specified in Table I shall be reduced by five (5) dB for pure tone noises, noise 
consisting  primarily  of  speech  or  music,  or  for  recurring  impulsive  noises.  The  noise  levels 
provided below  in Table  I,  in paratheses,  represent  the applicable noise  level  standards  for a 
noise  source consisting primarily of  speech or music. The General Plan Noise Element  states: 
Where measured ambient noise levels exceed the standards, the standards shall be increased to 
the ambient levels. 

TABLE I 

NON-TRANSPORTATION NOISE LEVEL STANDARDS, dBA 

STANISLAUS COUNTY 

Daytime (7 a.m.‐10 p.m.)  Nighttime (10 p.m.‐7 a.m.) 

Leq Lmax Leq Lmax 

55 (50)1  75 (70)1  50 (45)1  70 (65)1 
Source:  Stanislaus County Noise Element of General Plan   
1Adjusted standard for a noise source consisting primarily of speech or music. 
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ORDINANCE CODE‐ 
Section 10.46.050 of the Stanislaus County Code of Ordinances (noise ordinance) also provides 
noise  standards  applicable  to  the  project.  The  noise  ordinance  addresses  the  statistical 
distribution of noise over time and allows for progressively shorter periods of exposure to levels 
of increasing loudness. Table II summarizes the exterior noise level standards of the ordinance. 
Note that the ordinance is to be applied during any one‐hour time period of the day, and that the 
standards are 5 dB more restrictive between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. The noise 
ordinance also states that the noise standards specified in Table II shall be reduced by five (5) dB 
for pure tone noises, noise consisting primarily of speech or music. 

TABLE II 

RESIDENTIAL EXTERIOR NOISE LEVEL STANDARDS, dBA 
STANISLAUS COUNTY ORIDNANCE CODE  

Category 
Cumulative # 
Min/Hr. (Ln) 

Daytime 
(7am‐10pm) 

Nighttime 
(10pm‐7am) 

1  30 (L50)  50  45 

2  15 (L25)  55  50 

3   5 (L8.3)  60  55 

4   1 (L1.7)  65  60 

5   0 (Lmax)  70  65 

Note:  Ln is an abbreviation for the percentage of time that a certain noise level is exceeded during a specified time period (in this case, 
one hour).  For example, an L50 value of 50 dBA may not be exceeded during the hours of 6 am‐7pm. 

Source: Stanislaus County Ordinance Code
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EXISTING NOISE ENVIRONMENT 

The project site is located at 845 I Street, within the Community of Hickman, in an unincorporated 
portion of Stanislaus County. The area surrounding the project site is predominately agricultural 
and rural residential land uses. The closest off‐site residential land uses (sensitive receptors) are 
located  approximately  350  feet  to  the  northwest,  north  and  southwest.  Described  distances 
represent  the  distance  from  the  proposed  location  of  the  outdoor  speakers  to  the  closest 
residential land uses.  

WJVA staff conducted background (ambient) short‐term noise level measurements at three (3) 
locations  (ST‐1,  ST‐2,  and  ST‐3),  in  the  general  direction  and  vicinity  of  the  three  closest 
residential land uses to the outdoor canopy area, on July 15, 2025. Ambient noise levels were 
measured both with and without amplified music occurring at the project site. Figure 2 provides 
the locations of the three ambient noise measurement sites. Photographs of the three ambient 
noise measurement sites are provided as Figure 3 through Figure 5.  

Noise  monitoring  equipment  utilized  for  the  measurements  consisted  of  Larson‐Davis 
Laboratories  Model  LDL‐820  sound  level  analyzers  equipped  with  a  B&K  Type  4176  1/2” 
microphones.  The  equipment  complies  with  the  specifications  of  the  American  National 
Standards Institute (ANSI) for Type I (Precision) sound level meters. The meters were calibrated 
in the field prior to use with a B&K Type 4230 acoustic calibrator to ensure the accuracy of the 
measurements. The microphones were located on a tripod at 5 feet above the ground. Ambient 
noise levels were measured simultaneously at the three (3) locations. 

Table  III  summarizes  the  ambient  noise  measurement  results.  Provided  in  Table  III  are  the 
maximum (Lmax) and energy average (Leq), which represent the noise metrics established in the 
General Plan Noise Element,  and  the  L50  statistical descriptor metric established  in  the Noise 
Ordinance. The L50 represents the most restrictive noise metric of the Noise Ordinance, and was 
therefore applied to demonstrate project noise compliance.  

Noise sources contributing to the ambient noise levels included vehicle traffic along Lake Road 
and  I  Street,  agricultural  activities,  noise  associated with nearby  residential  land uses  (HVAC, 
roosters, landscaping activities) and occasional aircraft overflights.  

TABLE III 

SUMMARY OF AMBIENT NOISE LEVEL MEASUREMENTS 
HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH 

JULY 15, 2025 

Location 
A‐weighted Decibels, dBA 

Lmax  Leq  L50 

ST‐1  59  41  40 

ST‐2  59  43  41 

ST‐3  71  45  42 
Source:  WJV Acoustics, Inc. 
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PROJECT-RELATED NOISE LEVELS 
 
Amplified Speech and Music 
 
The  project  applicant  proposes  to  operate  occasional  outdoor  services  and  special  events. 
According to the project applicant, the Church is expected to hold approximately 3‐4 outdoor 
services per year, to be held on select Sundays during the months of March through June. The 
outdoor services would typically occur on Sundays between the hours of 10:30 a.m. to noon. 
Additionally, the Church may also host approximately 3‐5 outdoor events per year, which would 
typically occur on Fridays or Saturdays between the hours of approximately 6:00 to 7:30 p.m. All 
activities occurring outdoors would occur within the daytime hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m., 
and  would  therefore  not  be  subject  to  the  County’s  more  restrictive  nighttime  noise  level 
standards.  
 
During the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m., the County’s noise ordinance (L50) standard is 45 dB 
and the General Plan compatibility standard is 50 dB Leq, when the source consists of speech or 
music.  Where  measured  ambient  noise  levels  exceed  the  standards,  the  standards  shall  be 
increased to the ambient levels. 
 
On  July 15, 2025 WJVA staff measured noise  levels at  the project  site while music was being 
amplified through a speaker system supplied by the project applicant. According to the project 
applicant,  amplified  noise  levels  during  the  simulated  event were  comparable  to  that  which 
would be experienced during an outdoor event within the tent canopy area.  
 
WJVA staff conducted noise measurements at the same three (3) locations described above, in 
the direction and vicinity of the closest nearby off‐site residential land uses, while amplified music 
was being played within the tent canopy area. Measurements were taken simultaneously at each 
location. Table V describes  the  results of  the noise measurements conducted while amplified 
music was played outdoors at the project site. The measured noise level data is provided in terms 
of the County’s applicable standards.  
 

 
 

TABLE IV 
 

SUMMARY OF PROJECT-RELATED NOISE LEVELS AT NEARBY RESIDENCES 
HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH 

JULY 15, 2025 
 

Location 
A‐weighted Decibels, dBA 

Lmax     Leq  L50 

ST‐1  55  41  39 

ST‐2  54  45  42 

ST‐3  61  46  42 
Source:  WJV Acoustics, Inc. 
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Reference to Table IV indicates that no exceedance of any of the County’s noise standards (both 
noise ordinance and noise element) occurred at the locations of the closest residential land uses 
to the project site, during the simulated event with amplified music. Additionally, a comparison 
of the measured noise levels between those provided in Table III (ambient noise levels measured 
with no amplified music) and  those provided  in Table  IV  (with amplified music)  show no  real 
statistical  increase  in noise at  the  three  locations, while  amplified music was occurring when 
compared to those measured without amplified music.  

It should be noted, noise levels produced by amplified music through speakers is directional in 
nature. Noise levels measured in front of a speaker system can be up to 10 to 15 dB higher than 
those measured at the same distance behind a speaker system. The above‐described analysis and 
determination of findings assumes that the speakers will be located within the northern portion 
of the tent canopy, and oriented as such to face toward the south, and not in the direction of the 
closest nearby sensitive receptors  to the north.  In order  to maintain compliance, the speaker 
system must be set up on site facing the south, as located during the simulated event. If speakers 
are oriented to face a different direction, the findings of this analysis would be different than 
those summarized above.  
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

The above‐described project‐related noise levels are not expected to exceed County of Stanislaus 
daytime (7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.) noise levels. Additionally, noise levels measured at the noise 
monitoring  sites  closest  to  the  existing  sensitive  receptors  (residential  land  uses)  showed  no 
significant statistical difference from those measured when amplified music was not occurring 
outside at the project site location, indicating no measurable increase over existing ambient noise 
levels  at  these  locations.  Mitigation  measures  are  therefore  not  required  for  project  noise 
compliance.   

Noise  levels  associated with on‐site amplified music would  comply with all  Stanislaus County 
daytime (7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.) noise level standards, with the following conditions in place:  

 The speaker system should be located within the northern portion of the tent canopy area
and oriented as to face toward the south.

 All amplified speech and music must conclude by 10:00 p.m.

The foregoing conclusions and recommendations are based upon the best information known to 
WJV Acoustics,  Inc.  (WJVA) at  the  time the study was prepared concerning  the proposed site 
plan, proposed activities and the noise levels that could be produced by amplified sound systems 
at the project site.  Any significant changes to the information used for this analysis will require 
a reevaluation of the findings of this report. Additionally, any significant future changes in noise 
regulations or other factors beyond WJVA’s control may result in long‐term noise results different 
from those described by this analysis. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Walter J. Van Groningen 
President 

WJV:wjv 
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FIGURE 1: PROJECT SITE PLAN 
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FIGURE 2: PROJECT VICINITY, NOISE MONITORING SITES AND EVENT AREA LOCATION 
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FIGURE 3: MEASUREMENT SITE ST-1 
 

 
 
 

90



25‐30 (Hickman Community Church, Stanislaus County) 7‐22‐25 

 
12 

FIGURE 4: MEASUREMENT SITE ST-2 
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FIGURE 5: MEASUREMENT SITE ST-3 
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APPENDIX A 
 
 ACOUSTICAL TERMINOLOGY 
 
 
 
AMBIENT NOISE LEVEL:  The  composite  of  noise  from  all  sources  near  and  far.    In  this 

context,  the  ambient  noise  level  constitutes  the  normal  or 
existing level of environmental noise at a given location. 

 
CNEL:  Community  Noise  Equivalent  Level.    The  average  equivalent 

sound  level  during  a  24‐hour  day,  obtained  after  addition  of 
approximately five decibels to sound levels in the evening from 
7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. and ten decibels to sound levels in the 
night before 7:00 a.m. and after 10:00 p.m. 

 
DECIBEL, dB:  A unit for describing the amplitude of sound, equal to 20 times 

the logarithm to the base 10 of the ratio of the pressure of the 
sound  measured  to  the  reference  pressure,  which  is  20 
micropascals (20 micronewtons per square meter). 

 
DNL/Ldn:  Day/Night Average Sound Level.  The average equivalent sound 

level during a 24‐hour day, obtained after addition of ten decibels 
to sound levels in the night after 10:00 p.m. and before 7:00 a.m. 

 
Leq:  Equivalent  Sound  Level.    The  sound  level  containing  the  same 

total energy as a time varying signal over a given sample period.  
Leq is typically computed over 1, 8 and 24‐hour sample periods.  

 
NOTE:    The  CNEL  and  DNL  represent  daily  levels  of  noise  exposure 

averaged  on  an  annual  basis,  while  Leq  represents  the  average 
noise exposure for a shorter time period, typically one hour. 

 
Lmax:      The maximum noise level recorded during a noise event. 
 
Ln:      The sound level exceeded "n" percent of the time during a sample 

interval  (L90,  L50,  L10,  etc.).    For  example,  L10  equals  the  level 
exceeded 10 percent of the time. 
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A-2

ACOUSTICAL TERMINOLOGY 

NOISE EXPOSURE 
CONTOURS:    Lines  drawn  about  a  noise  source  indicating  constant  levels  of 

noise exposure.  CNEL and DNL contours are frequently utilized to 
describe community exposure to noise. 

NOISE LEVEL  
REDUCTION (NLR):  The noise reduction between indoor and outdoor environments 

or  between  two  rooms  that  is  the  numerical  difference,  in 
decibels, of the average sound pressure  levels  in those areas or 
rooms.  A  measurement  of  noise  level  reduction  combines  the 
effect of the transmission loss performance of the structure plus 
the effect of acoustic absorption present in the receiving room. 

SEL or SENEL:  Sound Exposure Level or Single Event Noise Exposure Level.  The 
level of noise accumulated during a single noise event, such as an 
aircraft  overflight, with  reference  to  a  duration  of  one  second.  
More  specifically,  it  is  the  time‐integrated  A‐weighted  squared 
sound pressure  for  a  stated  time  interval  or  event,  based  on  a 
reference pressure of 20 micropascals and a reference duration of 
one second. 

SOUND LEVEL:  The sound pressure level in decibels as measured on a sound level 
meter using the A‐weighting filter network.  The A‐weighting filter 
de‐emphasizes the very low and very high frequency components 
of the sound in a manner similar to the response of the human ear 
and gives good correlation with subjective reactions to noise. 

SOUND TRANSMISSION 
CLASS (STC):    The  single‐number  rating  of  sound  transmission  loss  for  a 

construction element (window, door, etc.) over a frequency range 
where speech intelligibility largely occurs. 
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APPENDIXB 

EXAMPLES OF SOUND LEVELS 

NOISE SOURCE SOUND LEVEL 

AMPLIFIED ROCK 'N ROLL ► 120 dB 

JET TAKEOFF @ 200 FT ► 

I00dB 

BUSY URBAN STREET ► 

80dB 

FREEWAY TRAFFIC @ 50 FT ► 

CONVERSATION @ 6 FT ► 60dB 

TYPICAL OFFICE INTERIOR ► 

SOFT RADIO MUSIC ► 40dB 

RESIDENTIAL INTERIOR ► 

WHISPER @ 6 FT ► 20dB 

HUMAN BREATHING ► 

0 dB 

SUBJECTIVE 

DESCRIPTION 

DEAFENING 

VERY LOUD 

LOUD 

MODERATE 

FAINT 

VERY FAINT 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
This report presents the Transportation Impact Analysis (TIA) analysis and findings for the proposed 

Hickman Community Church Expansion (Project) located in the community of Hickman, Stanislaus County. 

The Project proposes to expand the existing Hickman Community Church with a new sanctuary building 

to replace the existing church (in use only, structure to remain) and will also include supporting classroom 

and storage buildings. The church is proposing to expand from 250 seats to 600 seats. The Project is 

bounded by residential development to the north, the Hickman Charter School to the south, I Street to 

the west, and the Turlock Main Canal to the east. Primary Project access to the existing street system 

would be provided from I Street. Secondary Project access would be provided via a new roadway 

connection to Lake Road. A conceptual Project site plan is shown on Figure 1-1. 

1.1 CEQA TRANSPORTATION STUDY 

Under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), level of service (LOS), a qualitative description of 

traffic on a roadway facility or intersection, can no longer be used to determine a project’s environmental 

impact. Instead, Section 15064.3 of the CEQA Guidelines includes guidance related to assessing the 

vehicle miles of travel (VMT) generated by various types of land use, and thresholds for the identification 

of significant impacts. According to the California Office of Planning and Research’s (OPR) Technical 

Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA (December 2018), lead agencies are encouraged to 

screen projects for vehicle miles traveled (VMT) impacts so that in many cases a detailed VMT analysis is 

not required if the project can reasonably be presumed to cause a less-than-significant impact. A project 

may be relieved from VMT impact analysis if it meets one of the following screening criteria: 

1. Within a Transit Priority Area (TPA)  

2. Is 100% restricted affordable housing  

3. Small project (generating 110 trips or less per day)  

4. Is a locally serving public facility that contributes and supports community needs  

5. Neighborhood serving retail project less than 50,000 square feet  

6. Located within a low VMT area  

Based on OPR, churches and classrooms qualify as locally serving public facilities that support community 

needs (number 4 above). Jurisdictions commonly exempt locally serving uses, such as neighborhood 

churches, from detailed VMT analysis because they tend to reduce overall travel distances by serving 

nearby residents. Based on the screening criteria, the Project is presumed to not require additional CEQA 

VMT impact analysis.  
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1.2 LOCAL TRANSPORTATION STUDY 

The local transportation study typically provides information to decision-makers and the public to 

understand what types of roadway improvements should be considered as Conditions of Approval for the 

ultimate development of a project, and to evaluate the project’s consistency with the County’s General 

Plan LOS policy. 

1.2.1 INTERSECTION LEVEL OF SERVICE 

LOS is a qualitative description of traffic flow from a vehicle driver’s perspective based on factors such as 

speed, travel time, delay, and freedom to maneuver. Six levels of service are defined ranging from LOS A 

(free-flow conditions) to LOS F (over capacity conditions). The County generally strives to maintain LOS C 

or better for intersection operations.  

Intersection operations were evaluated in Synchro 12 using the Transportation Research Board’s Highway 

Capacity Manual, 7th Edition (HCM) method, which uses various intersection characteristics (such as traffic 

volumes, lane geometry, and signal phasing) to estimate the average control delay experienced by 

motorists traveling through an intersection. Control delay incorporates delay associated with deceleration, 

acceleration, stopping, and moving up in the queue. Table 1-1 summarizes the relationship between 

average delay per vehicle and LOS for signalized and unsignalized intersections. 

Table 1-1. Intersection Impact and LOS Deficiency Summary 

Level of 
Service 

Description 
Signalized Unsignalized 

Delay (seconds/vehicle) 

A 
Operations with very low delay occurring with favorable progression 
and/or short cycle length. 

≤ 10.0 ≤ 10.0 

B Operations with low delay occurring with good progression and/or 
short cycle lengths. 

> 10.0 to 20.0 > 10.0 to 15.0 

C 
Operations with average delays resulting from fair progression 
and/or longer cycle lengths. Individual cycle failures begin to appear. 

> 20.0 to 35.0 > 15.0 to 25.0 

D 
Operations with longer delays due to a combination of unfavorable 
progression, long cycle lengths, or high V/C ratios. Many vehicles 
stop and individual cycle failures are noticeable. 

> 35.0 to 55.0 > 25.0 to 35.0 

E 
Operations with high delay values indicating poor progression, long 
cycle lengths, and high V/C ratios. Individual cycle failures are 
frequent occurrences. 

> 55.0 to 80.0 > 35.0 to 50.0 

F 
Operation with delays unacceptable to most drivers occurring due to 
over saturation, poor progression, or very long cycle lengths. 

> 80.0 > 50.0 

Source: Highway Capacity Manual, 7th Edition. (Transportation Research Board 2022).  
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1.2.2 STUDY AREA 

The TIA study area includes the area immediately adjacent to the Project site. The following five 

intersections were selected for evaluation in consultation with the County. The study area is shown on 

Figure 1-2.  

1. Hickman Road/Lake Road 

2. I Street/Lake Road 

3. Hickman Road/6th Street 

4. Montpelier Road/6th Street 

5. Project Roadway Access/Lake Road (evaluated under Project conditions only) 

1.2.3 ANALYSIS SCENARIOS AND PERIODS 

Study intersection operations were evaluated for the following scenarios in consultation with the County: 

• Existing Conditions – Existing conditions as they were in March 2026.  

• Existing Plus Project Conditions – Existing traffic volumes plus traffic generated by the 

proposed Project. 

• Cumulative Year (2050) No Project Conditions – Year 2050 traffic volumes based on the 

Stanislaus County Demographic and Employment Forecasts (2021) and future roadway 

improvements based on the County General Plan Buildout Conditions. 

• Cumulative Year (2050) Plus Project Conditions – Cumulative No Project traffic forecasts plus 

traffic expected to be generated by the Project.  

The traffic analysis periods, based on anticipated peak traffic times for the Project, are presented below.  

• Wednesdays: 5:30 PM to 8:30 PM (evening Bible study classes are from 6 PM to 8 PM) 

• Sundays: 8 AM to 1 PM (morning services are at 9 AM and 10:45 AM) 
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2. EXISTING TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM 

This chapter describes existing transportation conditions in the Project study area, including the roadway 

network and the transit, pedestrian, and bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the Project site. 

2.1 ROADWAY SYSTEM 

The following major roadways provide access to the proposed Project site.  

I Street is a north-south local roadway that provides two lanes adjacent to the Project site. The roadway 

measures only about 1,000 feet in length and provides a connection between Lake Road to the north and 

4th Street to the south. The roadway has a posted speed limit of 25 mph.  

Lake Road is an east-west major collector that provides two lanes near the Project site. The roadway 

extends from Hickman Road to the east to Davies Road adjacent to Turlock Lake. Near the Project site the 

roadway has a posted speed limit of 35 mph.  

Hickman Road is a north-south major collector that provides two lanes near the Project site. The roadway 

extends from State Route 132, in the City of Waterford, to the north to East Avenue to the south. Near the 

Project site the roadway has a posted speed limit of 45 mph.  

2.2 TRANSIT SYSTEM 

The primary public transit connection for Hickman is the Stanislaus Regional Transit (StanRTA), which 

operates regional bus routes serving Hickman and nearby communities. Route 50, a fixed-route service, 

connects Hickman with Waterford, Empire, and the Modesto Transit Center. There is a bus stop located on 

I Street directly in front of the existing Hickman Community Church. Route 50 provides scheduled bus 

service on weekdays and weekends with one-hour headways.  

2.3 EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 

Pedestrian facilities include sidewalks, crosswalks, pedestrian signals, and multi-use trails. A sidewalk is not 

currently provided on I Street between Lake Road and 4th Street, with the exception of approximately 70 

feet of sidewalk on the east side of I Street to accommodate pedestrians waiting at the bus stop. In the 

Project vicinity, sidewalk is not provided on either side of Lake Road or Hickman Road. 
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2.4 EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES 

Bicycle facilities include the following types: 

• Bike paths (Class I) – Bike paths are paved trails separated from roadways. These trails are 

sometimes shared with pedestrians.  

• Bike lanes (Class II) – Bike lanes are lanes on roadways designated for use by bicycles through 

striping, pavement legends, and signs. 

• Bike routes (Class III) – Bike routes provide a right-of-way designated by signs and/or pavement 

markings (also known as “sharrows”) to alert motorists to expect to share this roadway with 

bicyclists. A Bicycle Boulevard is a special type of shared route that optimizes bicycle travel. 

Bicycle Boulevards can have a variety of traffic calming elements to improve safety and comfort 

for bicycles. 

• Separated bikeways (Class IV) – Separated bikeways, also referred to as cycle tracks or 

protected bikeways, are bikeways for the exclusive use of bicycles which are physically separated 

from vehicle traffic. Types of separation may include, but are not limited to, grade separation, 

flexible posts, physical barriers, or on-street parking. 

None of the roadways in the Project vicinity currently provide bicycle facilities. According to the Stanislaus 

County Non-Motorized Transportation Plan (September 2008), there are no planned bicycle facilities on 

the roadways in the vicinity of the Project site, including Hickman Road, Lake Road, and I Street. 

2.5 EXISTING INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE 

Intersection turning movement counts were conducted at the existing study intersections on Wednesday, 

March 4, 2026, between 5:30 PM and 8:30 PM, and on Sunday, March 8, 2026, between 8 AM and 1 PM. 

The counts included separate tallies of trucks, pedestrians, and bicyclists. For the study intersections, the 

single hour (study hour) with the highest traffic volumes during each count period was identified. The 

Wednesday study hour is defined as 5:30 to 6:30 PM and the Sunday study hour is defined as 12 to 1 PM. 

The Wednesday and Sunday study hour volumes are presented on Figure 2-1 along with the existing lane 

configurations and traffic controls. Based on the data collected, there is very minor bicycle and pedestrian 

activity in the study area. Traffic count worksheets are provided in Appendix A.  

Existing intersection lane configurations, signal timings, and turning movement volumes were used to 

calculate study intersections’ levels of service for the Wednesday and Sunday study hours using the 
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Synchro 12.0 software program, as presented in Table 2-1. Observed peak hour factors1 were used at all 

intersections for the existing analysis. Trucks and pedestrian/bicycle activity were also factored into 

the analysis. All study intersections operate at acceptable service levels during both the Wednesday and 

Sunday study hours according to the benchmarks established by the County. Detailed intersection LOS 

calculation worksheets are presented in Appendix B.  

Table 2-1. Existing Intersection Levels of Service 

Intersection Control Study Hour LOS1 Delay 

1 Hickman Road/Lake Road All-Way Stop 
Wednesday B 11 

Sunday A 9 

2 I Street/Lake Road Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday A (NB) 10 

Sunday A (NB) 9 

3 Hickman Road/6th Street Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday B (WB) 11 

Sunday B (WB) 11 

4 Montpelier Road/6th Street Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday A (EB) 10 

Sunday A (EB) 9 
Notes: 
1. For all-way stop-controlled intersections the overall weighted average delay is reported. For side-street stop-controlled 

intersections the worst approach/movement delay is reported. 
Source: BTC, 2026. 

 

 
1 The peak hour factor is the relationship between the peak 15-minute flow rate and the full hourly volume: PHF = Hourly 

volume/(4 x (volume during the peak 15 minutes of flow)). The analysis is based on peak rates of flow occurring within the peak 
hour because substantial short-term fluctuations may occur during a peak hour.  
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2.6 EXISTING VEHICLE QUEUES 

Existing 95th percentile vehicle queues were calculated for each of the study intersections and the results 

are presented in Table 2-2. None of the intersections have 95th percentile queues that extend to 

adjacent intersections.  

Table 2-2. Existing 95th Percentile Queue Lengths 

Intersection Movement1 Storage Length 
(feet) 

Wednesday 
Study Hour 

Sunday Study 
Hour 

1 Hickman Road/Lake Road 

EB - LTR 100 0 0 

WB - LTR 600 25 25 

NB – LTR 940 50 25 

SB – LTR >1,000 75 50 

2 I Street/Lake Road 

EB - LTR 800 0 0 

WB - LTR >1,000 0 0 

NB – LTR 1,000 25 25 

3 Hickman Road/6th Street 

WB - LTR 600 25 25 

NB – LTR >1,000 0 0 

SB – LTR >1,000 0 0 

4 Montpelier Road/6th Street 

EB - LTR 800 25 25 

WB - LTR 380 25 25 

NB – LTR >1,000 0 0 

SB – LTR 470 0 0 

Notes: 
1. EB=eastbound, WB=westbound, NB=northbound, SB=southbound. L=left, T=through, R=right.  
2. 95th percentile queue lengths that exceed the storage capacity are noted in bold text.  
Source: BTC, 2026. 
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3. PROJECT CHARATERISTICS 
This chapter provides an overview of the proposed Project components and Project trip generation, trip 

distribution, and trip assignment. These items allow for an evaluation of Project impacts on the 

surrounding roadway network. The amount of Project-related traffic volume estimated to be added to the 

transportation system after completion of the Project was assessed using a three-step process: 

1. Trip Generation – The amount of vehicle traffic entering/exiting the site was estimated. 

2. Trip Distribution – The direction trips will use to approach and depart the site was projected. 

3. Trip Assignment – Trips were then assigned to specific roadway segments and intersection 

turning movements based on likely travel paths. 

3.1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Project, located in the Stanislaus County community of Hickman, proposes to expand the existing 

Hickman Community Church with a new sanctuary building to replace the existing church (in use only, 

structure to remain) and will also include supporting classroom and storage buildings. The church is 

proposing to expand from 250 seats to 600 seats. The supporting classroom and storage buildings, both 

existing and proposed, are typical components of church facility planning and help ensure the facility can 

support ministry activities beyond the primary worship service.  

The Project is bounded by residential development to the north, the Hickman Charter School to the south, 

I Street to the west, and the Turlock Main Canal to the east. Primary Project access to the existing street 

system would be provided from I Street. Secondary Project access would be provided via a new roadway 

connection to Lake Road. 

The new intersection (Project Roadway Access/Lake Road) will provide full access (all movements allowed) 

to the Project site from Lake Road. The Project proposes to provide side-street stop control at this 

intersection where traffic from the Project site would stop and yield to traffic on Lake Road. The lane 

configuration at the Project Roadway Access/Lake Road intersection would mirror those of other 

intersections in the project vicinity, with a single lane provided on each approach. 

3.2 PROJECT TRIP GENERATION 

Trip generation refers to the process of estimating the amount of vehicular traffic a project would add to 

the surrounding roadway system. Project trip generation can be estimated using rates from the Institute 

of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual (11th Edition); however, due to the rural context 
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of the church site and the unique characteristics of its operations, a project-specific trip generation 

analysis was conducted. Vehicular traffic counts were collected on Wednesday evening (5:30 PM to 8:30 

PM) and Sunday morning (8 AM to 1 PM) at the existing Project driveways (five total) to determine the 

trip generation for the existing land use. There are three Project driveways on I Street and two Project 

driveways that connect with the Hickman Charter School parking area. The traffic counts at the existing 

Project driveways are presented in Appendix A. Table 3-1 presents the existing Hickman Church vehicle 

trip generation.  

Table 3-1. Hickman Church Existing Vehicle Trip Generation 

Use Size 
Wednesday Evening Peak Hour Sunday Morning Peak Hour 

In Out Total In Out Total 

Existing Church 250 seats 70 11 81 74 34 108 

Source: BTC, 2026.  

Table 3-2 presents the net new vehicle trips added to the roadway network associated with the proposed 

church expansion to 650 seats, based on calculated trip generation rates per seat. The net new trips 

exclude existing vehicle trips currently generated by the site. The trip generation rates of 0.32 and 0.44 

trips per seat were developed for the Wednesday and Sunday study hours, respectively. These rates were 

derived by dividing the observed number of existing trips by the current seating capacity of 250 seats. For 

comparison, ITE provides a rate of 0.16 trips per seat for the weekday PM peak hour of the generator and 

0.51 trips per seat for the Sunday peak hour of the generator. The observed PM peak hour trip generation 

rate (0.32) is notably higher than the ITE average rate (0.16), indicating that the project site exhibits 

greater trip-making characteristics during weekday peak periods. Conversely, the Sunday AM peak hour 

rate (0.44) is slightly below the ITE rate (0.51), suggesting generally comparable but marginally lower 

weekend activity levels. Based on the observed trip rates the Project is expected to generate 

approximately 111 Wednesday and 156 Sunday study hour net new trips. 

Table 3-2. Hickman Church Trip Rates and Net New Vehicle Trip Generation 

Use Size 
Wednesday Study Hour Sunday Study Hour 

In Out Total In Out Total 

Existing Trip Rates 
per Seat  0.28 0.04 0.32 0.3 0.14 0.44 

Expanded Church 650 seats 168 24 192 180 84 264 

Net New Trips  98 13 111 106 50 156 

Source: BTC, 2026.  
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3.3 PROJECT TRIP DISTRIBUTION AND ASSIGNMENT 

Project trip distribution refers to the directions of approach and departure vehicles would take to access 

and leave the site. The trip distribution was estimated using engineering judgment, informed by existing 

traffic data, surrounding land use patterns, and available information provided by Hickman Church 

regarding parishioners’ travel patterns. The trip distribution percentages are shown in Table 3-3 and 

traffic assignment is shown on Figure 3-1.  

Table 3-3. Project Trip Distribution 

Direction of Travel % of Travel 

Hickman Road: North of Lake Road 95% 

Hickman Road: South of 6th Street 5% 

Source: BTC, 2026.  
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4. EXISTING PLUS PROJECT STUDY 
HOUR TRAFFIC OPERATIONS 

This chapter evaluates potential off-site traffic impacts under Existing Plus Project conditions. The Project 

trip assignment shown in Figure 3-1 was added to the Existing peak hour traffic volumes shown in  

Figure 2-1 to develop Existing Plus Project intersection turning movement volumes, as shown on  

Figure 4-1.  

4.1 EXISTING PLUS PROJECT INTERSECTION LEVELS OF SERVICE 

Intersection levels of service for Existing Plus Project Conditions are presented in Table 4-1. The addition 

of Project traffic would not cause any intersections to operate deficiently under Existing Plus Project 

Conditions. Intersection LOS calculation worksheets are provided in Appendix C. 

Table 4-1. Existing Plus Project Intersection Levels of Service 

Intersection Control Study Hour 
Existing Existing Plus Project 

LOS1 Delay LOS1 Delay 

1 Hickman Road/Lake Road All-Way Stop 
Wednesday B 11 B 13 

Sunday A 9 B 11 

2 I Street/Lake Road Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday A (NB) 10 B (NB) 11 

Sunday A (NB) 9 B (NB) 11 

3 Hickman Road/6th Street Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday B (WB) 11 B (WB) 11 

Sunday B (WB) 11 B (WB) 11 

4 Montpelier Road/6th Street Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday A (EB) 10 A (EB) 10 

Sunday A (EB) 9 A (EB) 9 

5 Project Roadway/Lake Road Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday n/a n/a A (NB) 10 

Sunday n/a n/a A (NB) 9 
Notes: 
1. For all-way stop-controlled intersections the overall weighted average delay is reported. For side-street stop-controlled 

intersections the worst approach/movement delay is reported. 
Source: BTC, 2026. 
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4.2 EXISTING PLUS PROJECT VEHICLE QUEUES 

Existing Plus Project 95th percentile vehicle queues were calculated for each of the study intersections and 

the results are presented in Table 4-2. None of the intersections have 95th percentile queues that extend 

to adjacent intersections under Existing Plus Project conditions.  

Table 4-2. Existing Plus Project 95th Percentile Queue Lengths 

Intersection Movement1 

Existing Existing Plus Project 

Storage 
Length 
(feet) 

Wednesday 
Study  
Hour 

Sunday 
Study 
Hour 

Storage 
Length 
(feet) 

Wednesday 
Study  
Hour 

Sunday 
Study 
Hour 

1 
Hickman Road/Lake 
Road  

EB - LTR 100 0 0 100 0 0 

WB - LTR 600 25 25 600 25 50 

NB – LTR 940 50 25 940 50 25 

SB – LTR >1,000 75 50 >1,000 100 75 

2 I Street/Lake Road 

EB - LTR 800 0 0 800 0 0 

WB - LTR >1,000 0 0 >1,000 0 0 

NB – LTR 1,000 25 25 1,000 25 25 

3 
Hickman Road/6th 
Street 

WB - LTR 600 25 25 600 25 25 

NB – LTR >1,000 0 0 >1,000 0 0 

SB – LTR >1,000 0 0 >1,000 0 0 

4 
Montpelier Road/6th 
Street 

EB - LTR 800 25 25 800 25 25 

WB - LTR 380 25 25 380 25 25 

NB – LTR >1,000 0 0 >1,000 0 0 

SB – LTR 470 0 0 470 0 0 

5 
Project Roadway/Lake 
Road  

EB - LTR 

N/A 

600 0 0 

WB - LTR >1,000 0 0 

NB – LTR 180 25 25 

Notes: 
1. EB=eastbound, WB=westbound, NB=northbound, SB=southbound. L=left, T=through, R=right.  
Source: BTC, 2026. 
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5. CUMULATIVE (2050) STUDY 
HOUR TRAFFIC OPERATIONS 

This chapter presents the traffic operations analysis results under Cumulative (2050) year conditions, both 

with and without the Project. Cumulative conditions represent projected traffic volumes based on 

Stanislaus County Demographic and Employment Forecast (2021) prepared by Stanislaus Council of 

Governments (StanCOG). Within this document, the community of Hickman is considered a part of the 

Unincorporated South region, where households are projected to grow by about 0.5% per year and 

employment at approximately 0.4% per year between 2025 and 2050. For comparison, the nearby City of 

Waterford is anticipated to experience higher growth rates, with households increasing by about 0.8% per 

year and employment at approximately 0.6% per year.  

5.1  CUMULATIVE CONDITIONS STUDY HOUR TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

To provide a conservative estimate of study hour traffic volumes under Cumulative No Project conditions, 

the projected annual growth rates for households and employment in Hickman and Waterford were 

considered, resulting in an assumed average annual growth rate of 0.6%. An annual growth rate of 0.6% 

was applied over a 24-year period to the existing (2026) study hour traffic volumes to develop Cumulative 

No Project study hour traffic volumes. Project traffic was added to the Cumulative No Project study hour 

traffic volumes to estimate Cumulative Plus Project study hour traffic volumes. Cumulative No Project 

intersection turning movement volumes are presented in Figure 5-1. Cumulative Plus Project intersection 

turning movement volumes are presented in Figure 5-2.  

5.2 CUMULATIVE CONDITIONS INTERSECTION LEVELS 
OF SERVICE 

Intersection operations under Cumulative Conditions, with and without the Project, are presented in  

Table 5-1. Intersection LOS calculation worksheets are provided in Appendix D. Under Cumulative No 

Project and Cumulative Plus Project Conditions, all study intersections would continue to operate at 

acceptable service levels according to the benchmarks established by the County. 
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Figure 1-2

Project Site Vicinity and Study Intersections
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Cumulative Plus Project Conditions Study Hour Intersection Traffic Volumes,
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Table 5-1. Cumulative and Cumulative Plus Project Intersection Levels of Service 

Intersection Control Study Hour 
Cumulative 

Cumulative  
Plus Project 

LOS1 Delay LOS1 Delay 

1 Hickman Road/Lake Road All-Way Stop 
Wednesday B 11 B 13 

Sunday A 9 B 11 

2 I Street/Lake Road Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday A (NB) 10 B (NB) 11 

Sunday A (NB) 9 B (NB) 11 

3 Hickman Road/6th Street Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday B (WB) 11 B (WB) 11 

Sunday B (WB) 11 B (WB) 11 

4 Montpelier Road/6th Street Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday A (EB) 10 A (EB) 10 

Sunday A (EB) 9 A (EB) 9 

5 Project Roadway/Lake Road Side-Street Stop 
Wednesday n/a n/a A (NB) 10 

Sunday n/a n/a A (NB) 9 
Notes: 
1. For all-way stop-controlled intersections the overall weighted average delay is reported. For side-street stop-controlled 

intersections the worst approach/movement delay is reported. 
Source: BTC, 2026. 
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5.3 CUMULATIVE CONDITIONS VEHICLE QUEUES 

Cumulative No Project and Cumulative Plus Project 95th percentile vehicle queues were calculated for each 

of the study intersections and the results are presented in Table 5-2. None of the intersections have 95th 

percentile queues that extend to adjacent intersections under Cumulative No Project or Cumulative Plus 

Project conditions.  

Table 5-2. Cumulative 95th Percentile Queue Lengths 

Intersection Movement1 

Cumulative No Project Cumulative Plus Project 

Storage 
Length 
(feet) 

Wednesday 
Study  
Hour 

Sunday 
Study 
Hour 

Storage 
Length 
(feet) 

Wednesday 
Study  
Hour 

Sunday 
Study 
Hour 

1 Hickman Road/Lake 
Road  

EB - LTR 100 0 0 100 0 0 

WB - LTR 600 25 25 600 25 50 

NB – LTR 940 50 25 940 50 25 

SB – LTR >1,000 100 50 >1,000 150 75 

2 I Street/Lake Road 

EB - LTR 800 0 0 800 0 0 

WB - LTR >1,000 0 0 >1,000 0 0 

NB – LTR 1,000 25 25 1,000 25 25 

3 
Hickman Road/6th 
Street 

WB - LTR 600 25 25 600 25 25 

NB – LTR >1,000 0 0 >1,000 0 0 

SB – LTR >1,000 0 0 >1,000 0 0 

4 
Montpelier Road/6th 
Street 

EB - LTR 800 25 25 800 25 25 

WB - LTR 380 25 25 380 25 25 

NB – LTR >1,000 0 0 >1,000 0 0 

SB – LTR 470 0 0 470 25 0 

5 
Project Roadway/Lake 
Road  

EB - LTR 

N/A 

600 0 0 

WB - LTR >1,000 0 0 

NB – LTR 180 25 25 

Notes: 
1. EB=eastbound, WB=westbound, NB=northbound, SB=southbound. L=left, T=through, R=right.  
Source: BTC, 2026. 
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6. VEHICULAR SITE ACCESS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

As discussed earlier in the report, primary Project access to the existing street system would be provided 

from I Street. Secondary Project access would be provided via a new roadway connection to Lake Road. 

There are no proposed changes to the existing Project access to I Street. Lake Road is classified as a major 

collector; therefore, it is recommended that a STOP (R1-1) sign be installed at the project driveway so that 

vehicles exiting the site are required to stop and yield to traffic on Lake Road. 

According to the Standards and Specifications 2014 Edition (County Standards) prepared by the Stanislaus 

County Department of Public Works, a left-turn lane and taper may be required if the left-turn ingress 

volume (50 minimum) and the opposing volume per lane exceed 750 in any peak hour. The Project traffic 

volumes do not meet these requirements at the Project Roadway Access/Lake Road intersection. 

Therefore, a single lane on all approaches, consistent with other nearby intersections, would be sufficient 

to provide adequate site access. As shown in previous chapters, the new Project Roadway Access/Lake 

Road intersection would operate at acceptable LOS A under Existing Plus Project and Cumulative Plus 

Project conditions. The anticipated 95th percentile queue for vehicles exiting the project is approximately 

25 feet. No parking maneuvers are expected near the Project Roadway Access/Lake Road intersection that 

would conflict with vehicles entering or exiting the site. 

Recommendation: Provide a STOP (R1-1) sign at the Project driveway so that Project traffic 

leaving the site would be required to stop and yield to traffic on Lake Road. 

The geometric layout of the Project Roadway Access/Lake Road intersection is still under development. To 

ensure that adequate sight distance is provided at the intersection the project roadway should intersect 

Lake Road at 90 degrees.  

Recommendation: The Project Roadway Access/Lake Road intersection should be designed to 

intersect at an angle as close to 90 degrees as practicable, consistent with Stanislaus County 

standards and site constraints.  
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National Data & Surveying Services

Intersection Turning Movement Count
Location: Hickman Rd & 6th St

City: Hickman Project ID:
Control: 1-Way Stop(WB) Date:

NS/EW Streets:

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

8:00 AM 0 10 1 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22
8:15 AM 0 17 3 0 1 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 40
8:30 AM 0 21 0 0 1 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 40
8:45 AM 0 31 2 0 1 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 61
9:00 AM 0 25 2 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 50
9:15 AM 0 24 0 0 0 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 62
9:30 AM 0 35 1 0 1 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 5 0 73
9:45 AM 0 20 1 0 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 42

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 0 183 10 0 4 173 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 12 0 390
APPROACH %'s : 0.00% 94.82% 5.18% 0.00% 2.26% 97.74% 0.00% 0.00% 40.00% 0.00% 60.00% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 8:45 AM 44 TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 0 115 5 0 2 107 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 11 0 246

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.000 0.821 0.625 0.000 0.500 0.787 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.750 0.000 0.550 0.000

Headers NBL NBT NBR NBU SBL SBT SBR SBU EBL EBT EBR EBU WBL WBT WBR WBU

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

10:00 AM 0 23 0 0 0 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 52
10:15 AM 0 32 1 0 0 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 68
10:30 AM 0 31 8 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 71
10:45 AM 0 32 2 0 0 36 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 3 0 75
11:00 AM 0 28 1 0 1 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 51
11:15 AM 0 26 1 0 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 58
11:30 AM 0 25 2 0 1 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 63
11:45 AM 0 28 1 0 0 43 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 72
12:00 PM 0 36 1 0 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 59
12:15 PM 0 34 1 0 2 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 0 81
12:30 PM 0 23 2 0 1 45 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 2 0 79
12:45 PM 0 42 1 0 3 49 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 0 99

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 0 360 21 0 8 394 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 0 23 0 828
APPROACH %'s : 0.00% 94.49% 5.51% 0.00% 1.99% 98.01% 0.00% 0.00% 48.89% 0.00% 51.11% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 12:00 PM 12:00 AM TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 0 135 5 0 6 153 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 9 0 318

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.000 0.804 0.625 0.000 0.500 0.781 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.417 0.000 0.750 0.000

12:00 PM - 01:00 PM

0.803
0.814 0.764 0.594

NOON
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

08:45 AM - 09:45 AM

0.842
0.833 0.801 0.607

AM
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

26-090018-003
3/8/2026

Data - Total
Hickman Rd Hickman Rd 6th St 6th St
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National Data & Surveying Services

Intersection Turning Movement Count
Location: Hickman Rd & 6th St

City: Hickman Project ID:
Control: 1-Way Stop(WB) Date:

NS/EW Streets:

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

5:30 PM 0 56 3 0 1 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 109
5:45 PM 0 52 4 0 0 45 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 102
6:00 PM 0 50 3 0 2 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 103
6:15 PM 0 49 7 0 2 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 96
6:30 PM 0 36 2 0 1 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 3 0 76
6:45 PM 0 26 1 0 2 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 54
7:00 PM 0 33 3 0 1 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 65
7:15 PM 0 30 0 0 2 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 47
7:30 PM 0 26 2 0 1 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 60
7:45 PM 0 27 1 0 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 49
8:00 PM 0 18 0 0 2 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33
8:15 PM 0 17 2 0 0 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 1 0 56

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 0 420 28 0 14 359 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 0 12 0 850
APPROACH %'s : 0.00% 93.75% 6.25% 0.00% 3.75% 96.25% 0.00% 0.00% 58.62% 0.00% 41.38% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 5:30 PM 12:00 AM TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 0 207 17 0 5 172 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 2 0 410

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.000 0.924 0.607 0.000 0.625 0.896 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.438 0.000 0.500 0.000

05:30 PM - 06:30 PM

0.940
0.949 0.885 0.450

PM
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

26-090018-003
3/4/2026

Data - Total
Hickman Rd Hickman Rd 6th St 6th St
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National Data & Surveying Services

Intersection Turning Movement Count
Location: Hickman Rd & Lake Rd

City: Hickman Project ID:
Control: 3-Way Stop(NB/SB/WB) Date:

NS/EW Streets:

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

8:00 AM 0 9 0 0 7 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 28
8:15 AM 0 20 3 0 11 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 8 0 60
8:30 AM 0 21 3 0 15 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 69
8:45 AM 0 21 10 0 25 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 7 0 88
9:00 AM 0 23 10 0 17 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 7 0 75
9:15 AM 0 21 5 0 13 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 4 0 77
9:30 AM 0 37 5 0 9 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 13 0 94
9:45 AM 0 26 2 0 6 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 9 0 63

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 0 178 38 0 103 153 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 0 61 0 554
APPROACH %'s : 0.00% 82.41% 17.59% 0.00% 40.23% 59.77% 0.00% 0.00% 25.61% 0.00% 74.39% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 8:45 AM 44 TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 0 102 30 0 64 95 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 31 0 334

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.000 0.689 0.750 0.000 0.640 0.766 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.600 0.000 0.596 0.000

Headers NBL NBT NBR NBU SBL SBT SBR SBU EBL EBT EBR EBU WBL WBT WBR WBU

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

10:00 AM 0 23 3 0 15 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 79
10:15 AM 0 36 8 0 20 28 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 21 0 117
10:30 AM 0 13 16 0 27 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 21 0 113
10:45 AM 0 31 9 0 9 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 16 0 100
11:00 AM 0 29 6 0 14 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 8 0 82
11:15 AM 0 24 2 0 12 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 11 0 75
11:30 AM 0 31 2 0 7 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 11 0 87
11:45 AM 0 25 2 0 13 43 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 14 0 99
12:00 PM 0 28 5 0 15 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 20 0 91
12:15 PM 0 34 8 0 23 39 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 22 0 136
12:30 PM 0 29 4 0 17 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 35 0 135
12:45 PM 0 31 13 0 12 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 23 0 135

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 0 334 78 0 184 372 0 0 0 0 0 0 67 0 214 0 1249
APPROACH %'s : 0.00% 81.07% 18.93% 0.00% 33.09% 66.91% 0.00% 0.00% 23.84% 0.00% 76.16% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 12:00 PM 12:00 AM TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 0 122 30 0 67 139 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 0 100 0 497

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.000 0.897 0.577 0.000 0.728 0.790 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.650 0.000 0.714 0.000

12:00 PM - 01:00 PM

0.914
0.864 0.831 0.695

NOON
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

08:45 AM - 09:45 AM

0.888
0.786 0.846 0.597

AM
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

26-090018-001
3/8/2026

Data - Total
Hickman Rd Hickman Rd Lake Rd Lake Rd
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National Data & Surveying Services

Intersection Turning Movement Count
Location: Hickman Rd & Lake Rd

City: Hickman Project ID:
Control: 3-Way Stop(NB/SB/WB) Date:

NS/EW Streets:

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

5:30 PM 0 51 6 0 40 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 36 0 183
5:45 PM 0 45 10 0 29 49 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 19 0 154
6:00 PM 0 47 9 0 22 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 20 0 149
6:15 PM 0 48 12 0 44 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 18 0 159
6:30 PM 0 30 5 0 26 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 19 0 113
6:45 PM 0 23 6 0 18 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 16 0 94
7:00 PM 0 32 4 0 18 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 8 0 93
7:15 PM 0 24 1 0 16 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 10 0 71
7:30 PM 0 25 4 0 14 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 12 0 85
7:45 PM 0 28 4 0 8 18 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 64
8:00 PM 0 17 1 0 10 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 16 0 65
8:15 PM 0 18 3 0 10 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 25 0 89

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 0 388 65 0 255 354 0 1 0 0 0 0 53 0 203 0 1319
APPROACH %'s : 0.00% 85.65% 14.35% 0.00% 41.80% 58.03% 0.00% 0.16% 20.70% 0.00% 79.30% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 5:30 PM 12:00 AM TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 0 191 37 0 135 167 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 0 93 0 645

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.000 0.936 0.771 0.000 0.767 0.852 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.786 0.000 0.646 0.000

05:30 PM - 06:30 PM

0.881
0.950 0.899 0.685

PM
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

26-090018-001
3/4/2026

Data - Total
Hickman Rd Hickman Rd Lake Rd Lake Rd
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National Data & Surveying Services

Intersection Turning Movement Count
Location: I St & Lake Rd

City: Hickman Project ID:
Control: 1-Way Stop(NB) Date:

NS/EW Streets:

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

8:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 5
8:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 5 0 0 13
8:30 AM 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 10 0 1 2 0 0 16
8:45 AM 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 27 0 0 8 0 0 40
9:00 AM 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 23 0 1 3 0 0 33
9:15 AM 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 11 0 0 7 0 0 21
9:30 AM 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 4 0 0 7 0 0 27
9:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 1 11 0 0 18

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 12 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 83 0 3 44 0 0 173
APPROACH %'s : 92.31% 0.00% 7.69% 0.00% 0.00% 26.55% 73.45% 0.00% 6.38% 93.62% 0.00% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 8:45 AM 44 TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 10 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 65 0 1 25 0 0 121

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.417 0.000 0.250 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.475 0.602 0.000 0.250 0.781 0.000 0.000

Headers NBL NBT NBR NBU SBL SBT SBR SBU EBL EBT EBR EBU WBL WBT WBR WBU

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

10:00 AM 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 7 0 0 8 0 0 24
10:15 AM 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 14 0 0 11 0 0 35
10:30 AM 21 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 33 0 0 6 0 0 66
10:45 AM 7 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 9 0 1 9 0 0 31
11:00 AM 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 1 0 0 5 0 0 23
11:15 AM 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 2 0 0 2 0 0 14
11:30 AM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 5 0 0 12
11:45 AM 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 1 0 0 8 0 0 16
12:00 PM 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 2 0 0 8 0 0 22
12:15 PM 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 2 0 0 4 0 0 47
12:30 PM 33 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 0 0 4 0 0 46
12:45 PM 17 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 1 0 0 8 0 0 41

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 124 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 95 74 0 1 78 0 0 377
APPROACH %'s : 96.12% 0.00% 3.10% 0.78% 0.00% 56.21% 43.79% 0.00% 1.27% 98.73% 0.00% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 12:00 PM 12:00 AM TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 80 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 43 7 0 0 24 0 0 156

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.606 0.000 0.250 0.250 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.768 0.875 0.000 0.000 0.750 0.000 0.000

12:00 PM - 01:00 PM

0.830
0.603 0.781 0.750

NOON
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

08:45 AM - 09:45 AM

0.756
0.458 0.677 0.813

AM
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

26-090018-002
3/8/2026

Data - Total
I St I St Lake Rd Lake Rd
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National Data & Surveying Services

Intersection Turning Movement Count
Location: I St & Lake Rd

City: Hickman Project ID:
Control: 1-Way Stop(NB) Date:

NS/EW Streets:

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

5:30 PM 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 2 0 0 14 0 0 36
5:45 PM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 9 1 0 7 0 0 30
6:00 PM 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 11 0 1 15 0 0 45
6:15 PM 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 33 0 0 11 0 0 57
6:30 PM 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 15 0 0 7 0 0 35
6:45 PM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 5 0 0 4 0 0 21
7:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 7 0 0 13
7:15 PM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 0 0 4 0 0 14
7:30 PM 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 3 0 0 8 0 0 17
7:45 PM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 3 0 0 1 0 0 10
8:00 PM 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 4 0 0 22
8:15 PM 17 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 1 0 0 4 0 0 30

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 52 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 103 85 1 1 86 0 0 330
APPROACH %'s : 96.30% 0.00% 3.70% 0.00% 0.00% 54.50% 44.97% 0.53% 1.15% 98.85% 0.00% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 5:30 PM 12:00 AM TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 10 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 53 55 1 1 47 0 0 168

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.625 0.000 0.250 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.779 0.417 0.250 0.250 0.783 0.000 0.000

05:30 PM - 06:30 PM

0.737
0.688 0.649 0.750

PM
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

26-090018-002
3/4/2026

Data - Total
I St I St Lake Rd Lake Rd
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National Data & Surveying Services

Intersection Turning Movement Count
Location: Montpelier Rd & Emma Ln/6th St

City: Hickman Project ID:
Control: 1-Way Stop(EB) Date:

NS/EW Streets:

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

8:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2
8:15 AM 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 8
8:30 AM 0 1 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
8:45 AM 0 3 0 0 1 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 12
9:00 AM 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 7
9:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 5
9:30 AM 1 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 10
9:45 AM 0 5 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 2 15 0 0 3 13 6 0 8 1 2 0 0 5 5 0 60
APPROACH %'s : 11.76% 88.24% 0.00% 0.00% 13.64% 59.09% 27.27% 0.00% 72.73% 9.09% 18.18% 0.00% 0.00% 50.00% 50.00% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 8:15 AM 42 TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 1 7 0 0 3 9 0 0 7 1 1 0 0 3 3 0 35

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.250 0.583 0.000 0.000 0.375 0.563 0.000 0.000 0.875 0.250 0.250 0.000 0.000 0.750 0.750 0.000

Headers NBL NBT NBR NBU SBL SBT SBR SBU EBL EBT EBR EBU WBL WBT WBR WBU

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

10:00 AM 1 1 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
10:15 AM 0 5 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 13
10:30 AM 1 3 0 0 3 5 1 0 9 0 1 0 0 1 3 0 27
10:45 AM 1 2 0 0 0 4 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 13
11:00 AM 2 3 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 10
11:15 AM 2 3 0 0 1 2 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 12
11:30 AM 0 4 0 0 0 2 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 10
11:45 AM 0 3 1 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 11
12:00 PM 0 7 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 14
12:15 PM 0 3 0 0 1 5 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 13
12:30 PM 0 3 0 0 3 11 5 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 26
12:45 PM 0 6 0 0 2 4 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 18

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 7 43 1 0 12 49 17 0 14 7 2 0 1 13 6 0 172
APPROACH %'s : 13.73% 84.31% 1.96% 0.00% 15.38% 62.82% 21.79% 0.00% 60.87% 30.43% 8.70% 0.00% 5.00% 65.00% 30.00% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 12:00 PM 12:00 AM TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 0 19 0 0 6 25 10 0 1 4 1 0 0 4 1 0 71

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.000 0.679 0.000 0.000 0.500 0.568 0.500 0.000 0.250 0.500 0.250 0.000 0.000 0.500 0.250 0.000

26-090018-004
3/8/2026

Data - Total
Montpelier Rd Montpelier Rd Emma Ln/6th St Emma Ln/6th St

AM
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

08:15 AM - 09:15 AM

0.729
0.667 0.600 0.750 0.750

NOON
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

12:00 PM - 01:00 PM

0.683
0.679 0.539 0.750 0.625
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National Data & Surveying Services

Intersection Turning Movement Count
Location: Montpelier Rd & Emma Ln/6th St

City: Hickman Project ID:
Control: 1-Way Stop(EB) Date:

NS/EW Streets:

0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL

5:30 PM 2 11 0 0 2 15 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 38
5:45 PM 1 5 0 0 2 15 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 27
6:00 PM 0 6 0 0 3 5 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 3 0 20
6:15 PM 1 11 0 0 0 6 0 0 6 1 1 0 0 2 2 0 30
6:30 PM 2 2 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 3 2 0 15
6:45 PM 0 6 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 11
7:00 PM 0 2 0 0 1 6 1 0 2 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 15
7:15 PM 0 6 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10
7:30 PM 2 3 0 0 0 5 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
7:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
8:00 PM 0 3 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 6
8:15 PM 0 3 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 16

NL NT NR NU SL ST SR SU EL ET ER EU WL WT WR WU TOTAL
TOTAL VOLUMES : 8 58 0 0 9 71 12 0 14 14 4 0 1 7 7 0 205
APPROACH %'s : 12.12% 87.88% 0.00% 0.00% 9.78% 77.17% 13.04% 0.00% 43.75% 43.75% 12.50% 0.00% 6.67% 46.67% 46.67% 0.00%

PEAK HR : 5:30 PM 12:00 AM TOTAL
PEAK HR VOL : 4 33 0 0 7 41 5 0 9 7 1 0 1 2 5 0 115

PEAK HR FACTOR : 0.500 0.750 0.000 0.000 0.583 0.683 0.313 0.000 0.375 0.438 0.250 0.000 0.250 0.250 0.417 0.000

05:30 PM - 06:30 PM

0.757
0.712 0.631 0.531 0.500

PM
  NORTHBOUND   SOUTHBOUND   EASTBOUND   WESTBOUND

26-090018-004
3/4/2026

Data - Total
Montpelier Rd Montpelier Rd Emma Ln/6th St Emma Ln/6th St
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Location: Hickman Community Church, 854 I St Date: 3/8/2026
City: Hickman, CA Day: Sunday

IN OUT IN OUT IN OUT TOTAL

8:00 AM 1 0 0 0 1 0 1
8:15 AM 0 0 2 0 2 0 2
8:30 AM 1 0 2 0 3 0 3
8:45 AM 6 0 3 0 9 0 9
9:00 AM 1 2 4 0 5 2 7
9:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
9:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
9:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

10:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10:15 AM 2 1 0 0 2 1 3
10:30 AM 3 5 1 2 4 7 11
10:45 AM 2 0 0 2 2 2 4
11:00 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
11:15 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
11:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
11:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12:00 PM 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
12:15 PM 0 1 0 1 0 2 2
12:30 PM 2 3 1 4 3 7 10
12:45 PM 0 1 0 1 0 2 2

Totals 18 13 14 10 32 23 55

Prepared by National Data & Surveying Services

Trip Generation Study

TIME
TripLoc 001 (S Dwy) Loc 002 (N Dwy)
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Location: Hickman Community Church, 854 I St Date: 3/4/2026
City: Hickman, CA Day: Wednesday

IN OUT IN OUT IN OUT TOTAL

5:30 PM 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
5:45 PM 1 0 0 0 1 0 1
6:00 PM 4 1 1 0 5 1 6
6:15 PM 5 0 3 1 8 1 9
6:30 PM 2 0 0 0 2 0 2
6:45 PM 1 0 0 2 1 2 3
7:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:45 PM 1 0 0 1 1 1 2
8:00 PM 1 4 1 3 2 7 9
8:15 PM 0 5 0 1 0 6 6
Totals 15 11 5 8 20 19 39

Prepared by National Data & Surveying Services

Trip Generation Study

TIME
Loc 001 (S Dwy) Loc 002 (N Dwy) Trip

134



Location: Hickman Community Church Pkg, 854 I St Date: 3/8/2026
City: Hickman, CA Day: Sunday

IN OUT IN OUT IN OUT IN OUT TOTAL

8:00 AM 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
8:15 AM 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
8:30 AM 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 6
8:45 AM 20 1 0 0 0 0 20 1 21
9:00 AM 24 1 0 0 0 0 24 1 25
9:15 AM 11 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 11
9:30 AM 2 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 3
9:45 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

10:00 AM 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 5
10:15 AM 12 4 0 0 0 0 12 4 16
10:30 AM 37 17 0 0 0 0 37 17 54
10:45 AM 12 3 0 0 0 0 12 3 15
11:00 AM 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
11:15 AM 1 2 0 0 0 0 1 2 3
11:30 AM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
11:45 AM 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
12:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12:15 PM 0 32 0 0 0 0 0 32 32
12:30 PM 1 33 0 0 0 0 1 33 34
12:45 PM 1 19 0 0 0 0 1 19 20

Totals 137 115 0 0 0 0 137 115 252

Prepared by National Data & Surveying Services

Trip Generation Study

TIME
TripLoc 003 (N Dwy) Loc 004 (W Dwy) Loc 005 (E Dwy)
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Location: Hickman Community Church Pkg, 854 I St Date: 3/4/2026
City: Hickman, CA Day: Wednesday

IN OUT IN OUT IN OUT IN OUT TOTAL

5:30 PM 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
5:45 PM 6 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 6
6:00 PM 6 1 0 0 0 0 6 1 7
6:15 PM 26 2 0 0 0 0 26 2 28
6:30 PM 16 6 0 0 0 0 16 6 22
6:45 PM 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
7:00 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7:30 PM 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
7:45 PM 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3
8:00 PM 2 10 0 0 0 0 2 10 12
8:15 PM 1 18 0 0 0 0 1 18 19
Totals 65 38 0 0 0 0 65 38 103

Prepared by National Data & Surveying Services

Trip Generation Study

TIME
Loc 003 (N Dwy) Loc 004 (W Dwy) Loc 005 (E Dwy) Trip
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LOS Worksheets 
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HCM 7th TWSC
2: I St & Lake Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 2

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 4.9

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 43 7 0 24 80 1
Future Vol, veh/h 43 7 0 24 80 1
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 83 83 83 83 83 83
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 52 8 0 29 96 1

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 60 0 85 56
          Stage 1 - - - - 56 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 29 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.13 - 6.43 6.23
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.43 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.43 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.227 - 3.527 3.327
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1537 - 914 1008
          Stage 1 - - - - 964 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 991 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1537 - 914 1008
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 914 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 964 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 991 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0 9.4
HCM LOS A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 915 - - 1537 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.107 - - - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 9.4 - - 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A - - A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.4 - - 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
3: 6th St & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 3

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.8

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 10 9 135 5 6 153
Future Vol, veh/h 10 9 135 5 6 153
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 13 11 169 6 8 191

Major/Minor Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 378 172 0 0 175 0
          Stage 1 172 - - - - -
          Stage 2 206 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 6.43 6.23 - - 4.13 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.43 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.43 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.527 3.327 - - 2.227 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 622 869 - - 1395 -
          Stage 1 856 - - - - -
          Stage 2 826 - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 618 869 - - 1395 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 618 - - - - -
          Stage 1 851 - - - - -
          Stage 2 826 - - - - -

Approach WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 10.2 0 0.29
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1 SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) - - 716 68 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.033 0.005 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) - - 10.2 7.6 0
HCM Lane LOS - - B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - - 0.1 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
4: 6th St & Montpelier Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 4

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 2.1

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 1 4 1 0 4 1 0 19 0 6 25 10
Future Vol, veh/h 1 4 1 0 4 1 0 19 0 6 25 10
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Mvmt Flow 1 6 1 0 6 1 0 28 0 9 37 15

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 93 90 44 85 97 28 51 0 0 28 0 0
          Stage 1 62 62 - 28 28 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 31 28 - 57 69 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 7.11 6.51 6.21 7.11 6.51 6.21 4.11 - - 4.11 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.11 5.51 - 6.11 5.51 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.11 5.51 - 6.11 5.51 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.509 4.009 3.309 3.509 4.009 3.309 2.209 - - 2.209 - -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 894 802 1029 903 795 1050 1561 - - 1592 - -
          Stage 1 952 845 - 992 874 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 988 874 - 957 839 - - - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 881 798 1029 890 790 1050 1561 - - 1592 - -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 881 798 - 890 790 - - - - - - -
          Stage 1 946 841 - 992 874 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 980 874 - 944 835 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 9.32 9.37 0 1.06
HCM LOS A A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBR EBLn1WBLn1 SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1561 - - 842 831 249 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - - 0.01 0.009 0.006 - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 0 - - 9.3 9.4 7.3 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A - - A A A A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 0 0 0 - -
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HCM 7th AWSC
1: Lake Rd & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 1

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 10.5
Intersection LOS B

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 22 0 93 0 191 37 135 167 0
Future Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 22 0 93 0 191 37 135 167 0
Peak Hour Factor 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88
Heavy Vehicles, % 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Mvmt Flow 0 0 0 25 0 106 0 217 42 153 190 0
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 0 9 9.9 11.5
HCM LOS - A A B

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 0% 0% 19% 45%
Vol Thru, % 84% 100% 0% 55%
Vol Right, % 16% 0% 81% 0%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 228 0 115 302
LT Vol 0 0 22 135
Through Vol 191 0 0 167
RT Vol 37 0 93 0
Lane Flow Rate 259 0 131 343
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.331 0 0.178 0.447
Departure Headway (Hd) 4.601 5.567 4.898 4.686
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 780 0 729 765
Service Time 2.645 3.643 2.952 2.727
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.332 0 0.18 0.448
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 9.9 8.6 9 11.5
HCM Lane LOS A N A B
HCM 95th-tile Q 1.5 0 0.6 2.3
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HCM 7th TWSC
2: I St & Lake Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 2

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.7

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 53 55 1 47 10 1
Future Vol, veh/h 53 55 1 47 10 1
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 74 74 74 74 74 74
Heavy Vehicles, % 7 7 7 7 7 7
Mvmt Flow 72 74 1 64 14 1

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 146 0 175 109
          Stage 1 - - - - 109 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 66 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.17 - 6.47 6.27
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.47 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.47 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.263 - 3.563 3.363
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1406 - 803 931
          Stage 1 - - - - 903 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 944 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1406 - 803 931
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 803 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 902 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 944 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0.16 9.51
HCM LOS A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 813 - - 38 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.018 - - 0.001 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 9.5 - - 7.6 0
HCM Lane LOS A - - A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.1 - - 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
3: 6th St & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 3

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.3

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 7 2 207 17 5 172
Future Vol, veh/h 7 2 207 17 5 172
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 94 94 94 94 94 94
Heavy Vehicles, % 6 6 6 6 6 6
Mvmt Flow 7 2 220 18 5 183

Major/Minor Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 423 229 0 0 238 0
          Stage 1 229 - - - - -
          Stage 2 194 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 6.46 6.26 - - 4.16 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.46 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.46 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.554 3.354 - - 2.254 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 580 800 - - 1305 -
          Stage 1 799 - - - - -
          Stage 2 830 - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 578 800 - - 1305 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 578 - - - - -
          Stage 1 796 - - - - -
          Stage 2 830 - - - - -

Approach WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 10.94 0 0.22
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1 SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) - - 616 51 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.016 0.004 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) - - 10.9 7.8 0
HCM Lane LOS - - B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - - 0 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
4: 6th St & Montpelier Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 4

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 2.7

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 9 7 1 1 2 5 4 33 0 7 41 5
Future Vol, veh/h 9 7 1 1 2 5 4 33 0 7 41 5
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 12 9 1 1 3 7 5 43 0 9 54 7

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 132 130 57 131 133 44 61 0 0 43 0 0
          Stage 1 76 76 - 54 54 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 56 54 - 77 79 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 7.12 6.52 6.22 7.12 6.52 6.22 4.12 - - 4.12 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 5.52 - 6.12 5.52 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 5.52 - 6.12 5.52 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218 - -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 840 761 1009 841 758 1026 1543 - - 1565 - -
          Stage 1 933 832 - 958 850 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 956 850 - 932 829 - - - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 823 754 1009 822 751 1025 1543 - - 1565 - -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 823 754 - 822 751 - - - - - - -
          Stage 1 928 827 - 955 847 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 942 847 - 915 824 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 9.62 8.99 0.79 0.97
HCM LOS A A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBR EBLn1WBLn1 SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 195 - - 801 913 233 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.003 - - 0.028 0.012 0.006 - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 7.3 0 - 9.6 9 7.3 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A A - A A A A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 0.1 0 0 - -
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HCM 7th AWSC
1: Lake Rd & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Plus Project_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 1

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 10.4
Intersection LOS B

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 39 0 148 0 122 30 168 139 0
Future Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 39 0 148 0 122 30 168 139 0
Peak Hour Factor 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 0 0 0 43 0 163 0 134 33 185 153 0
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 0 9.5 9.1 11.6
HCM LOS - A A B

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 0% 0% 21% 55%
Vol Thru, % 80% 100% 0% 45%
Vol Right, % 20% 0% 79% 0%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 152 0 187 307
LT Vol 0 0 39 168
Through Vol 122 0 0 139
RT Vol 30 0 148 0
Lane Flow Rate 167 0 205 337
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.219 0 0.268 0.445
Departure Headway (Hd) 4.724 5.431 4.692 4.747
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 755 0 762 756
Service Time 2.782 3.512 2.744 2.798
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.221 0 0.269 0.446
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 9.1 8.5 9.5 11.6
HCM Lane LOS A N A B
HCM 95th-tile Q 0.8 0 1.1 2.3
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HCM 7th TWSC
2: I St & Lake Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Plus Project_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 2

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 3.6

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 93 58 0 48 104 1
Future Vol, veh/h 93 58 0 48 104 1
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 83 83 83 83 83 83
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 112 70 0 58 125 1

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 182 0 205 147
          Stage 1 - - - - 147 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 58 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.13 - 6.43 6.23
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.43 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.43 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.227 - 3.527 3.327
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1387 - 781 897
          Stage 1 - - - - 878 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 962 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1387 - 781 897
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 781 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 878 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 962 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0 10.49
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 782 - - 1387 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.162 - - - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 10.5 - - 0 -
HCM Lane LOS B - - A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.6 - - 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
3: 6th St & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Plus Project_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 3

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.8

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 12 9 135 10 6 153
Future Vol, veh/h 12 9 135 10 6 153
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 15 11 169 13 8 191

Major/Minor Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 381 175 0 0 181 0
          Stage 1 175 - - - - -
          Stage 2 206 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 6.43 6.23 - - 4.13 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.43 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.43 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.527 3.327 - - 2.227 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 619 866 - - 1388 -
          Stage 1 853 - - - - -
          Stage 2 826 - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 615 866 - - 1388 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 615 - - - - -
          Stage 1 848 - - - - -
          Stage 2 826 - - - - -

Approach WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 10.32 0 0.29
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1 SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) - - 702 68 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.037 0.005 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) - - 10.3 7.6 0
HCM Lane LOS - - B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - - 0.1 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
4: 6th St & Montpelier Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Plus Project_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 4

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 2.5

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 6 4 1 0 4 1 0 19 0 6 25 12
Future Vol, veh/h 6 4 1 0 4 1 0 19 0 6 25 12
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Mvmt Flow 9 6 1 0 6 1 0 28 0 9 37 18

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 94 91 46 85 100 28 54 0 0 28 0 0
          Stage 1 63 63 - 28 28 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 31 28 - 57 72 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 7.11 6.51 6.21 7.11 6.51 6.21 4.11 - - 4.11 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.11 5.51 - 6.11 5.51 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.11 5.51 - 6.11 5.51 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.509 4.009 3.309 3.509 4.009 3.309 2.209 - - 2.209 - -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 892 801 1027 903 792 1050 1557 - - 1592 - -
          Stage 1 950 844 - 992 874 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 988 874 - 957 837 - - - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 879 796 1027 890 787 1050 1557 - - 1592 - -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 879 796 - 890 787 - - - - - - -
          Stage 1 945 839 - 992 874 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 980 874 - 944 832 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 9.28 9.38 0 1.01
HCM LOS A A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBR EBLn1WBLn1 SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1557 - - 858 829 236 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - - 0.019 0.009 0.006 - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 0 - - 9.3 9.4 7.3 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A - - A A A A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 0.1 0 0 - -
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HCM 7th TWSC
5: Project Rd & Lake Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Plus Project_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 5

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 1.5

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 44 50 0 24 24 0
Future Vol, veh/h 44 50 0 24 24 0
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 7 2 2 7 2 2
Mvmt Flow 48 54 0 26 26 0

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 102 0 101 75
          Stage 1 - - - - 75 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 26 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.12 - 6.42 6.22
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.42 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.42 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.218 - 3.518 3.318
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1490 - 897 986
          Stage 1 - - - - 948 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 996 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1490 - 897 986
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 897 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 948 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 996 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0 9.13
HCM LOS A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 897 - - 1490 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.029 - - - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 9.1 - - 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A - - A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.1 - - 0 -
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HCM 7th AWSC
1: Lake Rd & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Plus Project_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 1

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 12.5
Intersection LOS B

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 22 0 105 0 191 37 228 167 0
Future Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 22 0 105 0 191 37 228 167 0
Peak Hour Factor 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88
Heavy Vehicles, % 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Mvmt Flow 0 0 0 25 0 119 0 217 42 259 190 0
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 0 9.6 10.4 14.6
HCM LOS - A B B

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 0% 0% 17% 58%
Vol Thru, % 84% 100% 0% 42%
Vol Right, % 16% 0% 83% 0%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 228 0 127 395
LT Vol 0 0 22 228
Through Vol 191 0 0 167
RT Vol 37 0 105 0
Lane Flow Rate 259 0 144 449
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.344 0 0.206 0.594
Departure Headway (Hd) 4.777 5.98 5.133 4.767
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 749 0 693 754
Service Time 2.84 3.98 3.21 2.825
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.346 0 0.208 0.595
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 10.4 9 9.6 14.6
HCM Lane LOS B N A B
HCM 95th-tile Q 1.5 0 0.8 4
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HCM 7th TWSC
2: I St & Lake Rd 03/24/2026

Existing_Plus Project_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 2

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.7

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 99 102 1 53 16 1
Future Vol, veh/h 99 102 1 53 16 1
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 74 74 74 74 74 74
Heavy Vehicles, % 7 7 7 7 7 7
Mvmt Flow 134 138 1 72 22 1

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 272 0 277 203
          Stage 1 - - - - 203 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 74 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.17 - 6.47 6.27
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.47 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.47 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.263 - 3.563 3.363
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1263 - 702 826
          Stage 1 - - - - 820 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 936 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1263 - 701 826
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 701 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 819 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 936 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0.15 10.26
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 708 - - 33 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.032 - - 0.001 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 10.3 - - 7.9 0
HCM Lane LOS B - - A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.1 - - 0 -
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Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.4

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 8 2 207 22 5 172
Future Vol, veh/h 8 2 207 22 5 172
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 94 94 94 94 94 94
Heavy Vehicles, % 6 6 6 6 6 6
Mvmt Flow 9 2 220 23 5 183

Major/Minor Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 426 232 0 0 244 0
          Stage 1 232 - - - - -
          Stage 2 194 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 6.46 6.26 - - 4.16 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.46 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.46 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.554 3.354 - - 2.254 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 578 797 - - 1300 -
          Stage 1 797 - - - - -
          Stage 2 830 - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 575 797 - - 1300 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 575 - - - - -
          Stage 1 794 - - - - -
          Stage 2 830 - - - - -

Approach WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 11.01 0 0.22
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1 SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) - - 609 51 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.017 0.004 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) - - 11 7.8 0
HCM Lane LOS - - B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - - 0.1 0 -
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Existing_Plus Project_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
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Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 3

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 14 7 1 1 2 5 4 33 0 7 41 6
Future Vol, veh/h 14 7 1 1 2 5 4 33 0 7 41 6
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 18 9 1 1 3 7 5 43 0 9 54 8

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 133 130 58 131 134 44 62 0 0 43 0 0
          Stage 1 76 76 - 54 54 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 56 54 - 77 80 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 7.12 6.52 6.22 7.12 6.52 6.22 4.12 - - 4.12 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 5.52 - 6.12 5.52 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 5.52 - 6.12 5.52 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218 - -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 839 760 1008 841 757 1026 1541 - - 1565 - -
          Stage 1 933 831 - 958 850 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 956 850 - 932 828 - - - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 822 753 1008 822 749 1025 1541 - - 1565 - -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 822 753 - 822 749 - - - - - - -
          Stage 1 927 826 - 955 847 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 942 847 - 915 823 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 9.64 8.99 0.79 0.95
HCM LOS A A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBR EBLn1WBLn1 SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 195 - - 806 913 228 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.003 - - 0.036 0.012 0.006 - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 7.3 0 - 9.6 9 7.3 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A A - A A A A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 0.1 0 0 - -
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Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.4

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 54 46 0 48 6 0
Future Vol, veh/h 54 46 0 48 6 0
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 7 2 2 7 2 2
Mvmt Flow 59 50 0 52 7 0

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 109 0 136 84
          Stage 1 - - - - 84 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 52 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.12 - 6.42 6.22
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.42 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.42 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.218 - 3.518 3.318
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1482 - 858 976
          Stage 1 - - - - 940 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 970 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1482 - 858 976
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 858 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 940 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 970 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0 9.23
HCM LOS A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 858 - - 1482 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.008 - - - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 9.2 - - 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A - - A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 0 -
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HCM 7th AWSC
1: Lake Rd & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 1

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 9.4
Intersection LOS A

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 45 0 114 0 140 34 77 159 0
Future Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 45 0 114 0 140 34 77 159 0
Peak Hour Factor 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 0 0 0 49 0 125 0 154 37 85 175 0
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 0 9 9 10
HCM LOS - A A A

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 0% 0% 28% 33%
Vol Thru, % 80% 100% 0% 67%
Vol Right, % 20% 0% 72% 0%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 174 0 159 236
LT Vol 0 0 45 77
Through Vol 140 0 0 159
RT Vol 34 0 114 0
Lane Flow Rate 191 0 175 259
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.241 0 0.223 0.335
Departure Headway (Hd) 4.544 5.225 4.604 4.644
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 788 0 778 773
Service Time 2.584 3.284 2.644 2.68
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.242 0 0.225 0.335
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 9 8.3 9 10
HCM Lane LOS A N A A
HCM 95th-tile Q 0.9 0 0.9 1.5
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Page 2

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 5

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 49 8 0 27 92 1
Future Vol, veh/h 49 8 0 27 92 1
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 83 83 83 83 83 83
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 59 10 0 33 111 1

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 69 0 96 64
          Stage 1 - - - - 64 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 33 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.13 - 6.43 6.23
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.43 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.43 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.227 - 3.527 3.327
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1526 - 900 998
          Stage 1 - - - - 956 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 987 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1526 - 900 998
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 900 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 956 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 987 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0 9.56
HCM LOS A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 901 - - 1526 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.124 - - - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 9.6 - - 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A - - A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.4 - - 0 -

159
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3: 6th St & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 3

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.8

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 11 10 154 6 7 175
Future Vol, veh/h 11 10 154 6 7 175
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 14 13 193 8 9 219

Major/Minor Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 433 196 0 0 200 0
          Stage 1 196 - - - - -
          Stage 2 236 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 6.43 6.23 - - 4.13 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.43 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.43 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.527 3.327 - - 2.227 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 578 842 - - 1366 -
          Stage 1 834 - - - - -
          Stage 2 801 - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 574 842 - - 1366 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 574 - - - - -
          Stage 1 828 - - - - -
          Stage 2 801 - - - - -

Approach WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 10.53 0 0.29
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1 SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) - - 677 69 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.039 0.006 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) - - 10.5 7.7 0
HCM Lane LOS - - B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - - 0.1 0 -

160
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4: 6th St & Montpelier Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 4

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 2.1

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 1 5 1 0 5 1 0 22 0 7 29 11
Future Vol, veh/h 1 5 1 0 5 1 0 22 0 7 29 11
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Mvmt Flow 1 7 1 0 7 1 0 32 0 10 43 16

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 107 104 51 99 112 32 59 0 0 32 0 0
          Stage 1 71 71 - 32 32 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 36 32 - 67 79 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 7.11 6.51 6.21 7.11 6.51 6.21 4.11 - - 4.11 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.11 5.51 - 6.11 5.51 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.11 5.51 - 6.11 5.51 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.509 4.009 3.309 3.509 4.009 3.309 2.209 - - 2.209 - -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 874 788 1020 885 780 1044 1552 - - 1586 - -
          Stage 1 941 838 - 987 870 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 982 870 - 946 831 - - - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 859 783 1020 869 775 1044 1552 - - 1586 - -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 859 783 - 869 775 - - - - - - -
          Stage 1 935 832 - 987 870 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 972 870 - 930 825 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 9.44 9.49 0 1.08
HCM LOS A A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBR EBLn1WBLn1 SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1552 - - 821 810 254 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - - 0.013 0.011 0.006 - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 0 - - 9.4 9.5 7.3 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A - - A A A A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 0 0 0 - -
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HCM 7th TWSC
2: I St & Lake Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 2

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.6

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 61 63 1 54 11 1
Future Vol, veh/h 61 63 1 54 11 1
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 74 74 74 74 74 74
Heavy Vehicles, % 7 7 7 7 7 7
Mvmt Flow 82 85 1 73 15 1

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 168 0 201 125
          Stage 1 - - - - 125 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 76 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.17 - 6.47 6.27
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.47 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.47 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.263 - 3.563 3.363
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1380 - 777 912
          Stage 1 - - - - 888 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 935 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1380 - 776 912
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 776 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 887 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 935 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0.14 9.68
HCM LOS A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 786 - - 33 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.021 - - 0.001 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 9.7 - - 7.6 0
HCM Lane LOS A - - A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.1 - - 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
3: 6th St & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 3

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.3

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 8 2 237 19 6 197
Future Vol, veh/h 8 2 237 19 6 197
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 94 94 94 94 94 94
Heavy Vehicles, % 6 6 6 6 6 6
Mvmt Flow 9 2 252 20 6 210

Major/Minor Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 485 262 0 0 272 0
          Stage 1 262 - - - - -
          Stage 2 222 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 6.46 6.26 - - 4.16 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.46 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.46 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.554 3.354 - - 2.254 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 534 767 - - 1268 -
          Stage 1 772 - - - - -
          Stage 2 805 - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 531 767 - - 1268 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 531 - - - - -
          Stage 1 768 - - - - -
          Stage 2 805 - - - - -

Approach WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 11.48 0 0.23
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1 SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) - - 566 53 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.019 0.005 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) - - 11.5 7.9 0
HCM Lane LOS - - B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - - 0.1 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
4: 6th St & Montpelier Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 4

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 2.7

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 10 8 1 1 2 6 5 38 0 8 47 6
Future Vol, veh/h 10 8 1 1 2 6 5 38 0 8 47 6
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 13 11 1 1 3 8 7 50 0 11 62 8

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 152 150 66 151 154 51 70 0 0 50 0 0
          Stage 1 87 87 - 63 63 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 65 63 - 88 91 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 7.12 6.52 6.22 7.12 6.52 6.22 4.12 - - 4.12 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 5.52 - 6.12 5.52 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 5.52 - 6.12 5.52 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218 - -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 815 742 998 816 738 1017 1531 - - 1557 - -
          Stage 1 921 823 - 948 842 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 945 842 - 919 820 - - - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 796 733 998 794 729 1016 1531 - - 1557 - -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 796 733 - 794 729 - - - - - - -
          Stage 1 914 817 - 944 839 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 930 839 - 900 814 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 9.79 9.01 0.86 0.96
HCM LOS A A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBR EBLn1WBLn1 SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 209 - - 776 909 231 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.004 - - 0.032 0.013 0.007 - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 7.4 0 - 9.8 9 7.3 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A A - A A A A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 0.1 0 0 - -
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HCM 7th AWSC
1: Lake Rd & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Plus Project_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 1

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 11.2
Intersection LOS B

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 45 0 162 0 140 34 178 159 0
Future Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 45 0 162 0 140 34 178 159 0
Peak Hour Factor 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91 0.91
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 0 0 0 49 0 178 0 154 37 196 175 0
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 0 10.1 9.6 12.7
HCM LOS - B A B

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 0% 0% 22% 53%
Vol Thru, % 80% 100% 0% 47%
Vol Right, % 20% 0% 78% 0%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 174 0 207 337
LT Vol 0 0 45 178
Through Vol 140 0 0 159
RT Vol 34 0 162 0
Lane Flow Rate 191 0 227 370
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.257 0 0.306 0.498
Departure Headway (Hd) 4.841 5.736 4.839 4.844
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 734 0 737 741
Service Time 2.916 3.736 2.908 2.909
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.26 0 0.308 0.499
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 9.6 8.7 10.1 12.7
HCM Lane LOS A N B B
HCM 95th-tile Q 1 0 1.3 2.8
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HCM 7th TWSC
2: I St & Lake Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Plus Project_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 2

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 3.8

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 99 59 0 51 116 1
Future Vol, veh/h 99 59 0 51 116 1
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 83 83 83 83 83 83
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 119 71 0 61 140 1

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 190 0 216 155
          Stage 1 - - - - 155 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 61 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.13 - 6.43 6.23
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.43 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.43 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.227 - 3.527 3.327
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1377 - 770 888
          Stage 1 - - - - 871 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 959 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1377 - 770 888
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 770 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 871 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 959 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0 10.71
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 771 - - 1377 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.183 - - - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 10.7 - - 0 -
HCM Lane LOS B - - A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.7 - - 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
3: 6th St & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Plus Project_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 3

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.8

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 13 10 154 11 7 175
Future Vol, veh/h 13 10 154 11 7 175
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 80 80 80 80 80 80
Heavy Vehicles, % 3 3 3 3 3 3
Mvmt Flow 16 13 193 14 9 219

Major/Minor Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 436 199 0 0 206 0
          Stage 1 199 - - - - -
          Stage 2 236 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 6.43 6.23 - - 4.13 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.43 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.43 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.527 3.327 - - 2.227 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 576 839 - - 1359 -
          Stage 1 832 - - - - -
          Stage 2 801 - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 572 839 - - 1359 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 572 - - - - -
          Stage 1 826 - - - - -
          Stage 2 801 - - - - -

Approach WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 10.67 0 0.29
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1 SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) - - 664 69 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.043 0.006 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) - - 10.7 7.7 0
HCM Lane LOS - - B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - - 0.1 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
4: 6th St & Montpelier Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Plus Project_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 4

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 2.5

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 6 5 1 0 5 1 0 22 0 7 29 13
Future Vol, veh/h 6 5 1 0 5 1 0 22 0 7 29 13
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68 68
Heavy Vehicles, % 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Mvmt Flow 9 7 1 0 7 1 0 32 0 10 43 19

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 109 105 52 99 115 32 62 0 0 32 0 0
          Stage 1 73 73 - 32 32 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 36 32 - 67 82 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 7.11 6.51 6.21 7.11 6.51 6.21 4.11 - - 4.11 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.11 5.51 - 6.11 5.51 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.11 5.51 - 6.11 5.51 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.509 4.009 3.309 3.509 4.009 3.309 2.209 - - 2.209 - -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 872 787 1018 885 777 1044 1548 - - 1586 - -
          Stage 1 939 836 - 987 870 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 982 870 - 946 828 - - - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 857 782 1018 869 772 1044 1548 - - 1586 - -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 857 782 - 869 772 - - - - - - -
          Stage 1 933 831 - 987 870 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 972 870 - 930 823 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 9.41 9.51 0 1.04
HCM LOS A A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBR EBLn1WBLn1 SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 1548 - - 834 807 242 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - - 0.021 0.011 0.006 - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 0 - - 9.4 9.5 7.3 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A - - A A A A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 0.1 0 0 - -
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HCM 7th TWSC
5: Project Rd & Lake Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Plus Project_Sunday_AM Synchro 12 Report
Page 5

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 1.5

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 50 50 0 27 24 0
Future Vol, veh/h 50 50 0 27 24 0
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 7 2 2 7 2 2
Mvmt Flow 54 54 0 29 26 0

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 109 0 111 82
          Stage 1 - - - - 82 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 29 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.12 - 6.42 6.22
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.42 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.42 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.218 - 3.518 3.318
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1482 - 886 978
          Stage 1 - - - - 942 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 993 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1482 - 886 978
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 886 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 942 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 993 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0 9.19
HCM LOS A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 886 - - 1482 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.029 - - - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 9.2 - - 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A - - A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.1 - - 0 -
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HCM 7th AWSC
1: Lake Rd & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Plus Project_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 1

Intersection
Intersection Delay, s/veh 14.4
Intersection LOS B

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 25 0 118 0 219 42 247 191 0
Future Vol, veh/h 0 0 0 25 0 118 0 219 42 247 191 0
Peak Hour Factor 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88
Heavy Vehicles, % 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Mvmt Flow 0 0 0 28 0 134 0 249 48 281 217 0
Number of Lanes 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

Approach EB WB NB SB
Opposing Approach WB EB SB NB
Opposing Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Left SB NB EB WB
Conflicting Lanes Left 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Approach Right NB SB WB EB
Conflicting Lanes Right 1 1 1 1
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 0 10.2 11.4 17.6
HCM LOS - B B C

Lane NBLn1 EBLn1 WBLn1 SBLn1
Vol Left, % 0% 0% 17% 56%
Vol Thru, % 84% 100% 0% 44%
Vol Right, % 16% 0% 83% 0%
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop
Traffic Vol by Lane 261 0 143 438
LT Vol 0 0 25 247
Through Vol 219 0 0 191
RT Vol 42 0 118 0
Lane Flow Rate 297 0 163 498
Geometry Grp 1 1 1 1
Degree of Util (X) 0.405 0 0.246 0.674
Departure Headway (Hd) 4.91 6.29 5.439 4.877
Convergence, Y/N Yes Yes Yes Yes
Cap 724 0 665 732
Service Time 3.005 4.298 3.439 2.964
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.41 0 0.245 0.68
HCM Control Delay, s/veh 11.4 9.3 10.2 17.6
HCM Lane LOS B N B C
HCM 95th-tile Q 2 0 1 5.3
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HCM 7th TWSC
2: I St & Lake Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Plus Project_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 2

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.7

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 107 110 1 60 17 1
Future Vol, veh/h 107 110 1 60 17 1
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 74 74 74 74 74 74
Heavy Vehicles, % 7 7 7 7 7 7
Mvmt Flow 145 149 1 81 23 1

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 293 0 303 219
          Stage 1 - - - - 219 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 84 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.17 - 6.47 6.27
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.47 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.47 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.263 - 3.563 3.363
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1240 - 679 808
          Stage 1 - - - - 806 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 927 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1240 - 678 808
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 678 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 805 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 927 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0.13 10.46
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 684 - - 30 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.036 - - 0.001 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 10.5 - - 7.9 0
HCM Lane LOS B - - A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0.1 - - 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
3: 6th St & Hickman Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Plus Project_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 3

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.4

Movement WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 9 2 237 24 6 197
Future Vol, veh/h 9 2 237 24 6 197
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - - 0
Peak Hour Factor 94 94 94 94 94 94
Heavy Vehicles, % 6 6 6 6 6 6
Mvmt Flow 10 2 252 26 6 210

Major/Minor Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 487 265 0 0 278 0
          Stage 1 265 - - - - -
          Stage 2 222 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 6.46 6.26 - - 4.16 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 5.46 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 5.46 - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.554 3.354 - - 2.254 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 532 764 - - 1262 -
          Stage 1 770 - - - - -
          Stage 2 805 - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 529 764 - - 1262 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 529 - - - - -
          Stage 1 766 - - - - -
          Stage 2 805 - - - - -

Approach WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 11.56 0 0.23
HCM LOS B

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBT NBRWBLn1 SBL SBT
Capacity (veh/h) - - 561 53 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.021 0.005 -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) - - 11.6 7.9 0
HCM Lane LOS - - B A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - - 0.1 0 -
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HCM 7th TWSC
4: 6th St & Montpelier Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Plus Project_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 4

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 3

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 15 8 1 1 2 6 5 38 0 8 47 7
Future Vol, veh/h 15 8 1 1 2 6 5 38 0 8 47 7
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Stop Free Free Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - - None - - None - - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - - - - - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Grade, % - 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 20 11 1 1 3 8 7 50 0 11 62 9

Major/Minor Minor2 Minor1 Major1 Major2
Conflicting Flow All 153 151 66 151 155 51 71 0 0 50 0 0
          Stage 1 88 88 - 63 63 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 65 63 - 88 92 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy 7.12 6.52 6.22 7.12 6.52 6.22 4.12 - - 4.12 - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 6.12 5.52 - 6.12 5.52 - - - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 6.12 5.52 - 6.12 5.52 - - - - - - -
Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 4.018 3.318 3.518 4.018 3.318 2.218 - - 2.218 - -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 814 741 997 816 737 1017 1529 - - 1557 - -
          Stage 1 920 822 - 948 842 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 945 842 - 919 819 - - - - - - -
Platoon blocked, % - - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 795 732 997 794 728 1016 1529 - - 1557 - -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 795 732 - 794 728 - - - - - - -
          Stage 1 914 817 - 944 839 - - - - - - -
          Stage 2 930 839 - 900 813 - - - - - - -

Approach EB WB NB SB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 9.81 9.02 0.86 0.95
HCM LOS A A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBL NBT NBR EBLn1WBLn1 SBL SBT SBR
Capacity (veh/h) 209 - - 779 908 226 - -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.004 - - 0.041 0.013 0.007 - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 7.4 0 - 9.8 9 7.3 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A A - A A A A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 0.1 0 0 - -
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HCM 7th TWSC
5: Project Rd & Lake Rd 03/24/2026

Cumulative_Plus Project_Wednesday_PM Synchro 12 Report
Page 5

Intersection
Int Delay, s/veh 0.3

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR
Lane Configurations
Traffic Vol, veh/h 62 46 0 55 6 0
Future Vol, veh/h 62 46 0 55 6 0
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - - 0 0 -
Grade, % 0 - - 0 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 7 2 2 7 2 2
Mvmt Flow 67 50 0 60 7 0

Major/Minor Major1 Major2 Minor1
Conflicting Flow All 0 0 117 0 152 92
          Stage 1 - - - - 92 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 60 -
Critical Hdwy - - 4.12 - 6.42 6.22
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 5.42 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 5.42 -
Follow-up Hdwy - - 2.218 - 3.518 3.318
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1471 - 840 965
          Stage 1 - - - - 931 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 963 -
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver - - 1471 - 840 965
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 840 -
          Stage 1 - - - - 931 -
          Stage 2 - - - - 963 -

Approach EB WB NB
HCM Ctrl Dly, s/v 0 0 9.32
HCM LOS A

Minor Lane/Major Mvmt NBLn1 EBT EBR WBL WBT
Capacity (veh/h) 840 - - 1471 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.008 - - - -
HCM Ctrl Dly (s/v) 9.3 - - 0 -
HCM Lane LOS A - - A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 0 - - 0 -
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May 29, 2026 

Mr. Justin W. Capp 

Structural Engineer 

Justin W. Capp | Engineering + Design 

Work: (209) 524-4774 x101 

E-mail: Justin.Capp@JustinWCapp.com

Subject: Revised Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Study, SJVAPCD Rule 9510 Indirect 

Source Review and Risk Prioritization Scoring for an Expansion of an Existing 

Church in Hickman, CA 

Dear Mr. Capp: 

Yorke Engineering, LLC (Yorke) is pleased to provide this technical letter report which includes 

the Air Quality (AQ) and Greenhouse Gas (GHG) CEQA significance evaluation, San Joaquin 

Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) Rule 9510 summary, and a health risk 

prioritization screening assessment for Project construction and operations. This report provides 

California Emissions Estimator Model® (CalEEMod) emissions estimates, criteria pollutant 

analysis, and GHG analysis estimates for the proposed expansion of an existing church in 

Hickman, CA (Project). The Project site is in unincorporated Stanislaus County, which is within 

the jurisdiction of the SJVAPCD. As such, air quality and GHG emissions attributable to the 

Project are assessed based on the guidelines developed by the SJVAPCD. This report has been 

revised to incorporate Project-specific operational trip rates from the Traffic Impact Analysis 

(TIA) prepared by Barrios Transportation Consulting, dated April 30, 2026. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Project site is located at northeastern corner of the town of Hickman, an unincorporated 

community in Stanislaus County. The Project area is an existing Place of Worship, on Assessor’s 

Parcel Numbers (APNs) 019-047-013 and 019-047-012. Hickman Community Church (Project 

proponent) is proposing to expand their existing facilities on existing APNs with the addition of 

worship buildings, classrooms and outdoor facilities. The Project also includes the addition of 224 

paved parking spaces to the north of the proposed buildings. These site features are summarized 

in Table 1 and the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) output for the original plan 

is included in Attachment 1. The Project includes separated ingress and egress points on I Street 

and Lake Road. The proposed hours of operation are 8:00 AM to 4:00 PM Monday through Friday 

and Sunday from 8:00 AM to 8:00 PM.  

The Project area is residential with primarily larger size single-family homes. The nearest sensitive 

receptors are residences located near the southern and western project site fence lines. The nearest 

school is Hickman Elementary School, which is directly south of the existing parking lot, but over 

400 feet away from most of the Project construction area. The nearest off-site workers are also 

located at Hickman Elementary School. 

Figures 1 and 2 show the Project Location and Site Plan, respectively. 

ATTACHMENT III176
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Table 1: Land Use Data - Hickman Community Church Expansion 

Land Use Unit Size 
Lot 

Square Land Use Type Acreage 
Subtype Amount Mehic 

(footprint) 
Feet 

Descl'iption 

Educational Place of Worship 48.36 
1000 sq. 

l.11 48,360 Chm-ch Buildings 
ft. 

Recreational User Defined 

Parking Parking Lot 

Sources: CalEEMod version 2022.1.1.44 
Notes: 
Electric utility: Turlock Irrigation District 
Gas utility: Pacific Gas Electric 

, ...... rke Engineering, LLC 

0.04 

243 

Acre 0.04 1,742 
Outdoor 

Structures 

Space 2.19 95 ,266 Parking 

Lot Size 3.34 145,368 Total Area 
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Figure 1: Project Location Map 
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Figure 2: Project Site Plan 
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ASSUMPTIONS 

The following basic assumptions were used in developing the emission estimates for the proposed 

Project using CalEEMod: 

▪ Analysis was calculated based on information provided by the Project designer; 

▪ Construction and operations phase activities were based on the default values found within 

CalEEMod; 

▪ Three times daily water application for fugitive dust control during site preparation and 

grading (SJVAPCD Rule 8021); 

▪ Due to operational and funding constraints, construction will be phased over five years; 

▪ Operational Average Daily Trips (ADT) of 111 net new trips on weekdays and 156 net 

new trips on Sundays, as calculated in the Hickman Church TIA (Barrios Transportation 

Consulting, 2026); and 

▪ The Project provides more facilities for worship, classrooms, and outdoor recreation areas. 

LIST OF TABLES 

The project analyses and results are summarized in the following tables: 

▪ Table 1: Land Use Data – Hickman Community Church Expansion 

▪ Table 2: SJVAPCD CEQA Thresholds of Significance 

▪ Table 3: Annual Construction Emissions Summary and Significance Thresholds 

▪ Table 4: Daily Construction Emissions Summary and Significance Thresholds 

▪ Table 5: Annual Operational Emissions Summary and Significance Thresholds 

▪ Table 6: Daily Operational Emissions Summary and Significance Thresholds 

▪ Table 7: Construction DPM Emissions Summary 

▪ Table 8: Health Risk Screening Summary for Construction Emissions 

▪ Table 9: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Summary 

▪ Table 10: Rule 9510 Emissions 

LIST OF FIGURES 

▪ Figure 1: Project Location Map 

▪ Figure 2: Project Site Plan 
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AIR QUALITY IMPACTS ANALYSES 

Appendix G of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines contains an 

Environmental Checklist Form which consists of a series of questions necessary for public 

disclosure of potential environmental impacts of a land use development Project. In order to 

evaluate the questions in the Air Quality Sections of the checklist, quantitative significance criteria 

established by the local air quality agency, such as SJVAPCD, may be relied upon to make 

significance determinations based on emissions of criteria pollutants and GHGs. The Appendix G 

questions that relate to air quality and GHGs are: 

Air Quality 

Would the Project: 

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

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

the Project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air

quality standard?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

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

substantial number of people?

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Would the Project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a

significant impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of

reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Threshold: Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air 

quality plan? 

The SJVAPCD has created plans to meet both State and Federal standards for ozone and particulate 

matter. These air quality plans feature emissions inventories to track pollution sources, assess the 

effectiveness of various control methods, and Project reductions in air pollution. They also employ 

computer modeling to forecast future pollution levels and ensure the Valley achieves its air quality 

objectives. These attainment plans address ozone and airborne particulate matter.  

Land use decisions play a crucial role in enhancing air quality within the San Joaquin Valley Air 

Basin because these decisions significantly impact transportation demands, and motor vehicle 

emissions are the primary source of air pollution. Effective land use planning and Project design 

strategies—such as curbing urban sprawl, promoting mixed-use developments, and designing 

Projects to reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT)—have been shown to benefit air quality. By 

adopting policies that foster transit, bicycle, and pedestrian-friendly communities and avoiding 

land use conflicts that contribute to toxic and nuisance issues, cities and counties can reduce the 

need for mitigation measures for individual development Projects. The strategies recommended 

by the SJVAPCD’s Air Quality Guidelines for General Plans are summarized as follows: 
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▪ A commitment to determine and mitigate Project level and cumulative air quality 

impacts under the CEQA; 

▪ A commitment to integrate land use plans, transportation plans, and air quality plans; 

▪ A commitment to plan land uses in ways that support a multi-modal transportation 

system; 

▪ A commitment to take local action to support programs that reduce congestion and 

vehicle trips; 

▪ A commitment to plan land uses to minimize exposure to toxic air pollutant emissions 

from industrial and other sources; 

▪ A commitment to reduce particulate emissions from sources under local jurisdiction; 

and 

▪ A commitment of support for Air District and public utility programs to reduce 

emissions from energy consumption and area sources (water heaters, woodstoves, 

fireplaces, barbecues, etc.). 

The proposed church expansion would be consistent with these strategies because it is an ancillary 

use that would support existing transportation activities related to fellowship, childcare and 

learning and not generate additional vehicle trips and their associated emissions. The Project would 

continue to provide facilities for worship, learning and outdoor recreation.  

Lastly, church use would comply with current Title 24 energy efficiency requirements, resulting 

in lower energy consumption and air pollutant emissions associated with electric power generation. 

In addition, the Project would result in emissions that are substantially less than the emissions 

thresholds established by the SJVAPCD and consequently is not considered by the air district to 

conflict with or obstruct air quality plans. As a result, the Project would result in less than 

significant impacts related to conflicting with or obstructing the implementation of the 

SJVAPCD’s air quality plans. 

IMPACT: Less than Significant (LTS) 

Threshold: Would the Project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria 

pollutant for which the Project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state 

ambient air quality standard? 

Project Emissions Estimation 

The construction and operation analysis were performed using California Emissions Estimator 

Model (CalEEMod) version 2022.1.1.44. CalEEMod is the official statewide land use computer 

model designed to provide a uniform platform for estimating potential criteria pollutant and GHG 

emissions associated for both the construction and operations of land use development Projects. 

CalEEMod was developed by the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association 

(CAPCOA) in collaboration with the SJVAPCD, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District 

(BAAQMD), the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), and other California 

air districts. The model quantifies direct emissions from construction and operations (including 

vehicle use), as well as indirect emissions, such as GHG emissions from energy use, solid waste 

disposal, vegetation planting and/or removal, and water use. The model also identifies Project 
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design features, regulat01y measures, and control (mitigation) measures to reduce criteria pollutant 
and GHG emissions along with calculating the benefits achieved from the selected measures. 
Default land use data (e.g., emission factors, trip lengths, meteorology, source inventory, etc.) were 
provided by the various California air districts to account for local requirements and conditions. 
As the official assessment methodology for land use Projects in California, CalEEMod is relied 
upon herein for constmction and operational emissions quantification, which f01ms the basis for 
the impact analysis. 

The SN APCD quantitative significance thresholds shown in Table 2 were used to evaluate Project 
emissions impacts (SNAPCD 2O15a,b,c). 

Tahir 2: SJV APCD CEQA Thresholds of Signifiranrr 

Pollutant 

voe 
NOx 
co 
SOx 

PM10 

PM2s 

Toxic Air Contaminants (including 
carcinogens and non-carcinogens) 

Greenhouse Gases 

Source: SNAPCD 2015a,b,c; 2018; 2009 
*Construction or operation 

Annual Threshold* APR-2030 Threshold 

tons/yr lbs/day 

10 100 

10 100 

100 100 

27 100 
15 100 

15 100 

Maximally Exposed Individual 1isk equals or exceeds 20 in 
one million 

Acute: Hazard Index equals or exceeds 1 for the Maximally 
Exposed Individual 

Chronic: Hazard Index equals or exceeds 1 for the 
Maximally Exposed Individual 

Implement Best Pe1f01mance Standards (BPS) (see 
Discussion) 

Reduce Project GHG Emission by 29% over Business as 
Usual (see Discussion) 

Criteria Pollutants from Project Construction 

A Project's constmction phase produces many types of emissions, but PM10 and PM2.s in fugitive 
dust and diesel engine exhaust are the pollutants of greatest concern. Fugitive dust emissions can 
result from a variety of construction activities, including excavation grading, demolition, vehicle 
travel on paved and unpaved surfaces, and vehicle exhaust. Construction-related emissions can 
cause substantial increases in localized concentrations of PM10, as well as affecting PM10 
compliance with ambient air quality standards on a regional basis. Paiiiculate emissions from 
constrnction activities can lead to adverse health effects as well as nuisance concerns such as 
reduced visibility and soiling of exposed surfaces. The use of diesel-powered construction 
equipment emits ozone precursors oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and Jeactive organic gases (ROG), 
and diesel paiiiculate matter (DPM). Use of aJchitectural coatings and other materials associated 
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with finishing buildings may also emit ROG. As discussed previously, the SJV APCD has 
developed annual and daily significance thresholds for use in CEQA disclosure documents. Annual 
Prnject emissions are evaluated against these thresholds in Table 3 while daily Project emissions 
compared against the daily emission thresholds in Table 4. As shown in these Tables, Project 
related constrnction emissions are below both the annual and daily emission thresholds and would 
result in less than significant impacts to air quality from contributions to emissions in the air basin. 

IlvlPACT: Less Than Significant (LTS) 

Table 3: Annual Construction Emissions Summary and Significance Thresholds 

C1·iteria Pollutants 
Pl'Oject Construction 

(tons/y1·) 

ROG(VOC) 0.1 

Ox 0.3 

co 0.7 

SOx 0.0 

Total PM10 0.1 

Total PM2_5 0.0 

Sources: SNAPCD 2015a,b,c; CalEEMod version 2022.1.1.44 
Notes: 
Total PM10 / PM25 comprises fugitive dust plus engine exhaust 

Threshold Exceeds 
(tons/yr) Th1·eshold? 

10 No 

10 No 

100 No 

27 No 

15 No 

15 No 

Table 4: Daily Construction Emissions Summary and Significance Thresholds 

Pro_ject Construction 
Criteria Pollutants 

(lbs/day) 

ROG(VOC) 13.8 

NOx 10.3 

co 12.5 

SOx 0.0 

Total PM10 7.6 

Total PM2_5 3.9 

Sources: SNAPCD 2015a,b,c; 2018; CalEEMod version 2022.1.1.44 
Notes: 
Lbs/day includes winter 01 swnmer maxima fot planned land use 
Total PM10 / PM25 comprises fugitive dust plus engine exhaust 

Criteria Pollutants from Project Operation 

Threshold Exceeds 
(lbs/day) Threshold? 

100 No 
100 No 
100 No 
100 No 
100 No 
100 No 

The term "Project operations" refers to the full range of activities that can or may generate criteria 
pollutant when the Project is operating in its intended use. For Projects, such as office parks, 
shopping centers, apartment buildings, residential subdivisions, and other indirect sources, motor 
vehicles traveling to and from the Prnject represent the primru.y source of air pollutant emissions. 
For industTial Projects and some commercial Projects, equipment operation and manufacturing 
processes, i.e., pennirted stationruy sources, can be of greatest concern from an emissions 
standpoint. The Project would result in emissions from onsite activities, vehicle trips travelling to 
the site, landscaping, and other sources. Emissions from the Project are evaluated against the 
CEQA significance thresholds address potential impacts of operational emission sources on 
regional air quality. 
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Results of Criteria Emissions Analyses 

The results of the criteria emissions analyses provides an estimate of Project related operations 
phase emissions. Table 5 shows criteria operational emissions and evaluates these emissions 
against the annual SN APCD significance thresholds while Table 6 provides an evaluation against 
the daily SN APCD significance thresholds for development Projects. As shown in Tables 5 and 
6, mass emissions of criteria pollutants from constrnction and operation are below applicable 
SN APCD significance thresholds and consequently would result in less than significant Project 
related regional air quality impacts during the operations phase. 

In addition, the SN APCD's Guidance for Assessing and Mitigation Air Quality Impacts states 
that "Thus, Projects with emissions below the tluesholds of significance for criteria pollutants 
would be detennined to 'Not conflict or obstruct implementation of the District' s air quality plan ' ." 
As such, the Project would be consistent with the SN APCD's air quality plans that are designed 
to bring the air basin into attainment with State and federal ambient air quality standards. 

IMPACT: Less Than Significant (LTS) 

Table 5: Annual Operational Emissions Summary and Signifiranre Thresholds 

Criteria Pollutants 
Project Operations 

(tons/y1·) 

ROG(VOC) 0.3 

NOx 0.2 

co 0.7 

SOx 0.0 

Tota.I PM10 0.1 

Total PM2.5 0.0 

Sources: SNAPCD 2015a,b,c; CalEEMod version 2022. LL44 
Total PM10 I PM25 comprises fugitive dust plus engine exhaust 

Threshold Exceeds 
(tons/yr) Threshold? 

10 No 

10 No 

100 No 
27 No 

15 No 
15 No 

Table 6: Daily Operational Emissions Summary and Signifiranre Thresholds 

Pmject Operations 
Criter·ia Pollutants 

(lbs/day) 

ROG(VOC) 2.1 

NOx 1.1 

co 7.1 

SOx 0.0 

Total PM10 0.8 

Total PM25 0.3 

Sources: SNAPCD 2015a,b,c; 2018; CalEEMod version 2022.LL44 
Notes: 
Lbs/day includes winter or summer maxima for planned land use 
Total PM10 I PM25 comprises fugitive dust plus engine exhaust 
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Threshold: Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

As determined in the Health Risk Screening section below, because of short exposure duration 

during construction and no significant operational emissions, the Project would not result in 

substantial air pollutant concentrations at local receptors during Project construction and 

operations phases. Construction activities would generate emissions from vehicle exhaust related 

to offroad construction equipment, worker trips, and truck trips, as well as fugitive dust emissions 

from soil disturbance activities. Construction emissions would not be substantial due to the 

relatively small numbers of equipment and vehicles needed for the construction of the Project 

structures. In addition, fugitive dust is regulated and minimized by dust suppression measures 

detailed under SJVAPCD Rule 8021. Consequently, the construction of the Project would result 

in less than significant impacts related to the exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 

concentrations. For the operations phase of the Project, air pollutants would be emitted from 

customer visits and employee commute trips, and also deliveries. As determined in the Health Risk 

Screening section below, emissions impacts attributable to vehicle trips related to residents and 

offsite workers would not be substantial due to long separation distances between the Project and 

receptors.  

As such, the Project would result in less than significant impacts related to the exposure of sensitive 

receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. 

IMPACT: Less Than Significant (LTS) 

Threshold: Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a 

substantial number of people? 

Potential sources that may emit odors during construction activities include equipment exhaust 

and architectural coatings. Odors from these sources would be localized and generally confined to 

the immediate area surrounding the Project site. The proposed Project would utilize typical 

construction techniques, and the odors would be typical of most construction sites, temporary in 

nature, and would permanently cease upon completion of work. Construction of the proposed 

Project would not cause an odor nuisance, as defined in SJVAPCD Rule 4102. Land uses and 

industrial operations that are associated with odor complaints include agricultural uses, wastewater 

treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants, composting, refineries, landfills, dairies, 

and fiberglass molding. The proposed development is a church expansion which does not generate 

substantial or unpleasant odors. The proposed use will have a trash bin which would be emptied 

on a weekly basis so there would not be an accumulation of organic material that would produce 

odors to that would constitute a public nuisance. In addition, the Project would need to comply 

with SJVAPCD Rule 4102 which prohibits the generation of odors which would cause a public 

nuisance. Therefore, the proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact related to 

objectionable odors and other emissions. 

IMPACT: Less Than Significant (LTS) 
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HEALTH RISK SCREENING 

Health Risk Screening Methodology 

The main toxic air contaminant (TAC) from off-road constrnction equipment and on-road heavy­
duty tmcks is diesel particulate matter (DPM, as diesel exhaust PM10). DPM has a high toxicity 
factor and thus dominates predicted health risks. Therefore, it was the only TAC that was assessed 
for this Project. CalEEMod was used to generate the exhaust PM10 emissions from both Project 
constrnction. The nearest residential receptors are single-family homes directly to the north and 
south of the Project site. The nearest worker receptors are located at a school to the south of the 
project site roughly 400 feet from construction. 

For construction, the bulk of DPM emissions occur onsite from the use of offroad constrnction 
equipment diesel engines, thus, exhaust PM10 was assumed to be DPM. Table 7 shows Project 
DPM emission rates during constrnction. 

To continue operations during the expansion constrnction has been phased evenly over five years . 
Further inf01mation on construction phasing is included in the Project Site Plan included with the 
ISR Submittal (Attachment 3 of this document). CalEEMod was used to make preliminaiy 
estimates on total constrnction equipment usage. Those estimates were refined using builder fleet 
and rental equipment data along with activity duration adjustments for demolition and paving. 
Then the total PM10 construction exhaust emissions were divided over five yeai·s to estimate 
project DPM emissions during constrnction. Operational DPM emissions were considered 
negligible as there are no quantifiable sources of DPM or other TACs associated with this land 
use. 

Table 7: Construction DPM Emissions Summary 
Project Phase Year DPM (tons/yr) 

Phase 1 2026 

Phase 2 2027 

Phase 3 2028 

Phase 4 2029 

Phase 5 2030 

Operations 2031+ 
Notes: 
Construction assumes all DPM om~te from offrnad equipment. 
Operation DPM emissions considered negligible. 

0.0014 

0.0014 

0.0014 

0.0014 

0.0014 

--

DPMQbs/yr) 

2.75 

2.75 

2.75 

2.75 

2.75 

--

Health risk for constrnction activities and operational mobile sources were calculated using the 
SN APCD 's December 2022 Prioriti::.afion Calculator, which follows CAPCOA's August 2016 
Air Toxic "Hot Spots " Program Facility Prioritization Guidelines. The calculator provides 
proximity factors to account for the distance between the modeled source and closest receptor(s) . 
There aTe residential receptors next to the project fence line (single family homes).Thus, no 
proximity factor was used. The Prioritization Calculator (Attachment 3) does not differentiate 
between residential and worker receptors. Construction health risk screening results ai·e shown in 
Table 8 (SNAPCD 2022). 
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Table 8: Health Risk Screening Summary for Construction Emissions 

Risk Type 
SJVAPCD 

Threshold Significant? 
Prioritization Score 

Cancer Score 6.4 10 No 

Chronic Score 4.0E-02 1 No 

Acute Score Not Applicable (NA) 1 No 
Notes: 
No proximity factor used. 

As shown in in Table 8, constmction related health risk is below the health risk threshold for 
cancer, chronic, and acute exposures from Project construction. 

For the operations phase of the proposed church expansion, no quantifiable sources of TACs are 
expected. The California Air Resources Board (CARB) has published the Air Quality and Land 
Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective (CARB 2005). This document provides land 
uses which may result in health impacts such as freeways, distribution centers, rail yards, poits, 
refineries, chrome plating facilities , chy cleaners, and gasoline dispensing facilities. The project is 
not listed as one of these land uses, therefor no operational health risks were assessed and 
operational health risk was considered to be negligible. 

The combined consh1.1ction and operations health risks associated with the Project are below the 
thresholds. Receptors located further than the analyzed receptors would experience less health risk 
and likewise result in less than significant adverse health risks. No mitigation measures are 
necessaiy nor recoIIllilended. 

IJ\IIPACT: Less Than Significant (LTS) 

GREENHOUSE GAS IMPACTS ANALYSES 

Threshold: Would the Project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, 
that may have a significant impact on the environment? 

The consh1.1ction and operational related GHG emissions were calculated by CalEEMod using the 
methodology detailed above in the Air Quality Section. Greenhouse gases - primarily carbon 
dioxide (CO2) methane (CH4) and nihous (N2O) oxide, collectively repolied as cai·bon dioxide 
equivalents (CO2e) - are directly emitted from stationa1y source combustion of natural gas in 
equipment such as water heaters, boilers, process heaters, and furnaces. GHGs ai·e also emitted 
from mobile sources such as on-road vehicles and off-road constrnction equipment bmning fuels 
such as gasoline, diesel, biodiesel, propane, or natural gas ( compressed or liquefied). Indi1ect GHG 
emissions result from electric power generated elsewhere (i.e., power plants) used to operate 
process equipment, lighting, and utilities at a facility. Also, included in GHG quantification is 
electric power used to pump the water supply (e.g., aqueducts, wells, pipelines) and disposal and 
decomposition of municipal waste in landfills. (CARB 2022a). 

California's Building Energy Efficiency Standai·ds are updated on an approximately three-yeai· 
cycle. The 2022 standards improved upon the 2019 standards for new conshuction of, and 
additions and alterations to, 1esidential, commercial, and indushial buildings. The 2022 standards 
went into effect on Janua1y 1, 2023 (CEC 2022). 
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Since the Title 24 standanis require energy conservation features in new constmction (e.g., high­
efficiency lighting, high-efficiency heating, ventilating, and air-conditioning (HV AC) systems, 
thermal insulation, double-glazed windows, water conserving plumbing fixtures , etc.), they 
indirectly regulate and reduce GHG emissions. 

Using CalEEMod, direct on-site and off-site GHG emissions were estimated for constmction and 
operation phase activities. 

Results of Greenhouse Gas Emissions Analysis 

Table 9 shows GHG emissions associated with the Project. For context, these estimated emissions 
are relatively small, approximately 471 MT COie per yeai·, which is about 0.004% of the statewide 
coIIllilercial sector GHG inventory of approximately 22 million MT CO2e per yeai· (CARB 2022b ). 

Table 9: Greenhouse Gas Emissions Summary 

Greenhouse Gases 
Construc.tion 

Emissions (MT/yr) 

Carbon dioxide (CO2) 131 

Methane (CH4) <1 

Nitrous Oxide (N2O) <1 

Refrigerants (R) <1 

Carbon Dioxide Equivalents (CO2e) 132 
Sources: SN APCD 2009. CalEEMod version 2022.1.1. 44 
Notes: 

Operational 
Emissions (MT /yr) 

374 

3 

<1 

<1 

467 

1. Comprises annual operational emissions plus construction emissions amortized over 30 years 

District Guidance 

Total GHG 
Emissions1 (MT/yr) 

378 

3 

<1 

<1 

471 

The SNAPCD adopted guidance in its December 17, 2009, Guidance for Valley Land-use 
Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for new Projects under CEQA for determining 
GHG emission significance. The guidance provides that a land use Project can implement Best 
Perf01mance Standai·ds (BPS) for the type of land use or reduce Project-related GHG emissions 
by 29% compared to Business-as-Usual (BAU) to show that a Project's GHG impacts would be 
less than significant (SN APCD 2009). However, as discussed below, the BAU approach for 
dete1mining significance is not applicable to the Project. 

Newhall Ranch Case 

The Newhall Ranch case shows how a BAU compai·ison is not a sufficient means of dete1mining 
GHG significance in the absence of specific numerical thresholds set by a local agency. 

The California Supreme Cami 's CEQA decision on the Newhall Ranch development case, Center 
for Biological Diversity v. California Department of Fish and Wildlife (November 30, 2015, Case 
No. 217763), detemlined that the Project's Environmental Impact Rep01t (EIR) did not 
substantiate the conclusion that the GHG cumulative impacts would be less than significant. The 
EIR detemlined that the Newhall Ranch development Project would reduce GHG emissions by 
31 % from BAU. This reduction was compai·ed to California's tai·get of reducing GHG emissions 
statewide by 29% from BAU. The Cami dete1mined that "the EIR's deficiency stems from taking 
a quantitative compai·ison method developed by the Scoping Plan as a measure of the greenhouse 
gas reduction eff01i required by the state as a whole, and attempting to use that method, without 
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adjustments, for a purpose very different from its original design.” In the Court’s final ruling it 

offered suggestions that were deemed appropriate use of the BAU methodology: 

1) Lead agencies can use the comparison to BAU methodology if they determine what 

reduction a particular Project must achieve to comply with statewide goals; 

2) Project design features that comply with regulations to reduce emissions may demonstrate 

that those components of emissions are less that significant; and 

3) Lead agencies could also demonstrate compliance with locally adopted climate plans or 

could apply specific numerical thresholds developed by some local agencies. 

The County of Stanislaus County, the Lead CEQA agency for this Project, has not developed 

specific thresholds for GHGs. The SJVAPCD, a CEQA Trustee [Responsible] Agency for this 

Project, has developed thresholds to determine significance of a proposed Project – either 

implement BPS or achieve a 29% reduction from BAU (a specific numerical threshold). However, 

the SJVAPCD (2009) has established their BAU and baseline emissions based on the years 2002-

2004 and 2020, respectively. The 2020 Projected baseline has passed, and at this time, no new 

guidance has been approved for determining BAU and Projected baseline for the next target year. 

Therefore, the 29% reduction from BAU cannot be applied to the proposed Project to determine 

significance. Additionally, a BPS threshold has not been established. 

Therefore, the GHG analysis for the Project follows the suggestions from the Court’s ruling on the 

Newhall Ranch development Project to determine significance using the Project design features. 

There is no practicable method for determining whether a BAU emissions baseline can be defined 

for this type of facility. In context, the proposed Project is not a planned residential community, 

commercial retail center or office building, or a permitted stationary source, where applicable BPS 

can be designed-into a Project and maintained under ownership control. A Project versus baseline 

assessment is not practicable for this type of facility. This situation is consistent with Newhall 

Ranch. 

Although the SJVAPCD’s approach to BAU is no longer applicable, the magnitude of Project 

GHG emissions is not large. To provide reference, the South Coast Air Quality Management 

District has adopted a GHG threshold of 10,000 MTCO2e for industrial Projects. The Placer 

County Air Pollution Control District has adopted a bright-line threshold of also 10,000 MTCO2e. 

This same GHG threshold has also been adopted by the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution 

Control District. In addition, the GHG emissions associated with the Project are currently 

occurring since the Project would be developed to serve the future needs of the church. As such, 

the Project would not result in a substantial increase in GHG emissions and would result in a less 

than significant impact to emissions of GHGs.  

Conclusions 

The analysis of air quality and GHG impacts found that Project related emissions are under the 

SJVAPCD CEQA thresholds. As such, air pollutant emissions attributable to the Project would 

result in less than significant impacts. Due to the small magnitude of GHG emissions, the Project 

individually would not have a significant impact on global warming or climate change. As such, 

the Project would result in less than significant air quality and GHG impacts and no mitigation 

measures are necessary.  

IMPACT: Less Than Significant 
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Threshold: Would the Project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for 

the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

With the passage of Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, 

jurisdictions are required to reduce their GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, as well as comply 

with other post-2020 reduction targets. The County’s Sustainability website lists their 

sustainability efforts which include energy efficiency, renewable solar energy and battery storage, 

installation of Electric Vehicle (EV) chargers, compliance reporting and legislation support. The 

Project would be designed and operated in accordance with the applicable Title 24 regulations and 

the latest energy code standards, which impose energy and water conservation measures. The 

majority of the energy usage in the Project would consist of lighting and climate control. 

Adherence to the aforementioned energy requirements will ensure conformance with the State’s 

and County of Fresno’s goal of promoting energy and lighting efficiency. As such, the Project 

would be consistent with the County’s sustainability policies and regulations adopted for the 

purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs. Therefore, the Project would be considered consistent 

with the County's plans, policies, and regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions 

of greenhouse gases and therefore, the Project would result in a less than significant impact from 

GHG emissions. 

IMPACT: Less Than Significant 

INDIRECT SOURCE REVIEW 

The SJVAPCD Rule 9510 Indirect Source Review (ISR) encourages developers to incorporate 

clean air measures and reduce emissions of NOX and PM10 from new development Projects. Large 

development Projects, including educational space greater than 9,000 square feet, are subject to 

the ISR requirements including the submittal of an Air Impact Assessment (AIA) and the 

implementation of on-site and/or off-site emissions reduction mitigation measures. For 

construction emissions, Rule 9510 requires a 20% reduction of the total NOX emissions and a 45% 

reduction of the total PM10 exhaust emissions compared to the statewide average emissions. 

Additionally, a 33.3% reduction of the Project’s operational baseline NOx emissions and a 50% 

reduction of the Project’s operational baseline PM10 emissions over a period of ten years. These 

reductions can be achieved through on-site mitigation measures or off-site emission reduction fees. 

Rule 9510 Project Emissions 

As part of the AIA, the construction and operation NOX and PM10 emissions were quantified using 

CalEEMod and the assumptions listed above. The operation emissions were determined for the 

first ten years for the Project operation. Per Rule 9510 §3.11, construction emissions consist of 

NOX and exhaust PM10 emissions resulting from the use of internal combustion engines related to 

construction activity. Per Rule 9510 §3.29, operational emissions are the combination of area and 

mobile emissions associated with a facility. The annual construction phasing was not taken into 

account to determine the maximum annual emissions and only two years were considered. Table 

10 summarizes the NOX and PM10 emissions used to determine the required Rule 9510 emission 
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reductions. Constmction and operations of the Project will not occur simultaneously, i.e. , ISR 
Phases 1, 2, and 3, respectively. 1 

Table 10: Rule 9510 Emissions 

Pl'oject Phase Year ISR Phase 
NOx PM10 Exhaust 

(tons/year) (tons/year·) 

Construction 2026 1 0.3 0.006 

Construction 2027 2 0.4 0.001 

Operations 10-yr Average 3 0.2 0.008 

Annual Maximum 0.3 0.008 

Rule 9510 Fee Estimates 

An off-site emission reduction fee is required for the pmtion of required emission reductions that 
are not reduced on-site. Rule 9510 Section 4.0 Exemptions Rule 4.3 states that "Development 
Projects that have a mitigated baseline below two (2.0) tons per year of NOx and two (2.0) tons 
per year of PM10 shall be exempt from the requiJ.-ements in sections 6.0 and 7.0." Based on the 
constmction and operational emission estimates in Table 12, the Project is exempt from Sections 
6 and 7 of Rule 9510 and would not result in the need for mitigation and off-site emission reduction 
fees. 

A separate ISR AIA Application Filing Fee of $909 for non-residential or mixed use Projects is 
due upon filing (Rule 3180, Section 3 .0). The ISR AIA Application is included as Attachment 2. 

CONCLUSION 

The air quality and GHG impacts of the proposed Project were evaluated and shown to have a less 
than significant impact. The Rule 9510 evaluation detennined that there will be an $909 
administrative fee and the Project is exempt from the NOx and PM10 emission fees per the Rule 
9510 Section 4.3 exemption. 

1 The emissions shown in Table 10 have been updated since the 2025 submittal to be consistent with the updated 
emissions in the other sections of this report, which reflect project-specific trip rates. The ISR AIA included in 
Attachment 2 of the 2025 rep01t was submitted to the SJV APCD prior to the completion of the TIA, therefore the 
emissions included in Attachment 2 differ slightly from those in this repott. However, because the emissions 
submitted to SJV APCD are higher than the revised emissions, the previous exemption determination remains valid. 
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CLOSING 

Thank you very much for the opportunity to be of assistance to the Project. Should you have any 

questions, please contact me or Brad Boyes at (949) 248-8490. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Will Duvall, BSEnvE, CPP | San Diego Office 

Senior Engineer 

Yorke Engineering, LLC 

WDuvall@YorkeEngr.com  

 

cc: Bradford Boyes, Yorke Engineering, LLC 

 Jessica Mohatt, Yorke Engineering, LLC 

 Tina Darjazanie, Yorke Engineering, LLC 

 

  

Enclosures/Attachments: 

1. CalEEMod Outputs 

2. Rule 9510 Forms 

3. Prioritization Calculator  
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name Hickman Church

Construction Start Date 1/1/2026

Operational Year 2026

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 3.10000

Precipitation (days) 29.0000

Location 854 I St, Hickman, CA 95323, USA

County Stanislaus

City Unincorporated

Air District San Joaquin Valley APCD

Air Basin San Joaquin Valley

TAZ 2224

EDFZ 14

Electric Utility Turlock Irrigation District

Gas Utility Pacific Gas & Electric

App Version 2022.1.1.44

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq
ft)

Special Landscape
Area (sq ft)

Population Description

Place of Worship 48.3600 1000sqft 1.11019 48,360.0 0.00000 — — —
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User Defined
Recreational

0.04000 User Defined Unit 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — — Outdoor structures

Parking Lot 224.000 Space 2.01600 0.00000 0.00000 — — —

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 (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.16219 1.47375 5.08780 0.00797 0.01330 0.20251 0.21581 0.01330 0.04947 0.06276 — 1,013.30 1,013.30 0.03467 0.03855 1.04379 1,026.70

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 13.8284 10.3057 12.5460 0.02121 0.46838 7.15882 7.62720 0.42408 3.44261 3.86668 — 2,415.28 2,415.28 0.08870 0.11132 0.04213 2,450.67

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.70696 1.41712 3.56477 0.00594 0.03030 0.30654 0.33684 0.02825 0.11018 0.13843 — 733.041 733.041 0.02602 0.02734 0.30027 742.138

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.12902 0.25862 0.65057 0.00108 0.00553 0.05594 0.06147 0.00516 0.02011 0.02526 — 121.363 121.363 0.00431 0.00453 0.04971 122.869

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year

2.2.1. Total Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Includes both onsite and offsite emissions.
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Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.16219 1.47375 5.08780 0.00797 0.01330 0.20251 0.21581 0.01330 0.04947 0.06276 — 1,013.30 1,013.30 0.03467 0.03855 1.04379 1,026.70

Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.45673 10.3057 12.5460 0.02121 0.46838 7.15882 7.62720 0.42408 3.44261 3.86668 — 2,415.28 2,415.28 0.08870 0.11132 0.04213 2,450.67

2027 13.8284 6.86508 9.38829 0.01169 0.26606 0.20251 0.38041 0.24434 0.04947 0.27115 — 1,370.98 1,370.98 0.05466 0.03730 0.02435 1,376.88

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.11669 1.41712 3.56477 0.00594 0.03030 0.30654 0.33684 0.02825 0.11018 0.13843 — 733.041 733.041 0.02602 0.02734 0.30027 742.138

2027 0.70696 0.20868 0.33077 0.00046 0.00747 0.00730 0.01477 0.00688 0.00174 0.00861 — 55.2019 55.2019 0.00211 0.00101 0.01270 55.5689

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.02130 0.25862 0.65057 0.00108 0.00553 0.05594 0.06147 0.00516 0.02011 0.02526 — 121.363 121.363 0.00431 0.00453 0.04971 122.869

2027 0.12902 0.03808 0.06037 0.00008 0.00136 0.00133 0.00270 0.00125 0.00032 0.00157 — 9.13931 9.13931 0.00035 0.00017 0.00210 9.20007

2.2.2. Onsite Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.06836 1.18714 3.99355 0.00672 0.01079 0.00000 0.01079 0.01079 0.00000 0.01079 — 674.380 674.380 0.02736 0.00547 0.00000 676.694

Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.41802 10.2733 12.1650 0.01963 0.46838 7.08259 7.55097 0.42408 3.42474 3.84881 — 2,126.77 2,126.77 0.08627 0.01725 0.00000 2,134.07

2027 13.8134 6.82073 8.86830 0.01169 0.26606 0.00000 0.26606 0.24434 0.00000 0.24434 — 1,265.90 1,265.90 0.05135 0.01027 0.00000 1,270.24
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—————————————————Average
Daily

2026 0.06183 1.20836 2.99548 0.00506 0.02843 0.17602 0.20445 0.02639 0.07821 0.10460 — 511.990 511.990 0.02077 0.00415 0.00000 513.747

2027 0.70357 0.20313 0.29767 0.00045 0.00744 0.00000 0.00744 0.00684 0.00000 0.00684 — 46.4182 46.4182 0.00188 0.00038 0.00000 46.5775

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.01128 0.22053 0.54668 0.00092 0.00519 0.03212 0.03731 0.00482 0.01427 0.01909 — 84.7658 84.7658 0.00344 0.00069 0.00000 85.0566

2027 0.12840 0.03707 0.05433 0.00008 0.00136 0.00000 0.00136 0.00125 0.00000 0.00125 — 7.68506 7.68506 0.00031 0.00006 0.00000 7.71143

2.2.3. Offsite Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.09383 0.28661 1.09425 0.00125 0.00251 0.20251 0.20502 0.00251 0.04947 0.05197 — 338.919 338.919 0.00731 0.03308 1.04379 350.003

Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.08480 0.79322 0.85937 0.00403 0.01151 0.21847 0.22998 0.01151 0.05756 0.06907 — 650.787 650.787 0.01524 0.09700 0.04213 680.117

2027 0.08077 0.29888 0.78770 0.00125 0.00251 0.20251 0.20502 0.00251 0.04947 0.05197 — 314.853 314.853 0.00821 0.03183 0.02435 324.566

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.05486 0.20876 0.56928 0.00089 0.00186 0.13052 0.13239 0.00186 0.03197 0.03383 — 221.051 221.051 0.00525 0.02318 0.30027 228.392

2027 0.00339 0.00555 0.03310 0.00002 0.00003 0.00730 0.00733 0.00003 0.00174 0.00177 — 8.78376 8.78376 0.00023 0.00064 0.01270 8.99146

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.01001 0.03810 0.10389 0.00016 0.00034 0.02382 0.02416 0.00034 0.00583 0.00617 — 36.5975 36.5975 0.00087 0.00384 0.04971 37.8128

2027 0.00062 0.00101 0.00604 <
0.000005

0.00001 0.00133 0.00134 0.00001 0.00032 0.00032 — 1.45425 1.45425 0.00004 0.00011 0.00210 1.48864

2.3. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds
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Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 2.14259 1.01712 7.05204 0.01233 0.04849 0.78743 0.83592 0.04709 0.20054 0.24763 151.459 2,478.95 2,630.41 15.6081 0.58214 3.70102 3,197.79

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 1.72502 1.07595 4.39425 0.01148 0.04476 0.78743 0.83219 0.04427 0.20054 0.24481 151.459 2,396.63 2,548.09 15.6149 0.58589 0.27793 3,113.33

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 1.69478 0.85401 4.01870 0.00866 0.04367 0.50318 0.54685 0.04290 0.12819 0.17109 151.459 2,106.17 2,257.63 15.5952 0.56692 1.17465 2,817.63

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.30930 0.15586 0.73341 0.00158 0.00797 0.09183 0.09980 0.00783 0.02340 0.03122 25.0758 348.701 373.777 2.58196 0.09386 0.19448 466.490

2.4. Operations Emissions by Sector, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Sector ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.66109 0.52100 4.54702 0.00934 0.00839 0.78743 0.79582 0.00791 0.20054 0.20845 — 952.794 952.794 0.04319 0.04713 3.51422 971.433

Area 1.45518 0.01770 2.10315 0.00013 0.00374 — 0.00374 0.00282 — 0.00282 — 8.64902 8.64902 0.00036 0.00007 — 8.68021

Energy 0.02631 0.47842 0.40187 0.00287 0.03636 — 0.03636 0.03636 — 0.03636 — 1,509.27 1,509.27 0.41607 0.52329 — 1,675.61

Water — — — — — — — — — — 2.89952 8.23430 11.1338 0.30052 0.01165 — 22.1174

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 148.560 0.00000 148.560 14.8480 0.00000 — 519.759

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.18681 0.18681

Total 2.14259 1.01712 7.05204 0.01233 0.04849 0.78743 0.83592 0.04709 0.20054 0.24763 151.459 2,478.95 2,630.41 15.6081 0.58214 3.70102 3,197.79

207
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.58878 0.59753 3.99238 0.00861 0.00840 0.78743 0.79583 0.00791 0.20054 0.20845 — 879.122 879.122 0.05035 0.05096 0.09112 895.658

Area 1.10993 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Energy 0.02631 0.47842 0.40187 0.00287 0.03636 — 0.03636 0.03636 — 0.03636 — 1,509.27 1,509.27 0.41607 0.52329 — 1,675.61

Water — — — — — — — — — — 2.89952 8.23430 11.1338 0.30052 0.01165 — 22.1174

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 148.560 0.00000 148.560 14.8480 0.00000 — 519.759

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.18681 0.18681

Total 1.72502 1.07595 4.39425 0.01148 0.04476 0.78743 0.83219 0.04427 0.20054 0.24481 151.459 2,396.63 2,548.09 15.6149 0.58589 0.27793 3,113.33

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.38828 0.36687 2.57966 0.00572 0.00547 0.50318 0.50865 0.00515 0.12819 0.13334 — 584.403 584.403 0.03040 0.03195 0.98784 595.671

Area 1.28019 0.00873 1.03717 0.00006 0.00184 — 0.00184 0.00139 — 0.00139 — 4.26527 4.26527 0.00018 0.00004 — 4.28065

Energy 0.02631 0.47842 0.40187 0.00287 0.03636 — 0.03636 0.03636 — 0.03636 — 1,509.27 1,509.27 0.41607 0.52329 — 1,675.61

Water — — — — — — — — — — 2.89952 8.23430 11.1338 0.30052 0.01165 — 22.1174

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 148.560 0.00000 148.560 14.8480 0.00000 — 519.759

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.18681 0.18681

Total 1.69478 0.85401 4.01870 0.00866 0.04367 0.50318 0.54685 0.04290 0.12819 0.17109 151.459 2,106.17 2,257.63 15.5952 0.56692 1.17465 2,817.63

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Mobile 0.07086 0.06695 0.47079 0.00104 0.00100 0.09183 0.09283 0.00094 0.02340 0.02433 — 96.7545 96.7545 0.00503 0.00529 0.16355 98.6202

Area 0.23364 0.00159 0.18928 0.00001 0.00034 — 0.00034 0.00025 — 0.00025 — 0.70616 0.70616 0.00003 0.00001 — 0.70871

Energy 0.00480 0.08731 0.07334 0.00052 0.00664 — 0.00664 0.00664 — 0.00664 — 249.877 249.877 0.06888 0.08664 — 277.417

Water — — — — — — — — — — 0.48005 1.36328 1.84333 0.04975 0.00193 — 3.66178

Waste — — — — — — — — — — 24.5957 0.00000 24.5957 2.45825 0.00000 — 86.0521

Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.03093 0.03093

Total 0.30930 0.15586 0.73341 0.00158 0.00797 0.09183 0.09980 0.00783 0.02340 0.03122 25.0758 348.701 373.777 2.58196 0.09386 0.19448 466.490

3. Construction Emissions Details

208
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3.1. Demolition (2026)

3.1.1. Onsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.37957 9.09100 9.46289 0.01719 0.41954 — 0.41954 0.38033 — 0.38033 — 1,764.49 1,764.49 0.07158 0.01432 — 1,770.55

Demoliti
on

— — — — — 0.75855 0.75855 — 0.11487 0.11487 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.01040 0.24907 0.25926 0.00047 0.01149 — 0.01149 0.01042 — 0.01042 — 48.3423 48.3423 0.00196 0.00039 — 48.5082

Demoliti
on

— — — — — 0.02078 0.02078 — 0.00315 0.00315 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.00190 0.04546 0.04731 0.00009 0.00210 — 0.00210 0.00190 — 0.00190 — 8.00362 8.00362 0.00032 0.00006 — 8.03109

Demoliti
on

— — — — — 0.00379 0.00379 — 0.00057 0.00057 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

209
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3.1.2. Offsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.02903 0.02429 0.28574 0.00000 0.00000 0.05718 0.05718 0.00000 0.01340 0.01340 — 53.6702 53.6702 0.00182 0.00245 0.00582 54.4502

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.01362 0.76893 0.17972 0.00403 0.01151 0.16130 0.17281 0.01151 0.04416 0.05567 — 597.117 597.117 0.01343 0.09456 0.03631 625.667

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00080 0.00060 0.00811 0.00000 0.00000 0.00154 0.00154 0.00000 0.00036 0.00036 — 1.51523 1.51523 0.00004 0.00007 0.00265 1.53887

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00038 0.02073 0.00487 0.00011 0.00032 0.00436 0.00467 0.00032 0.00119 0.00151 — 16.3535 16.3535 0.00037 0.00259 0.01653 17.1513

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00015 0.00011 0.00148 0.00000 0.00000 0.00028 0.00028 0.00000 0.00007 0.00007 — 0.25086 0.25086 0.00001 0.00001 0.00044 0.25478

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00007 0.00378 0.00089 0.00002 0.00006 0.00080 0.00085 0.00006 0.00022 0.00028 — 2.70751 2.70751 0.00006 0.00043 0.00274 2.83959

3.2. Site Preparation (2026)

3.2.1. Onsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

210
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.2.2. Offsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

211
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Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.3. Grading (2026)

3.3.1. Onsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.41802 10.2733 12.1650 0.01963 0.46838 — 0.46838 0.42408 — 0.42408 — 2,126.77 2,126.77 0.08627 0.01725 — 2,134.07

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 7.08259 7.08259 — 3.42474 3.42474 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

212
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—————————————————Average
Daily

Off-Road
Equipment

0.00916 0.22517 0.26663 0.00043 0.01027 — 0.01027 0.00929 — 0.00929 — 46.6142 46.6142 0.00189 0.00038 — 46.7741

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.15523 0.15523 — 0.07506 0.07506 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.00167 0.04109 0.04866 0.00008 0.00187 — 0.00187 0.00170 — 0.00170 — 7.71751 7.71751 0.00031 0.00006 — 7.74399

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.02833 0.02833 — 0.01370 0.01370 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.3.2. Offsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.03871 0.03239 0.38098 0.00000 0.00000 0.07624 0.07624 0.00000 0.01787 0.01787 — 71.5603 71.5603 0.00243 0.00326 0.00776 72.6003

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

213
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Worker 0.00085 0.00064 0.00865 0.00000 0.00000 0.00164 0.00164 0.00000 0.00038 0.00038 — 1.61625 1.61625 0.00004 0.00007 0.00283 1.64146

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00016 0.00012 0.00158 0.00000 0.00000 0.00030 0.00030 0.00000 0.00007 0.00007 — 0.26759 0.26759 0.00001 0.00001 0.00047 0.27176

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.4. Building Construction (2026)

3.4.1. Onsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.06836 1.18714 3.99355 0.00672 0.01079 — 0.01079 0.01079 — 0.01079 — 674.380 674.380 0.02736 0.00547 — 676.694

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.06836 1.18714 3.99355 0.00672 0.01079 — 0.01079 0.01079 — 0.01079 — 674.380 674.380 0.02736 0.00547 — 676.694

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.04227 0.73412 2.46960 0.00416 0.00667 — 0.00667 0.00667 — 0.00667 — 417.033 417.033 0.01692 0.00338 — 418.464

214 ------------------
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0.000000.000000.000000.000000.000000.00000—0.000000.000000.000000.000000.000000.000000.000000.000000.000000.00000Onsite
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.00771 0.13398 0.45070 0.00076 0.00122 — 0.00122 0.00122 — 0.00122 — 69.0446 69.0446 0.00280 0.00056 — 69.2816

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.4.2. Offsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.08713 0.05343 1.01076 0.00000 0.00000 0.15484 0.15484 0.00000 0.03629 0.03629 — 162.823 162.823 0.00358 0.00662 0.60663 165.493

Vendor 0.00670 0.23318 0.08348 0.00125 0.00251 0.04767 0.05018 0.00251 0.01317 0.01568 — 176.096 176.096 0.00373 0.02646 0.43716 184.510

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07862 0.06578 0.77382 0.00000 0.00000 0.15484 0.15484 0.00000 0.03629 0.03629 — 145.347 145.347 0.00493 0.00662 0.01575 147.460

Vendor 0.00618 0.24865 0.08555 0.00125 0.00251 0.04767 0.05018 0.00251 0.01317 0.01568 — 176.279 176.279 0.00373 0.02646 0.01132 184.267

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.04890 0.03686 0.49593 0.00000 0.00000 0.09397 0.09397 0.00000 0.02200 0.02200 — 92.6216 92.6216 0.00249 0.00410 0.16193 94.0663

Vendor 0.00393 0.14992 0.05171 0.00077 0.00155 0.02902 0.03057 0.00155 0.00803 0.00958 — 108.944 108.944 0.00231 0.01636 0.11633 113.994

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00892 0.00673 0.09051 0.00000 0.00000 0.01715 0.01715 0.00000 0.00401 0.00401 — 15.3346 15.3346 0.00041 0.00068 0.02681 15.5738

Vendor 0.00072 0.02736 0.00944 0.00014 0.00028 0.00530 0.00558 0.00028 0.00147 0.00175 — 18.0370 18.0370 0.00038 0.00271 0.01926 18.8729
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Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.5. Building Construction (2027)

3.5.1. Onsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.06836 1.18714 3.99355 0.00672 0.01079 — 0.01079 0.01079 — 0.01079 — 674.423 674.423 0.02736 0.00547 — 676.738

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.00094 0.01626 0.05471 0.00009 0.00015 — 0.00015 0.00015 — 0.00015 — 9.23868 9.23868 0.00037 0.00007 — 9.27038

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.00017 0.00297 0.00998 0.00002 0.00003 — 0.00003 0.00003 — 0.00003 — 1.52957 1.52957 0.00006 0.00001 — 1.53482

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.5.2. Offsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e
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Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.07459 0.06005 0.70411 0.00000 0.00000 0.15484 0.15484 0.00000 0.03629 0.03629 — 142.290 142.290 0.00448 0.00662 0.01430 144.389

Vendor 0.00618 0.23883 0.08360 0.00125 0.00251 0.04767 0.05018 0.00251 0.01317 0.01568 — 172.563 172.563 0.00373 0.02520 0.01005 180.177

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00103 0.00074 0.01000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00208 0.00208 0.00000 0.00049 0.00049 — 2.00855 2.00855 0.00006 0.00009 0.00326 2.04022

Vendor 0.00009 0.00319 0.00112 0.00002 0.00003 0.00064 0.00068 0.00003 0.00018 0.00021 — 2.36238 2.36238 0.00005 0.00035 0.00229 2.46884

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00019 0.00013 0.00183 0.00000 0.00000 0.00038 0.00038 0.00000 0.00009 0.00009 — 0.33254 0.33254 0.00001 0.00002 0.00054 0.33778

Vendor 0.00002 0.00058 0.00020 <
0.000005

0.00001 0.00012 0.00012 0.00001 0.00003 0.00004 — 0.39112 0.39112 0.00001 0.00006 0.00038 0.40874

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.6. Paving (2027)

3.6.1. Onsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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1,270.24—0.010270.051351,265.901,265.90—0.24434—0.244340.26606—0.266060.011698.868306.820730.25376Off-Road
Equipment

Paving 0.52819 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.00695 0.18687 0.24297 0.00032 0.00729 — 0.00729 0.00669 — 0.00669 — 34.6822 34.6822 0.00141 0.00028 — 34.8012

Paving 0.01447 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.00127 0.03410 0.04434 0.00006 0.00133 — 0.00133 0.00122 — 0.00122 — 5.74203 5.74203 0.00023 0.00005 — 5.76173

Paving 0.00264 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.6.2. Offsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.05509 0.04435 0.51999 0.00000 0.00000 0.11435 0.11435 0.00000 0.02680 0.02680 — 105.082 105.082 0.00331 0.00489 0.01056 106.633

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Worker 0.00153 0.00109 0.01477 0.00000 0.00000 0.00307 0.00307 0.00000 0.00072 0.00072 — 2.96666 2.96666 0.00008 0.00013 0.00481 3.01344

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00028 0.00020 0.00270 0.00000 0.00000 0.00056 0.00056 0.00000 0.00013 0.00013 — 0.49117 0.49117 0.00001 0.00002 0.00080 0.49891

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.7. Architectural Coating (2027)

3.7.1. Onsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

— — — 0.00067 — — — — — — — 50.6408 50.6408 0.00205 0.00041 — 50.8146

Architect
ural
Coatings

13.8134 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

— — — 0.00003 — — — — — — — 2.49735 2.49735 0.00010 0.00002 — 2.50592

Architect
ural
Coatings

0.68121 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

— — — 0.00001 — — — — — — — 0.41347 0.41347 0.00002 <
0.000005

— 0.41488

Architect
ural
Coatings

0.12432 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

3.7.2. Offsite - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.01492 0.01201 0.14082 0.00000 0.00000 0.03097 0.03097 0.00000 0.00726 0.00726 — 28.4579 28.4579 0.00090 0.00132 0.00286 28.8779

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00074 0.00053 0.00720 0.00000 0.00000 0.00150 0.00150 0.00000 0.00035 0.00035 — 1.44616 1.44616 0.00004 0.00007 0.00234 1.46896

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.00014 0.00010 0.00131 0.00000 0.00000 0.00027 0.00027 0.00000 0.00006 0.00006 — 0.23943 0.23943 0.00001 0.00001 0.00039 0.24320

Vendor 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Hauling 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
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4. Operations Emissions Details

4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use

4.1.1. Unmitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

0.66109 0.52100 4.54702 0.00934 0.00839 0.78743 0.79582 0.00791 0.20054 0.20845 — 952.794 952.794 0.04319 0.04713 3.51422 971.433

User
Defined
Recreational

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Parking
Lot

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Total 0.66109 0.52100 4.54702 0.00934 0.00839 0.78743 0.79582 0.00791 0.20054 0.20845 — 952.794 952.794 0.04319 0.04713 3.51422 971.433

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

0.58878 0.59753 3.99238 0.00861 0.00840 0.78743 0.79583 0.00791 0.20054 0.20845 — 879.122 879.122 0.05035 0.05096 0.09112 895.658

User
Defined
Recreational

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Parking
Lot

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Total 0.58878 0.59753 3.99238 0.00861 0.00840 0.78743 0.79583 0.00791 0.20054 0.20845 — 879.122 879.122 0.05035 0.05096 0.09112 895.658

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

0.07086 0.06695 0.47079 0.00104 0.00100 0.09183 0.09283 0.00094 0.02340 0.02433 — 96.7545 96.7545 0.00503 0.00529 0.16355 98.6202
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User
Defined
Recreational

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Parking
Lot

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Total 0.07086 0.06695 0.47079 0.00104 0.00100 0.09183 0.09283 0.00094 0.02340 0.02433 — 96.7545 96.7545 0.00503 0.00529 0.16355 98.6202

4.2. Energy

4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — — 810.029 810.029 0.31553 0.45076 — 952.242

User
Defined
Recreational

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 128.412 128.412 0.05002 0.07146 — 150.956

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 938.440 938.440 0.36555 0.52221 — 1,103.20

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — — 810.029 810.029 0.31553 0.45076 — 952.242

User
Defined
Recreational

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 128.412 128.412 0.05002 0.07146 — 150.956
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Total — — — — — — — — — — — 938.440 938.440 0.36555 0.52221 — 1,103.20

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — — 134.110 134.110 0.05224 0.07463 — 157.655

User
Defined
Recreational

— — — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — — 21.2600 21.2600 0.00828 0.01183 — 24.9925

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 155.370 155.370 0.06052 0.08646 — 182.647

4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

0.02631 0.47842 0.40187 0.00287 0.03636 — 0.03636 0.03636 — 0.03636 — 570.831 570.831 0.05052 0.00107 — 572.414

User
Defined
Recreational

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Parking
Lot

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Total 0.02631 0.47842 0.40187 0.00287 0.03636 — 0.03636 0.03636 — 0.03636 — 570.831 570.831 0.05052 0.00107 — 572.414

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

0.02631 0.47842 0.40187 0.00287 0.03636 — 0.03636 0.03636 — 0.03636 — 570.831 570.831 0.05052 0.00107 — 572.414

User
Defined
Recreational

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000
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Parking
Lot

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Total 0.02631 0.47842 0.40187 0.00287 0.03636 — 0.03636 0.03636 — 0.03636 — 570.831 570.831 0.05052 0.00107 — 572.414

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

0.00480 0.08731 0.07334 0.00052 0.00664 — 0.00664 0.00664 — 0.00664 — 94.5075 94.5075 0.00836 0.00018 — 94.7696

User
Defined
Recreational

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Parking
Lot

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000 — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Total 0.00480 0.08731 0.07334 0.00052 0.00664 — 0.00664 0.00664 — 0.00664 — 94.5075 94.5075 0.00836 0.00018 — 94.7696

4.3. Area Emissions by Source

4.3.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Source ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consum
er
Products

1.04181 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architect
ural
Coatings

0.06812 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Landsca
pe
Equipme
nt

0.34525 0.01770 2.10315 0.00013 0.00374 — 0.00374 0.00282 — 0.00282 — 8.64902 8.64902 0.00036 0.00007 — 8.68021

Total 1.45518 0.01770 2.10315 0.00013 0.00374 — 0.00374 0.00282 — 0.00282 — 8.64902 8.64902 0.00036 0.00007 — 8.68021
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—————————————————Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Consum
er
Products

1.04181 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architect
ural
Coatings

0.06812 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Total 1.10993 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Consum
er
Products

0.19013 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Architect
ural
Coatings

0.01243 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Landsca
pe
Equipme
nt

0.03107 0.00159 0.18928 0.00001 0.00034 — 0.00034 0.00025 — 0.00025 — 0.70616 0.70616 0.00003 0.00001 — 0.70871

Total 0.23364 0.00159 0.18928 0.00001 0.00034 — 0.00034 0.00025 — 0.00025 — 0.70616 0.70616 0.00003 0.00001 — 0.70871

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use

4.4.1. Unmitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — 2.89952 8.23430 11.1338 0.30052 0.01165 — 22.1174
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0.00000—0.000000.000000.000000.000000.00000——————————User
Defined
Recreational

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Total — — — — — — — — — — 2.89952 8.23430 11.1338 0.30052 0.01165 — 22.1174

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — 2.89952 8.23430 11.1338 0.30052 0.01165 — 22.1174

User
Defined
Recreational

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Total — — — — — — — — — — 2.89952 8.23430 11.1338 0.30052 0.01165 — 22.1174

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — 0.48005 1.36328 1.84333 0.04975 0.00193 — 3.66178

User
Defined
Recreational

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Total — — — — — — — — — — 0.48005 1.36328 1.84333 0.04975 0.00193 — 3.66178

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use

4.5.1. Unmitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e
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—————————————————Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — 148.560 0.00000 148.560 14.8480 0.00000 — 519.759

User
Defined
Recreational

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Total — — — — — — — — — — 148.560 0.00000 148.560 14.8480 0.00000 — 519.759

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — 148.560 0.00000 148.560 14.8480 0.00000 — 519.759

User
Defined
Recreational

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Total — — — — — — — — — — 148.560 0.00000 148.560 14.8480 0.00000 — 519.759

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — 24.5957 0.00000 24.5957 2.45825 0.00000 — 86.0521

User
Defined
Recreational

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Parking
Lot

— — — — — — — — — — 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 — 0.00000

Total — — — — — — — — — — 24.5957 0.00000 24.5957 2.45825 0.00000 — 86.0521

4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use
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4.6.1. Unmitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.18681 0.18681

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.18681 0.18681

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.18681 0.18681

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.18681 0.18681

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Place of
Worship

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.03093 0.03093

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.03093 0.03093

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type

4.7.1. Unmitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type

4.8.1. Unmitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type

4.9.1. Unmitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e
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Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type

4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

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

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

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 (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Land
Use

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e
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Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

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

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Species ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

231 ------------------



Hickman Church Detailed Report, 5/29/2026

37 / 53

—————————————————Sequest
ered

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Sequest
ered

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Remove
d

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

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

Demolition Demolition 1/1/2026 1/14/2026 5.00000 10.00000 —

Site Preparation Site Preparation 1/30/2026 2/6/2026 5.00000 5.00000 —

Grading Grading 2/7/2026 2/18/2026 5.00000 8.00000 —

Building Construction Building Construction 2/19/2026 1/7/2027 5.00000 230.000 —

Paving Paving 1/8/2027 1/21/2027 5.00000 10.00000 —

Architectural Coating Architectural Coating 2/3/2027 2/28/2027 5.00000 18.0000 —
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5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Phase Name Equipment Type Fuel Type Engine Tier Number per Day Hours Per Day Horsepower Load Factor

Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Tier 3 1.000000 8.00000 367.000 0.40000

Demolition Concrete/Industrial
Saws

Diesel Tier 3 1.000000 8.00000 33.0000 0.73000

Demolition Excavators Diesel Tier 3 1.000000 8.00000 36.0000 0.38000

Grading Graders Diesel Tier 3 1.000000 8.00000 148.000 0.41000

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Diesel Tier 3 1.000000 8.00000 367.000 0.37000

Grading Excavators Diesel Tier 3 1.000000 8.00000 36.0000 0.38000

Grading Excavators Diesel Tier 3 1.000000 8.00000 36.0000 0.38000

Building Construction Rough Terrain Forklifts Diesel Tier 4 Final 1.000000 7.00000 134.000 0.29000

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Tier 4 Interim 1.000000 7.00000 84.0000 0.37000

Building Construction Generator Sets Diesel Tier 3 1.000000 8.00000 14.0000 0.74000

Paving Tractors/Loaders/Back
hoes

Diesel Tier 4 Interim 1.000000 8.00000 84.0000 0.37000

Paving Pavers Diesel Tier 3 1.000000 8.00000 81.0000 0.42000

Paving Rollers Diesel Tier 3 2.00000 6.00000 36.0000 0.38000

Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Tier 3 2.00000 6.00000 89.0000 0.36000

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Tier 3 1.000000 6.00000 14.0000 0.48000

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

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

Demolition Worker 7.50000 10.7900 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Demolition Vendor — 7.17000 HHDT,MHDT
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Demolition Hauling 8.70000 20.0000 HHDT

Demolition Onsite truck — — HHDT

Site Preparation Worker 0.00000 10.7900 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Site Preparation Vendor — 7.17000 HHDT,MHDT

Site Preparation Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Site Preparation Onsite truck — — HHDT

Grading Worker 10.00000 10.7900 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Grading Vendor — 7.17000 HHDT,MHDT

Grading Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Grading Onsite truck — — HHDT

Building Construction Worker 20.3112 10.7900 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Building Construction Vendor 7.92620 7.17000 HHDT,MHDT

Building Construction Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving Worker 15.0000 10.7900 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Paving Vendor — 7.17000 HHDT,MHDT

Paving Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Paving Onsite truck — — HHDT

Architectural Coating Worker 4.06224 10.7900 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Architectural Coating Vendor — 7.17000 HHDT,MHDT

Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00000 20.0000 HHDT

Architectural Coating Onsite truck — — HHDT

5.4. Vehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings
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Phase Name Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

Architectural Coating 0.00000 0.00000 72,540.0 24,180.0 5,269.02

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Phase Name Material Imported (Ton of
Debris)

Material Exported (Ton of
Debris)

Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (Building
Square Footage)

Acres Paved (acres)

Demolition 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 7,491.00 0.00000

Site Preparation 0.00000 0.00000 7.50000 0.00000 0.00000

Grading 0.00000 0.00000 8.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Paving 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 2.01600

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.7. Construction Paving

Phase Name Land Use Area Paved (acres) % Asphalt

Paving Place of Worship 0.00000 0%

Paving User Defined Recreational 0.00000 0%

Paving Parking Lot 2.01600 100%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (lb/MWh)
Year kWh per Year CO2 CH4 N2O

2026 0.00000 609.277 0.23733 0.33904

2027 0.00000 609.277 0.23733 0.33904
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5.9. Operational Mobile Sources

5.9.1. Unmitigated

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

Place of Worship 110.986 0.00000 156.009 37,070.5 783.874 0.00000 1,101.86 261,821

User Defined
Recreational

0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

Parking Lot 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000

5.10. Operational Area Sources

5.10.1. Hearths

Land Use Hearth Type Unmitigated (number) Mitigated (number)

Place of Worship Wood Fireplaces 0 0

Place of Worship Gas Fireplaces 0 0

Place of Worship Propane Fireplaces 0 0

Place of Worship Electric Fireplaces 0 0

Place of Worship No Fireplaces 0 0

Place of Worship Conventional Wood Stoves 0 0

Place of Worship Catalytic Wood Stoves 0 0

Place of Worship Non-Catalytic Wood Stoves 0 0

Place of Worship Pellet Wood Stoves 0 0

User Defined Recreational Wood Fireplaces 0 0

User Defined Recreational Gas Fireplaces 0 0

User Defined Recreational Propane Fireplaces 0 0

User Defined Recreational Electric Fireplaces 0 0

User Defined Recreational No Fireplaces 0 0

User Defined Recreational Conventional Wood Stoves 0 0
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User Defined Recreational Catalytic Wood Stoves 0 0

User Defined Recreational Non-Catalytic Wood Stoves 0 0

User Defined Recreational Pellet Wood Stoves 0 0

Parking Lot Wood Fireplaces 0 0

Parking Lot Gas Fireplaces 0 0

Parking Lot Propane Fireplaces 0 0

Parking Lot Electric Fireplaces 0 0

Parking Lot No Fireplaces 0 0

Parking Lot Conventional Wood Stoves 0 0

Parking Lot Catalytic Wood Stoves 0 0

Parking Lot Non-Catalytic Wood Stoves 0 0

Parking Lot Pellet Wood Stoves 0 0

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings

Residential Interior Area Coated (sq
ft)

Residential Exterior Area Coated (sq
ft)

Non-Residential Interior Area Coated
(sq ft)

Non-Residential Exterior Area
Coated (sq ft)

Parking Area Coated (sq ft)

0.00000 0.00000 72,540.0 24,180.0 5,269.02

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment

Season Unit Value

Snow Days day/yr 0.00000

Summer Days day/yr 180.000

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption

5.11.1. Unmitigated

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N2O and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)
Land Use Electricity (kWh/yr) CO2 CH4 N2O Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)
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Place of Worship 485,265 609.277 0.2373 0.3390 1,781,144

User Defined Recreational 0.00000 609.277 0.2373 0.3390 0.00000

Parking Lot 76,927.7 609.277 0.2373 0.3390 0.00000

5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption

5.12.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Indoor Water (gal/year) Outdoor Water (gal/year)

Place of Worship 1,513,132 0.00000

User Defined Recreational 0.00000 0.00000

Parking Lot 0.00000 0.00000

5.13. Operational Waste Generation

5.13.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Waste (ton/year) Cogeneration (kWh/year)

Place of Worship 275.652 0.00000

User Defined Recreational 0.00000 0.00000

Parking Lot 0.00000 0.00000

5.14. Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment

5.14.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Equipment Type Refrigerant GWP Quantity (kg) Operations Leak Rate Service Leak Rate Times Serviced

Place of Worship Household
refrigerators and/or
freezers

R-134a 1,430.00 0.01679 0.60000 0.00000 1.000000

Place of Worship Other commercial A/C
and heat pumps

R-410A 2,088.00 0.00180 4.00000 4.00000 18.0000
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Place of Worship Stand-alone retail
refrigerators and
freezers

R-134a 1,430.00 0.00004 1.000000 0.00000 1.000000

Place of Worship Walk-in refrigerators
and freezers

R-404A 3,922.00 0.00040 7.50000 7.50000 20.0000

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment

5.15.1. Unmitigated

5.16. Stationary Sources

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps

5.16.2. Process Boilers

5.17. User Defined

5.18. Vegetation

5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Biomass Cover Type Initial Acres Final Acres

5.18.2. Sequestration
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5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

Tree Type Number Electricity Saved (kWh/year) Natural Gas Saved (btu/year)

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.

Climate Hazard Result for Project Location Unit

Temperature and Extreme Heat 23.9900 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 2.35000 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm

Sea Level Rise — meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 0.00000 annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your 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 ¾ 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 (Radke et al., 2017, CEC-500-2017-008), and
consider inundation location and depth for the San Francisco Bay, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta and California coast resulting different increments of sea level rise coupled with
extreme storm events. Users may select from four scenarios to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four scenarios are: No rise, 0.5 meter, 1.0 meter, 1.41 meters
Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040–2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data
of climate, vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The
four simulations make different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of
different rainfall and temperature possibilities (MIROC5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Climate Hazard Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 1 0 0 N/A

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
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Flooding 0 0 0 N/A

Drought 0 0 0 N/A

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 0 0 0 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 Exposure Score Sensitivity Score Adaptive Capacity Score Vulnerability Score

Temperature and Extreme Heat 1 1 1 2

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 1 1 1 2

Drought 1 1 1 2

Snowpack Reduction N/A N/A N/A N/A

Air Quality Degradation 1 1 1 2

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
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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.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Exposure Indicators —

AQ-Ozone 74.1008

AQ-PM 56.8637

AQ-DPM 14.8227

Drinking Water 97.3024

Lead Risk Housing 54.6692

Pesticides 95.0000

Toxic Releases 27.7444

Traffic 2.43750

Effect Indicators —

CleanUp Sites 20.4741

Groundwater 92.6283

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators 16.6380

Impaired Water Bodies 66.7367

Solid Waste 63.6655

Sensitive Population —

Asthma 25.2991

Cardio-vascular 57.9636

Low Birth Weights 40.9418

Socioeconomic Factor Indicators —

Education 60.3138

Housing 17.9341

Linguistic 33.3063

Poverty 51.0930

Unemployment 81.0125
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7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

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.

Indicator Result for Project Census Tract

Economic —

Above Poverty 46.59309637

Employed 29.51366611

Median HI 45.88733479

Education —

Bachelor's or higher 31.19466188

High school enrollment 10.27845502

Preschool enrollment 44.15501091

Transportation —

Auto Access 58.09059412

Active commuting 67.03451816

Social —

2-parent households 49.03118183

Voting 63.27473374

Neighborhood —

Alcohol availability 84.10111639

Park access 6.185037854

Retail density 1.219042731

Supermarket access 16.51482099

Tree canopy 75.47799307

Housing —

Homeownership 67.43231105

Housing habitability 78.91697677

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden 86.82150648

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden 60.50301553
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Uncrowded housing 58.11625818

Health Outcomes —

Insured adults 62.50481201

Arthritis 0.0

Asthma ER Admissions 74.2

High Blood Pressure 0.0

Cancer (excluding skin) 0.0

Asthma 0.0

Coronary Heart Disease 0.0

Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 0.0

Diagnosed Diabetes 0.0

Life Expectancy at Birth 49.5

Cognitively Disabled 10.2

Physically Disabled 22.7

Heart Attack ER Admissions 48.6

Mental Health Not Good 0.0

Chronic Kidney Disease 0.0

Obesity 0.0

Pedestrian Injuries 19.6

Physical Health Not Good 0.0

Stroke 0.0

Health Risk Behaviors —

Binge Drinking 0.0

Current Smoker 0.0

No Leisure Time for Physical Activity 0.0

Climate Change Exposures —

Wildfire Risk 0.0

SLR Inundation Area 0.0
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Children 44.4

Elderly 33.9

English Speaking 43.7

Foreign-born 16.0

Outdoor Workers 12.0

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity —

Impervious Surface Cover 97.6

Traffic Density 1.9

Traffic Access 0.0

Other Indices —

Hardship 57.6

Other Decision Support —

2016 Voting 74.0

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

Metric Result for Project Census Tract

CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a) 59.0000

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b) 41.0000

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.
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7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

8.1. Justifications

Screen Justification

Construction: Construction Phases Demolition duration and paving durations updated per estimate from builder information.
Applicant discussed default values with builder and updated where appropriate. No Site
Preparation Phase included as project is an expansion of existing site.

Construction: Off-Road Equipment All equipment Tier 3 or higher per builder's existing fleet. Telehandler confirmed to be Tier 4
and backhoe Tier 4I.

Construction: Dust From Material Movement Flat site, minimal excavation.

Operations: Vehicle Data Project is closed on Saturday.

8.4. Construction

8.4.1. Construction Phases

Phase Type Phase Name Model Parameter Default Value New Value

Demolition Demolition End Date 1/29/2026 1/14/2026

Demolition Demolition Work Days per Phase 20.0000 10.00000

Paving Paving End Date 2/2/2027 1/21/2027

Paving Paving Work Days per Phase 18.0000 10.00000

8.4.2. Off-Road Equipment

Phase Name Equipment Type Model Parameter Default Value New Value

Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers Engine Tier Average Tier 3

Demolition Rubber Tired Dozers Number per Day 2.00000 1.000000

Demolition Concrete/Industrial Saws Engine Tier Average Tier 3
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Demolition Excavators Engine Tier Average Tier 3

Demolition Excavators Number per Day 3.00000 1.000000

Grading Graders Engine Tier Average Tier 3

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Engine Tier Average Tier 3

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Number per Day 3.00000 1.000000

Grading Rubber Tired Dozers Horsepower 84.0000 367.000

Grading Excavators Engine Tier Average Tier 3

Building Construction Rough Terrain Forklifts Engine Tier Average Tier 4 Final

Building Construction Rough Terrain Forklifts Horsepower 367.000 134.000

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Engine Tier Average Tier 4 Interim

Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Number per Day 3.00000 1.000000

Building Construction Generator Sets Engine Tier Average Tier 3

Paving Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Engine Tier Average Tier 4 Interim

Paving Pavers Engine Tier Average Tier 3

Paving Rollers Engine Tier Average Tier 3

Paving Paving Equipment Engine Tier Average Tier 3

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Engine Tier Average Tier 3

Architectural Coating Air Compressors Horsepower 37.0000 14.0000

8.4.4. Dust from Material Movement

Phase Name Model Parameter Units Default Value New Value

Site Preparation Material Imported Ton of Debris — 0.00000

Site Preparation Material Exported Ton of Debris — 0.00000

Site Preparation Total Acres Graded acres 0.00000 7.50000

8.5. Operations

8.5.1. Mobile Sources
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8.5.1.1. Vehicle Data

Land Use Model Parameter Units Default Value New Value

Place of Worship Weekday Trip Rate size/day 6.95000 2.29500

Place of Worship Saturday Trip Rate size/day 5.99000 0.00000

Place of Worship Sunday Trip Rate size/day 27.6300 3.22600
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■ San Joaquin Valley 
- AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT 

• HEALTHY AIR LIVING™ 
Indirect Source Review (ISR) - Air Impact Assessment (AIA) Application 

A. Applicant Information 
Applicant/Business Name: Hickman Community Church 
Mailing Address: 854 I Street City: Hickman I State: CA I Zip: 95323 

Contact: Mike Ernst Title : Deacon 

Is the Applicant a licensed state contractor? 0 No D Yes, please provide State License number: 

Phone: Email: 

B. Agent Information (if applicable) 
Agent/Business Name: Justin Capp 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 861 City: Modesto I State: CA I Zip: 95353 

Contact: Justin Capp Title: Structural Engineer 

Phone: (209) 524-4774 Email: Justin.Ca1212@JustinWCa1111.com 

C. Project Information 
Project Name: Hickman Community Church Expansion 

Project Location I Street: 854 I Street City: Hickman I Zip: 95353 

Cross Streets: Lake Road and I Street County: Stanislaus 

Permitting Agency: Stanislaus I Planner: Marcus Ruddicks Contact Nwnber: (209) 525-6330 

Permit Type and Nwnber (if known): Use Pel'mit Application Filed fol' Expansion 

Subject to Project-Level Discretionru.y Approval? 0 Yes □ No 
I Last Project-Level Discretionary Approval Date: 

I Last Project-Level Ministerial Aooroval Date: 

D. Project Description 
Please briefly describe the project: (e.g.: 300 multi-family residential units apartments or 6 miles road widening): 
Campus expansion to include 48,380 square foot addition of classroom buildings, storage buildings, a new sanctuary and amphitheater. 
Parking will be expanded to replace the existing baseball field. 

For Residential/Non-Residential/Mixed-Use please check the box next to each applicable land use below: 

D Commercial / Retail 0 Educational D Office D Warehouse 
D Residential D Govemment D Industrial D Distribution Center 
D Recreational (e.g. park) D Medical D Manufactw-ing D Other: 

For Transpol'tation/Transit please check the box next to each applicable land use below: 
D New Road Construction D Expansion to an Existing Road D Bridge / Ove1pass 

Select land use setting: D Urban Iii Rural 

Is this application being submitted as a result of receiving a Notice of Violation (NOV)? 0 No 

D Interchange or Intersection 
Improvements 

f,~FOR1DISTRICiT: USE.ONLY, ____________ _ 

Filing Fee 
Received: -------
Date Paid: ______ _ 

Applicant#: ______ _ 

Date Stamp: Finance Date Stamp: Pennit 

Check 
#: ________ _ 
Project 
#: ______ _ 

Central Region Office: 1990 E. Gettysburg Ave. Fresno, CA 93726-0244 TEL (559) 230-6000 www.valleyair.org/lSR 
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APN (000-000-00 Format) Gross Acres Land Owner 

1. 019-047-012 
2. 019-047-013 
3. 9.99 Total 
Additional sheets for listin APN numbers can be found on the Disn·icfs website at www.valle air.or ISR. 

I. Project Development and Operation 

Will the project require demolition of existing structures? 
~ Yes, complete J 

D No, complete K 

K. Timing 

Expected number of work days per week dming constJ·uction? Ill 5 days D 6 days D 7 days 
For T1·11nspo1·tation/Trnnsit projects, please complete L-1 

For Residenti11I/Non-Residentilll/Mixed-Use projects, I D No, complete L-2 
\\rill it be developed in nudtiple phases? l1-=□~-Y-e-s,-c-0_11_1p-,/-e-te_L ___ 3 ___________________ __, 

L-1. Transportation I Transit Development and Timing Details 
Please note that development timelines provided within this section should reflect actual work time, and should not account for 
possible project delays. 
Sta11 of ConstJ·uction (Month/Year) : End of Construction (Month/Year): 

Number of actual construction days : 

Length of road being consbucted: miles Width of road being constructed: feet 

Predominant Soil Type (choose. one): □ Sand Gravel D Weathered Rock - Earth □ Blasted Rock 
Amount of soil imported: cubic yards Amount of soil expo11ed: cubic yards 
Amount of asphalt imported: cubic yards Amount of asphalt exported: cubic yards 
Total area to be disturbed: acres Maximum area disturbed per day: acres 

Average buck capacity: cubic yards Will water t:rucks be used? 0Yes 0No 

L-2. Single Phase Development 
Stai1 of Construction (Month/Year): 1/1/2026 Gross Acres: 9.99 

End ofConstrnction (Month/Year): 1/1/2031 Net Acres (area devoted to buildings/st:ructures): 1.19 
First Date of Occupation (Month/Year): continued operation 

Paved Parking Area (# of Spaces): 224 
during construction 
Building Square Footage: 50,102 (1,742 Outdoor Stmcture) Nun1ber of Dwelling Units: NA 

L-3. Phased Site Development and Building Construction 
ln addition to the infonuation below vou cai1 submit phase specific activity tin1eline found on District's website at www.vallevair.on1:/ISR. 

Start ofConstmction (Month/Year): Gross Acres: 

1 
End of Constluction (Month/Year): Net Acres (ai·ea devoted to buildings/structures): 

First Date of Occupation (Month/Year): Paved Parking Area (# of Spaces): 

Building Square Footage: Nun1ber of Dwelling Units: 

Start of Consb1.1ction (Month/Year): Gross Acres: 
2 

End of Constluction (Month/Year): Net Acres (area devoted to buildings/structures): 

Central Region Office: 1990 E. Gettysburg Ave. Fresno, CA 93726-0244 TEL (559) 230-6000 www.valleyair.org/lSR 
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First Date of Occupation (MonthN ear) : Paved Parking Area (# of Spaces): 

Building Square Footage: Number of Dwelling Units: 

Strut of Construction (Month/Ye.at): Gross Acres: 

3 
End of Construction (Month/Year): Net Acres (at·ea devoted to buildings/st:mctmes) : 

First Date of Occupation (MonthNear) : Paved Pat-king Area (# of Spaces): 

Building Square Footage: Number of Dwelling Units: 

Start ofConsl:mction (Month/Year): Gross Acres: 

4 
End of Constmction (Month/Y eai): Net Acres (area devoted to buildings/st:mctures): 

First Date of Occupation (Month/Year) : Paved Pat·king Area (# of Spaces): 

Building Square Footage: Number of Dwelling Units: 

Additional sheets for phasing infonnation can be found on the District 's website at www.valleyair.org[ISR. 

M. On-Site Emission Reduction Measures (Mitigation Measures) 
Listed below are categories of possible mitigation measures for applicants to implement that will reduce a project's impact on air 
quality. Check 'Yes" next to any measure that will be utilized for this project, and please complete the corresponding page in this 
form to identify specifics related to that measure. If a category is not applicable to the project, check "No" at1d provide justification 
for not selecting the measure. Also, the applicant is encouraged to provide any mitigation measures including supporting 
docUlllentation that are not listed on this application fonn for District consideration. For reference, see www.valleyair.org/lSR for 
ootential additional miticiation measures. 

Clean Construction Fleet Mitgation Measure below can be selected for all development types 

1. Clean Construction Fleet (Note: Making a commitment to using less polluting constmction equipment) 
D Yes, please complete mitigation measure 1 below 
D No, please provide justification why not selected: 

Operational Mitgatiou Measure below can be selected fol' all development types, except for tnmspo1·tation and transit prnjects 

2. Cleat1 On-Road Trucks (e.g. Heavy Duty Trucks, Medium Duty Tmcks, and Light Duty Trucks) 
Note: Operational fleet will use zero ai1d/or near-zero emissions for all or pa11 of its activities. 

D Yes, please complete applicable mitigation measure 2a through 2c below 
D No, please provide justification why not selected: 

3. On-Site Zero Emission Off-Road Vehicles and Equipment (e.g. electric forklifts and electric yard trucks) 
D Yes, please complete applicable mitigation measure 3 below 
D No, please provide justification why not selected: 

4. Solar Panels (e.g. inco1porate solar pat1els in the project) 
D Yes, please complete applicable mitigation measure 4 below 
D No ,please provide justification why not selected: 

5. Electric Vehicle (EV) Chargers (e.g. incmporate onsite EV charging infrast:mcture) 

□ Yes , please complete applicable mitigation measure 5 below 
D No, p lease provide justification why not selected: 

6. Clean Lawn at1d Gat·den Equipment (e.g. eletric mowers, electric leaf blowers, electric trimmers, etc.) 
D Yes, please complete applicable mitigation measure 6 below 
D No, please provide justification why not selected: 

7. Lat1d Use/Location (e.g. increased residential density, increase job density, etc.) ot applicable for rural settings. 
D Yes,please complete applicable mitigation measures l a through le below 
D No, please provide justification why not selected: 

8. Parking Policy!Pricing (e.g. unbundle residential parking costs, limit residential pat·king supply, etc.) Not applicable for rural 
settings. 
D Yes, please complete applicable mitigation measure Ba through Bd below 
D No, please provide justification why not selected: 

9. Commute Trip Reduction Programs (e.g. workplace parking charge, provide rideshat·ing program, etc.) Not applicable for rural 
settings. 
D Yes, please complete applicable mitigation measures 9a through 9c below 
D No, please provide justification why not selected: 

Central Region Office: 1990 E. Gettysburg Ave. Fresno, CA 93726-0244 TEL (559) 230-6000 www.valleyair.org/lSR 
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10. Exceed Title 24 (e.g. exceed California Title 24 required energy efficiency for building(s) associated with the project) 
D Yes, please complete applicable mitigation measure 10 below 
D No, please provide justification why not selected: ___________________________ _ 

N. Review Period 
You may request a five (5) day period to review a draft of the District 's analysis of your project before it is finalized. However. if you 
choose this option, it will delay the project's finalization by five (5) business days. 

D I request to review a draft of the District's analysis. 

0 . Fee Deferral Schedule 
If the project ' s on-site air pollution reductions (mitigation measure) insufficiently reduced air pollution as outlined in Rule 9510 an 
off-site fee is assessed based on the excess air pollution. The money collected from this fee will be used by the District to reduce air 
pollution emissions 'off-site ' on behalf of the project. 

An Applicant may request a deferral of all or part of the 'off-site ' fees up to but not to exceed, the start date of construction. The start 
of construction is any of the following, whichever occcurs first: start of grading, start of demolition, or any other site development 
activities not mentioned above. 

D I request a Fee Defenal Schedule, and have enclosed the Fee Defenal Schedule Application. 

The Fee Deferral Schedule Applicatio~ can be fom1d on the District' s website at www.valleyair.org/lSR. 

P. Change of Project Developer 
The Applicant assumes all responsibility for ISR compliance for this project. If the project developer changes, the Applicant must 
notify the Buyer, and both Buyer and Applicant must file a 'Change of Project Developer' fonn with the District. If there is a. change 
of project developer, and a 'Change of Project Developer' form is not filed with the District, the Applicant will remain liable for ISR 
compliance. 

The Change of Project Developer fom1 can be found on the Districfs website at ".,-ww.valleyair.org/lSR. 

Q. Attachments 
Required: If applicable: 

Ill Tract Map or Project Design Map D Letter from Applicant granting Agent authorization 

ill Vicinity Map 
D Fee Defe1rnl Schedule Application 

D Monitoring & Reporting Schedule 

illApplication Filing Fee 
$909.00 for mixed use / non-residential / transportation / lmnsit projects 

OR 

D Supporting documentation for selected Mitigation 
Measures 

$607. 00 for residential projects only 

R. Certification Statement 
I certify that I have reviewed and completed the entire application and hereby attest tliat the infonnation relayed within is trne and 
correct to the best of my knowledge. I collll1lit to implementation of those on-site mitigation measures that I have selected above. I 
am responsible for notifying the District if I will be nnable to implement these mitigation measures. If a collll1litted mitigation 

measure is not implemented, the project may be re-assessed for air quality impacts. 

(An autho1ized Agent may sign the form in lieu of the Applicant if an authorization letter signed by the Applicant is provided) . 

Name (printed): Title : 

Signature: Date: 
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Mitigation Measures 
Mitigation Measure 1: Construction Clean Fleet 
Will the project use a constmction clean fleet to achieve the emission reductions required by District Rule 951 0? 
(By checking "yes "the Applicant is commiting to achieving the following emission reduction requirements: 20% for NOx and 45% for 

PMJ O compared to the statewide averageJ 
D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes* , please be aware of the requirements below: 

*If yes, daily records of the total hours of operation for each piece of equipment greater than SO-horsepower being used on the project 
site during wnstmction must be maintained. Within 30-days of completing constmction of each project phase, a report summarizing 
total hours of operation by equipment type, equipment model year and horsepower for each piece of constmction equipment greater 
than SO-horsepower must be submitted to the District. To assist in th.is recordkeeping, the Construction Clean Fleet Data Template is 
available on the District's website at www.vallevair.org/lSR. 
Please note: if the required constmction emission reductions under Rule 9510 cannot be achieved, fees are required in order to 

mitigate the remaining balance of emissions. For each project phase the District will verify that the fleet details achieved the required 
emission reductions 

Mitigation Measure 2a: Clean On-Road Heavy Duty Trucks 
Will the project use any operational clean Heavy Duty Tmcks (On-road vehicles with a gross vehicle weight greater than 26,000 
pounds)? 
For example, zero-emission electric tmcks and/or near-zero emission 1rucks meeting CARBs established emission standard of 0.02 
g/bhp-hr NOx. 

□ No, please complete justification in Section M above 

□ Yes* , please complete section below: 

1. Number oftmcks for Project: 

zero emission trucks: -- I near-zel'O emission tmcks: -- I other types oftmcks: __ 

2. Trip length in miles each of the follm,ving types of tmcks will travel one way for the Project: 

ze1·0 emission trucks : -- I near-zero emission tmcks: -- I other types oftmcks : __ 

3. Expected nlllilber of one-way trips per year for each of the following types of 1Jucks for the Project: 

zero emission trucks: -- I near-zero emission tmcks: -- I othe1· types of1Iucks : __ 

*If yes, by selecting th.is measure there will be a condition placed on the monitoring and reporting schedule to ensure compliance. 
Records of the fleet data including tmck type will be required to be submitted to the District on an annual basis . 

Please note: by selecting th.is measure. you are certifying to the District that the above operational clean fleet vehicles have not been 
funded by state or District grant programs. 

Mitigation Measure 2b: Clean On-Road Medium Duty Vehicles 
Will the project use any operational clean Medium Duty Vehicles (On-road vehicles with a gross vehicle weight between 14,001 pound; 
and 26,000 pounds)? 
For example, zero-emission electric vehicles, zero emission last mile delivery trucks or vans and/or near-zero emission vehicles meeting 
CARB's established emission standard of 0.02 g/bhp-hr NOx. 

□ No, please complete justification in Section M abo,,e 

□ Yes*, please complete section below: 

1. Nun1ber of 1Jucks for Project: 

ze1·0 emission trucks: -- I near-zero emission 1J·ucks: -- I othe1· types of1Iucks: __ 

2. Trip length in miles each of the following types of 1Jucks will travel one way for the Project: 

zero emission trucks : -- I near-zel'O emission trucks: -- I other types of1Iucks : __ 

3. Expected number of one-way trips per year for each of the following types of bucks for the Project: 

ze1·0 emission trucks: -- I near-zero emission trucks: -- I other types of1Iucks: __ 

*Hyes, by selecting th.is measure there will be a condition placed on the monitoring and reporting schedule to ensure wmpliance. 
Records of the fleet data including truck type, will be required to be submitted to the District on an annual basis . 

Please note: by selecting this measure, you are ce1ti.fying to the Dis1J-i.ct that the above operational clean fleet vehicles have not been 
funded by state or District grant pro1rrams. 
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Mitigation Measure 2c: Clean On-Road Light Duty Vehicles 
Will the project use any operational clean Light Duty Vehicles (On-road vehicles with a gross vehicle weight below 14,000 pounds)? 
For example, zero-emission electric vehicles, zero emission last mile delivery trucks or vans and/or near-zero emission vehicles meeting 
CARBs established emission standard of 0.02 g/bhp-hr NOx. 

□ No, please complete justification in Section M above 

□ Yes* , please complete section below: 

1. Number of 1lucks for Project: 

ze1·0 emission trucks: -- I near-zero emission trucks: -- I othe1· types oftmcks: __ 

2. Trip length in miles each of the following types of trucks will travel one way for the Project: 

zero emission trucks : -- I near-zero emission trucks: -- I other types oftrncks: __ 

3. Expected number of one-way trips per year for each of the following types of trucks for the Project: 

zero emission trucks: -- I near-zero emission trucks: -- I other types of trucks: __ 

*If yes, by selecting this measure there will be a condition placed on the monitoring and reporting schedule to ensure compliance. 
Records of the fleet data, including trnck type, will be required to be submitted to the District on an annual basis. 

Please note: by selecting th.is measure you are certifying to the District that the above operational clean fleet vehicles have not been 
funded b state or D1stnct ant ro 1s. 

Mitigation Measure 3: On-Site Zero Emission Off-Road Vehicles and Equipment 
Will the project use any operational on-site zero emission Off-Road Vehicles and Equipment? (e.g. elec11-ic forklifts , electi-ic yard 
trucks, electric aerial lifts) 
D No, please complete justification ;n Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

Type of Zern Emission Vehicles No. of Vehicles 
Hours/Day DaysN ear Horsepower 

Fuel Type 
and Equipment and Equipment (Hydrogen or Electric) 

1. Yard Truck 

2. Forklifts 

3. Aerial Lifts 

4. Other Equipment 

Please note: by selecting this measure you are certifying to the District that the above operational off-road vehicles have not been 
funded by state or District grant progranis. 

Additional sheets for listing On-Site Zero Emission Vehicles/Equipment can be found on the District 's website at www.valleyair.org/lSR. 

Mitigation Measure 4: Solar Panels 
Will the project include the installation of solar panels? 
D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• Total power output of solar panels to be installed: __ kW (e.g. : 200 homes x 3kW=600kW) 
• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other cotmty or municipal codes, or 

other? 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

D Yes, Nan1e of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Mitigation Measure 5: Electric Vehicle (EV) Chargers 
Will the project include the installation of electric vehicle (EV) charger(s)? 

D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• Number of charging outlet(s) to be installed (Note: a chmger may have one or more chmging outlets) : __ 
• Charging level (e.g.: Level 1, Level 2, or DC Fast Charge): __ 
• Will this mitigation measlll'e be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other county or municipal codes, or 

other? 

Page 6 of 9 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

D Yes, Nan1e of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 
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Mitigation Measure 6: Clean Landscape Equipment 
Will the project utilize zero-emission landscaping equipment? (e.g. electric lawn mowers, electric leaf blowers, etc.) Th.is measure 
requires that I 00% of the landscape equipment be zero emissions. 

D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other county or nnmicipal 
codes, or other? 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure lVill require District enforcement) 

D Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Documentation: Please attach supporting documentation. 

Mitigation Measure 7a: Increase Residential Density 

I D Attached 

Will the project have a residential density above 9.1 du/acre.? Density is measured in terms of dwelling nnits per acre. 

□ No, please complete Justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section beloll': 

Residential Densitv is the 'Number of Dll'elling Units ' for the project, I D u· - we mg 
divided by the total gross acres of the project. 

nits pe1· ACl'e: ___ 

• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other county or mnnicipal codes, or 
other? 

□ No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

□ Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Documentation: Please attach supporting documentation (e.g.: map) to justify the provided residential density. I D Attached 

Miti ation Measure 7b: Increase Job Densi 
Will the project have a higher density of jobs above 145 jobs per acre? Job density is the number of jobs per acre. 
D No.please complete justification in Section M above 
D Yes, please complete section below: 

Job Density is the 'Number of Job_' created by the project, divided I Jobs er Acre: 
by the total ,r~ross acres of the vro1ect. p 

• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other county or municipal codes, or 
other? 

□ No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

□ Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Documentation: Please attach supporting documentation (e.g.: map) to justify the jobs per acre. I D Attached 

Mitigation measure 7c: Integrate Below Market Rate Housing 
Will the project require all or a portion of the multifamily residential units designated as affordable deed-restricted below-market-rate 
(BMR) housing? 

D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• Percentage of multifamily units pem1anently dedicated as affordable : __ % 
• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other county or mnnicipal codes, or 

other? 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

D Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Documentation: Please attach supporting documentation to justify all or a po1tion of the multifamily residential 
units that are designated as deed-restricted below-market-rate housing. I D Attached 

Central Region Office: 1990 E. Gettysburg Ave. Fresno, CA 93726-0244 TEL (559) 230-6000 www.valleyair.org/lSR 
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Mitigation Measure Sa: Limit Residential Parking Supply 
Will the residential project reduce the total supply of available/allowable parking spaces? 
D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• Number of available/allowable pru'king spaces for the project (ie parking demand): __ 
• Ntm1ber of parking spaces the project will provide: __ (this value must be less than the demand entered above) 
• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other county or municipal codes, or 

other? 

D No, (note: if checked "no" this mitigation measure will require Disflict enforcement) 

D Yes, N an1e of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: 

Mitigation Measure 8b: Unbundle Residential Parking Cost 
Will the residential project provide the residents the option to purchase a parking space at an additional cost? 

D No,please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• Annual parking cost per space ($) : __ 
• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other county or municipal codes, or 

other? 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

D Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Mitigation Measure 8c: Transit Subsidy 
Will the project provide subsidized/discounted daily or monthly public trru1Sit passes? 
D No, please complete justification in Section M abo1'e 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• Average trru1Sit fare without subsidy amount($): __ 
• Subsidy amount($): __ (Subsidy amount cru1 be fare-per-ride or the cost of a monthly pass) 
• % of employees /residents eligible for subsidy: __ 
• % of transit mode share of work trips: __ 
• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency by other county or 1mmicipal codes, or 

other? 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

D Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Mitigation Measure 8d: Implement Employee Parking "Cash-Out" 
Will the project require employers to offer employee pru·king "cash-out"? 
The tenn "cash-out" is used to describe the employer providing employees with a choice of forgoing their cwTent subsidized/free 
parking for a cash payment 
D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• % of employees eligible to receive "cash-out' ': __ 
• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other cotmty or municipal codes, or 

other? 

Page 8 of 9 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

D Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 
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Mitigation Measure 9a: Workplace Parking Charge 
Will the project implement workplace parking pricing at its employment centers (e.g., explicitly charging for parking for its employees, 
not providing employee parking and transportation allowances, educating employees about available altematives)? 
D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• Baseline parking price per space ($): __ (If unknown, please enter 25% of proposed parking price per space) 
• Proposed parking price per space ($): __ 
• % of employees paying for parking: __ 
• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other county or municipal codes, or 

other? 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

D Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Mitigation Measure 9b: Market Commute Trip Reduction Option 
Will the project in1plement marketing strategies to reduce collllllute trips (e.g., Onsite or online commuter i.nfonnation services, Onsite 
or online transit pass sales, employee transportation coordinators, guaranteed ride home services)? 
This measure should promote and educate employees on alternative transportation options 

D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• % of Employees Eligible: __ 
• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other county or municipal codes, or 

other? 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

D Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Mitigation Measure 9c: Provide Ridesharing Program 
Will the project include a ride-sharing program? 
D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• % of Employees eligible for the ride-sharing program: __ 
• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by other county or municipal codes, or 

other? 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require District enforcement) 

D Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Mitigation Measure 10: Exceed Title 24 
Will the energy efficiency rating of the project 's building(s) be greater than California Title 24 requirements? 

D No, please complete justification in Section M above 

D Yes, please complete section below: 

• Percent of increase greater than California Title 24 requirements : __ 
• Will this mitigation measure be required as a condition of approval by the land use agency, by otl1er county or municipal codes, or 

other? 

D No, (note: if checked "no " this mitigation measure will require Disflict enforcement) 

D Yes, Name of enforcing agency: __ 

Source of Requirement: __ 

Documentation: Please attach relevant analysis or sUllllllary pages of Title 24 documentation. I D Attached 

Central Region Office: 1990 E. Gettysburg Ave. Fresno, CA 93726-0244 TEL (559) 230-6000 www.valleyair.org/lSR 
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Vicinity Map 
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BUILDING AREAS 
MARK DESCRIPTION AREA (SF) SPRINKLER 

XA (E) CHURCH BUILDING (250 FIXED SEATS) 1,831 

XS (E) CHURCH BUILDING (SUNDAY CLASSROOMS) 2,456 

XC (E) CANOPY 391 

XO (E) CHURCH BUILDING (SUNDAY CLASSROOMS) 1,286 

XE (E) MULTI-PURPOSE BUILD NG (294 FIXED SEATS) 4,195 

XF (E) ENTRY VEST SULE 605 
XG (E) ENTRY VEST 8ULE 345 

XH (E) CANOPY 120 

XJ (E) CANOPY 303 

XK (E) CANOPY 120 

XL (E) CANOPY 120 
XM (E) BASKETBALL COURT (PERMIT BLD2023-2002) 6,988 

XN (E) PLAYGROUND (PERMIT BLD2023-2002) 2,61 4 

XP (E) CANOPY (PHASE II DEMO) 287 
XO (E) CANOPY (PHASE II DEMO) 175 

XR (E) CANOPY (PHASE 11 1 DEMO) 4,000 

XS (E) MODULAR CL; SSROOM BUILDING (PHASE IV DEMO) 1,442 

XT (E) MODULAR CL;SSROOM BUILDING (PHASE IV DEMO) 471 

XU (E) MODULAR CL; SSROOM BUILDING (PHASE IV DEMO) 966 
Yi,/ (E) STORAGE BUILDING {PHASE VI DEMO) 150 

OTAL EXIST NG TO REMAIN 
OTAL DEMO 

SITE LEGEND 

PROPERTY LINE 

CHA N LINK FENCE 

--------- EASEMENT 

1KSS'S: ~~~ 
ACCESS BLE PARK NG STALL 

STANDARD VAN 

p 

□ 

0 
~~I 

l >I 
l e • .• • . • . ,. } · ,. I 

~ 
q FH 
o--{J 

KEYNOTES 

' ;1@ 

POWER POLE 

BIiii DING ARFA I ARFI 

NUMBER OF PARK NG SPACES N BANK 

(E) BU LO NG 

(N) BUILDING 

NC PAV NG 

CONCRETE 

GRAVEL 

FIRE HYDRANT 

LIGHT POLE 

LANDSCAPNG 

0 {E) STORM DRAINAGE BAS N TO BE EXPANDED IN PHASE Ill 

CD {E) WELL TO REMAIN 

0 (E) SW NG GATE 

0 (E) TREES TO REMA N, TYP. UON 

0 {E) TREE TO BE DEMOLISHED, TYP OF (4) 

0 {E) 3,000 GALLON SEPTIC TANK 

0 {t) 100' LONG LtACH LINtS, IYP Of (3) 

CD {E) 1,800 GALLON SEPTIC TANK 

0 {E) LEACH L NES. TYP OF (2). TOTAL LENGTH OF 200' 

® {E) TRANSFORMER 

N 
N 

N 

N 

N 

N 
N 

N 

N 

N 

N 
N 

N 

N 

N 

N 
N 

N 

N 

N 
11,772 

7.491 

OCCUPANCY I 
CONSTRUCTION TYPE 

A3/ VB 
BI VB 

BI VB 

BI VB 

A3/ VB 

BI VB 
BI VB 

U/ VB 

UI VB 

UI VB 

U/ VB 
U/ VB 

U/ VB 

U/ VB 

U/ VB 

U/ VB 
BI VB 

BI VB 

BI VB 

U / VB 

CLIENT: 

HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH 
8541 STREET 
HICKMAN, CA 95323 

ENGINEER: 

JUSTIN W. CAPP, Inc . 
ENGINEERING + DESIGN 

JUSTIN W. CAPP 
CE:#61393, SE#4813 

1003 12th STREET, MODESTO, CA 95354 
PO BOX861, MODESTO, CA 95353 

(209) 524-4774. 
Wl'No'.justinwcapp.oom 
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I APN 019-048--001 I 
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HICKMAN ELEMEtITARY 
SCHOOL 

PROJECT 
NORTH 

,,,..,.,-t. o 19--047--012 ff POWER POLE 
SITE AREA 8 91 ACRES (387,882 SF) 

. [XIST NG OU LO NG AREA (Sr) 19,456 BU LO NG AREA LABEL 
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PROPOSED BU LO NG AREA (SF) 

TOTAL BU LD NG COVERAGE (SF) 

59,562 

71 ,334 
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0 NUMBER OF PARKING SPACES IN BANK 

(E) BUILDING 
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I 

I 
LANDCAPING AREA (SF) 
PAV NG (SF) 
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LON NG 

JURISDICTION 

100,446 
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77% 
C,FNFRAI AG 10 ACRF (019-047-017) 
RURAL RES DENTIAL (019-047-013) 

STANISLAUS COUNl'/ 

BUILDING AREAS 

(N) BU LO NG 
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CONCRETE 
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CD (E) TREES TO REMA N, l'/P. UON 

0 (E) 3,000 GALLON SEPTIC TANK 

CD (E) 100' LONG LEACH LINES, l'/P. OF (3) 

CD (E) 1,800 GALLON SEPTIC TANK 

0 (E) LEACH L NES, TYP OF (2), TOTAL LENGTH OF 200' 

CD (El TRANSFORMER 

~------ 0 (E) W TALL LIGHT PO LES 
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PARKING ANALYSIS 

XA 

XB 

XC 

XO 

XE 

XF 

XG 

XH 

XJ 

XK 

XL 

XM 

XN 

(E) CHURCH BUILDING (250 FIXED 
SEATS) 
(E) CHURCH BUILDING (SUNDAY 
CLASSROOMS) 

(E) CANOPY 

(E) CHURCH BUILDING (SUNDAY 
CLASSROOMS) 
(E) MULTI-PURPOSE BUILDING (294 
FIXED SEATS) 

(E) ENTRY VESTIBULE 

(E) ENTRY VESTIBULE 

(E) CANOPY 

(E) CANOPY 

(E) CANOPY 

(E) CANOPY 

(E) BASKETBALL COURT (PERMIT 
BLD2023-2002j 
(E) PLAYGROUND (PERMIT 
BLD2023-2002j 

PHASE I PROPOSED BUILDINGS 
A CLASSROOM BUILDING [2-STORY) 

B ENTRY CANOPY x 2 

PHASE II PROPOSED BU LONGS 

C RESTROOMS x 2 

PHASE Ill PROPCSED BUILDINGS 

D 

E 

REPLACEMENT SANCTUARY BU LD NG 
(600 SEATS) 

MEETING I CLASSROOM BUILDING 
(2-STORY) 

PHASE IV PROPOSED BUILDINGS 

F 

G 

H 

MEETING / CLASSROOM BUILDING 
(2-STORY) 

KITCHEN 

STORAGE BUILDING 

PHASE V PROPOSED BUILDINGS 

J 
MEETING I CLASSROOM BUILDING 
(2-STORY) 

PHASE VI PROPOSED BUILDINGS 

K STORAGE BUILDING 

L PICNIC CANOPY 

M STORAGE BUILDING 

TOTAL NEW 

TOTAL SITE 

1831 N A3 / VB 

2456 N 8 / VB 

391 N B/ VB 

1286 N 8 / VB 

41Yb N AJ /VB 

605 N B/ VB 

345 N B/ VB 

120 N U/ VB 

303 N U/ VB 

120 N U/ VB 

120 N U/ VB 

6,988 N U/ VB 

2,614 N U/ VB 

2,600 (1ST FLR) • 2,200 (2ND FLR) = 4,BUU (TOTAL BLDG) N 8 / VB 
300 (EACH) x 2 = 600 (TOTAL) N U/ VB 

300 (EACH) :x 2 ::c 600 (TOTAL) N B/ VB 

9,700 y A3/VB 

2.200 (1ST FLR) , 1,600 (2ND FLR) = 3,800 (TOTAL BLDG) y BI VB 

9,510 (1ST FLR) • 9,510 (2ND FLR) - 19,020 (TOTAL BLDG) y B/ VB 

700 y BI VB 

2,000 N U/ VB 

2.800 (1ST FLR) • 2,800 (2ND FLR)" 5,600 (TOTAL BLDG) y BI VB 

1.700 N U/ VB 

1,000 N UI VB 

N U/ VB 

59,562 

71 ,334 
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USE (SF) FACTOR REQ'D SEATS 3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBLY AREA 
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STORAGE 150 1 SPACE PER 500 SF O PHASE V PHASE I 
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SEATS 3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBLY AREA 
ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 12762 ZERO (INCLUDED N SANCTUARY) 0 STORAGE 2150 1 SPACE PER 500 SF 4 TOTAL 191 
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 15327 ZERO (UNOCCUP ED STRUCTURES) 0 KITCHEN 700 1 SPACE PER 200 SF 4 PHASE II 

STORAGE 150 1 SPACE PER 500 SF O TOTAL REQUIRED PARK NG STALLS (PHASEV) = 208 STANDARD (9x19) 207 

TOTAL REQUIRED PARK NG STALLS (PHASE I)= 181 PHASE VI 
PHASE II CIIURCl l[S 600 1SPACE PER3FIXEDSEATSOR 1 SPACE PER 200 

544 1 SPACE PER 3 FIXED SEATS OR 1 SPACE PER SEATS 3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBL y AREA 
CHURCHES SEATS 3 MAX CAPACll'/ OF ASSEMBLY AREA 181 ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 38903 ZERO (INCLUDED N SANCTUARY) 0 

ACCESSIBLE VAN 
STANDARD 9 

TOT/IL 

7 

223 
PHASE 111, IV, V, & VI 

ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 13362 ZERO (INCLUDED N SANCTUARY) 0 ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 11865 ZERO (UNOCCUP ED STRUCTURES) 0 
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 14865 ZERO (UNOCCUP ED STRUCTIJRES) O STORAGE 4140 1 SPACE PER 500 SF 8 STANDARD 19>19) 402 
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TOTAL REQUIRED PARK NG STALLS (PHASE II) - 181 TOTAL REQUIRED PARK NG STALLS (PHASE VI)= 212 VAN 6 

PHASE 111 TOT/IL 417 

CHURCHES 

ACCESSORY TO SANCTUARY 
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES 

600 
SEATS 
17162 
10865 

1 SPACE PER 3 FIXED SEATS OR 1 SPACE PER 
3 MAX CAPACITY OF ASSEMBLY AREA 
ZERO (INCLUDED N SANCTUARY) 
ZERO (UNOCCUP ED STRUCTURES) 

STORAGE 150 1 SPACE PER 500 SF 
TOTAL REQUIRED PARK NG STALLS (PHASE Ill) = 

200 

0 
0 
0 
200 

CLIENT: 

HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH 
854 1 STREET 
HICKMAN, CA 95323 

ENGINEER; 

JUSTIN W. CAPP, Inc . 
ENGINEERING+ DESIGN 

JUSTIN W. CAPP 
CE#61393, SEl/4ll13 
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(209) 524-4774. 
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Name
Applicability

Author or updater Last Update
Facility: Hickman Church Construction Phases 1 - 5
ID#: NA
Project #: NA
Unit and Process# 1-0 p1

Operating Hours hr/yr 2,080.00
Cancer Chronic Acute
Score Score Score

0< R<100          1.000 6.40E+00 4.00E-02 0.00E+00 6.40E+00
100R250       0.250 1.60E+00 9.99E-03 0.00E+00 1.60E+00 CAS# Finder
250R500       0.040 2.56E-01 1.60E-03 0.00E+00 2.56E-01 1206
500R1000     0.011 7.04E-02 4.39E-04 0.00E+00 7.04E-02
1000R1500   0.003 1.92E-02 1.20E-04 0.00E+00 1.92E-02
1500R2000   0.002 1.28E-02 7.99E-05 0.00E+00 1.28E-02
2000R             0.001 6.40E-03 4.00E-05 0.00E+00 6.40E-03

1-0 p1

Substance CAS#

MW 
Correction

Annual 
Emissions 

(lbs/yr)

Maximum 
Hourly 
(lbs/hr)

Corrected 
Annual 

Emissions 
(lbs/yr)

CorrectedM
aximum 
Hourly 
(lbs/hr)

Average 
Hourly 
(lbs/hr)  Cancer  Chronic  Acute

Diesel engine exhaust, particulate matter (Diesel PM) 9901 1.0000 2.77E+00 2.77E+00 0.00E+00 1.33E-03 6.40E+00 4.00E-02 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
 0.0000 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00

Totals 6.40E+00 4.00E-02 0.00E+00

Receptor Proximity and Proximity Factors Max Score

Prioritization Calculator
Use to provide a Prioritization score based on the emission potency method.  Entries required 

in yellow areas, output in gray areas.
Matthew Cegielski December 1, 2022

Substance

Use the substance dropdown list in the CAS# 
Finder to locate CAS# of substances.

Enter the unit's CAS# of the substances emitted and their 
amounts. 

Prioritzation score for each substance 
generated below. Totals on last row.

Receptor proximity is in meters. Priortization 
scores are calculated by multiplying the total 

scores summed below by the proximity factors. 
Record the Max score for your receptor 

distance. If the substance list for the unit is 
longer than the number of rows here or if there 

are multiple processes use additional 
worksheets and sum the totals of the Max 

Scores.

Wood preservatives (containing arsenic 
and chromate)
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Stanislaus County
Planning and Community Development 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Adapted from CEQA Guidelines sec. 15097 Final Text, October 26, 1998

August 21, 2026

1. Project title and location: Use Permit Application No. PLN2024-
0070- Hickman Community Church (SCH 
No. 2025040339) 

854 I Street, between Lake Road and 4th 
Street, in the Community of Hickman 
(APNs 019-047-012 and 019-047-013) 

2. Project Applicant name and address: Hickman Community Church 
854 I Street 
Hickman, CA  95323 

3. Person Responsible for Implementing
Mitigation Program
(Applicant Representative): Josh Taylor, Hickman Community Church 

4. Contact person at County: Marcus Ruddicks, Assistant Planner  
(209) 525-6330

MITIGATION MEASURES AND MONITORING PROGRAM: 

List all Mitigation Measures by topic as identified in the Mitigated Negative Declaration and 
complete the form for each measure. 

XII. NOISE

No. 1 Mitigation Measure: Use of amplified speech and music shall not be permitted 
between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. Use of amplified speech or music outdoors 
shall not be permitted outside the large service tent.

Who Implements the Measure: Applicant 

When should the measure be implemented: Prior to onset of any amplified 
speech or music event. 

When should it be completed: Ongoing 
EXHIBIT E266
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Who verifies compliance:    Stanislaus County Department of 
Planning and Community 
Development 

 
Other Responsible Agencies:   Stanislaus County Sheriff’s 

Department 
 

No. 2 Mitigation Measure: The speaker system shall be located within the northern portion 
of the tent canopy area, based on the location of the tent shown on the site plan circulated 
with the Initial Study for the project, and shall be oriented toward the south when in 
operation.   
 

Who Implements the Measure:   Applicant 
 

When should the measure be implemented: Prior to onset of any amplified 
speech or music event 

 
When should it be completed:   Ongoing  

 
Who verifies compliance:    Stanislaus County Department of 

Planning and Community 
Development 

 
Other Responsible Agencies:   Stanislaus County Sheriff’s 

Department 
 

No. 3 Mitigation Measure: Noise levels associated with all on-site activities shall comply 
with all applicable Stanislaus County noise standards. If a documented noise complaint is 
received by the County, such complaint shall be investigated to determine if the allowable 
noise standards were exceeded. A documented noise complaint shall be considered one of 
the following: multiple complaints received during a 24-hour period from more than one 
property owner and/or resident of the surrounding area; or, receipt of noise measurements 
showing exceeded  noise standards from a noise consultant determined by the County 
Planning Director to be qualified; or receipt of results from noise monitoring equipment 
calibrated by a noise consultant  determined by the County Planning Director to be qualified 
and showing exceeded noise standards.  

 
Upon receipt of a documented noise complaint, the County may require additional noise 
analysis to be conducted, at the operator’s/property owner’s cost, to determine if noise 
standards may have been exceeded. No amplified speech or music events shall be held 
until the Planning Director has determined that the noise complaint has been resolved. 
 
Any additional noise analysis required to be conducted, including review, acceptance, 
development of recommended sound controls, and/or inspection associated with noise 
mitigation, shall be conducted by a qualified noise consultant, whose contract shall be 
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procured either by the County Planning Department or by the operator/property owner. A 
deposit based on actual cost, including weighted labor rates for staff time, to cover the 
costs of the noise analysis shall be made with the Planning Department, by the 
operator/property owner, prior to any work being conducted. Should the operator/property 
owner choose to procure their own noise consultant, they shall be responsible to pay the 
County’s costs to hire a third party to review the noise analysis if determined necessary. 
Upon receiving written notice from the County of the need for additional noise analysis or 
third-party review, the operator/property owner shall submit a deposit, in the amount 
determined necessary by the County, within 30-days of the deposit amount being identified 
by the County. The property owner/operator shall implement any additional sound control 
measures required to reduce noise to allowable levels within 30 days of the County having 
accepted the analysis as adequate. Additional time to implement County-approved sound 
control measures may be approved at the discretion of the Planning Director upon written 
request outlining the need for additional time and the interim steps to be taken to address 
the noise issues.

 
Who Implements the Measure:   Applicant 

 
When should the measure be implemented: Ongoing 
 
When should it be completed:   Ongoing  

 
Who verifies compliance:    Stanislaus County Department of 

Planning and Community 
Development 

 
Other Responsible Agencies:   Stanislaus County Sheriff’s 

Department 
 
XVI.  TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 
 
No. 4 Mitigation Measure: A stop sign (R1-1) shall be installed at the proposed driveway 
from the project site onto Lake Road for traffic exiting the project site. 
 

Who Implements the Measure:   Applicant 
 

When should the measure be implemented: Prior to issuance of a building, 
grading, or encroachment permit 
for a driveway 

 
When should it be completed:   Prior to final of a building, grading, 

or encroachment permit 
 

Who verifies compliance:    Stanislaus County Department of 
Public Works 
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Other Responsible Agencies:   N/A 
 

No. 5 Mitigation Measure: The driveway providing access to Lake Road from the project 
site shall be designed to intersect Lake Road at an angle as close to 90 degrees as 
practicable. 
 

Who Implements the Measure:   Applicant 
 

When should the measure be implemented: Prior to issuance of a building, 
grading, or encroachment permit 
for a driveway  

 
When should it be completed:   Prior to final of a building, grading, 

or encroachment permit for a 
driveway  

 
Who verifies compliance:    Stanislaus County Department of 

Public Works  
 

Other Responsible Agencies:   N/A 
 
 
 
Signature on File                                  August 18, 2026   
Person Responsible for Implementing   Date 
Mitigation Program 
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DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
1010 10TH Street, Suite 3400, Modesto, CA 95354 

Planning Phone: (209) 525-6330     Fax: (209) 525-5911 
Building Phone: (209) 525-6557     Fax: (209) 525-7759 

 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

NAME OF PROJECT: Hickman Community Church 

LOCATION OF PROJECT: 854 I Street, between Lake Road and 4th Street, in the 
Community of Hickman (APNs: 019-047-012 and 019-047-013) 

PROJECT DEVELOPER: Justin Capp, Justin W Capp Engineering 
PO Box 861 
Modesto, CA 95353 

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT: Request to expand an existing church by 42,469± square feet to 
allow for the construction of four two-story classroom buildings, a 9,700± square-foot replacement 
sanctuary building with 600-seat capacity, a kitchen, two restrooms, three storage buildings, a picnic 
canopy, and to install a new monument sign, in six phases.  The project site consists of two parcels, a 
1.29± acre parcel in the Rural Residential (R-A) zoning district and a 7.62± acre parcel in the General 
Agriculture (A-2-10) zoning district. 

Based upon the Initial Study, dated August 21, 2026, the Environmental Coordinator finds as follows: 

1. This project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, nor to
curtail the diversity of the environment.

2. This project will not have a detrimental effect upon either short-term or long-term
environmental goals.

3. This project will not have impacts which are individually limited but cumulatively considerable.

4. This project will not have environmental impacts which will cause substantial adverse effects
upon human beings, either directly or indirectly.

The aforementioned findings are contingent upon the following mitigation measures (if indicated) 
which shall be incorporated into this project: 

1. Use of amplified speech and music shall not be permitted between the hours of 10:00 p.m.
and 7:00 a.m.  Use of amplified speech or music outdoors shall not be permitted outside the
large service tent.

2. The speaker system shall be located within the northern portion of the tent canopy area,
based on the location of the tent shown on the site plan circulated with the Initial Study for the
project, and shall be oriented toward the south when in operation.

3. Noise levels associated with all on-site activities shall comply with all applicable Stanislaus
County noise standards.  If a documented noise complaint is received by the County, such
complaint shall be investigated to determine if the allowable noise standards were exceeded.
A documented noise complaint shall be considered one of the following: multiple complaints
received during a 24-hour period from more than one property owner and/or resident of the
surrounding area; or, receipt of noise measurements showing exceeded  noise standards
from a noise consultant determined by the County Planning Director to be qualified; or receipt
of results from noise monitoring equipment calibrated by a noise consultant  determined by
the County Planning Director to be qualified and showing exceeded noise standards.
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Upon receipt of a documented noise complaint, the County may require additional noise 
analysis to be conducted, at the operator’s/property owner’s cost, to determine if noise 
standards may have been exceeded. No amplified speech or music events shall be held until 
the Planning Director has determined that the noise complaint has been resolved. 
 
Any additional noise analysis required to be conducted, including review, acceptance, 
development of recommended sound controls, and/or inspection associated with noise 
mitigation, shall be conducted by a qualified noise consultant, whose contract shall be 
procured either by the County Planning Department or by the operator/property owner.  A 
deposit based on actual cost, including weighted labor rates for staff time, to cover the costs 
of the noise analysis shall be made with the Planning Department, by the operator/property 
owner, prior to any work being conducted.  Should the operator/property owner choose to 
procure their own noise consultant, they shall be responsible to pay the County’s costs to hire 
a third party to review the noise analysis if determined necessary.  Upon receiving written 
notice from the County of the need for additional noise analysis or third-party review, the 
operator/property owner shall submit a deposit, in the amount determined necessary by the 
County, within 30-days of the deposit amount being identified by the County.  The property 
owner/operator shall implement any additional sound control measures required to reduce 
noise to allowable levels within 30 days of the County having accepted the analysis as 
adequate.  Additional time to implement County-approved sound control measures may be 
approved at the discretion of the Planning Director upon written request outlining the need for 
additional time and the interim steps to be taken to address the noise issues. 

 
4. A stop sign (R1-1) shall be installed at the proposed driveway from the project site onto Lake 

Road for traffic exiting the project site. 
 

5. The driveway providing access to Lake Road from the project site shall be designed to 
intersect Lake Road at an angle as close to 90 degrees as practicable. 

 
The Initial Study and other environmental documents are available for public review at the 
Department of Planning and Community Development, 1010 10th Street, Suite 3400, Modesto, 
California. 
 
Initial Study prepared by: Marcus Ruddicks, Assistant Planner 
 
Submit comments to:  Stanislaus County 

Planning and Community Development Department 
1010 10th Street, Suite 3400 
Modesto, California   95354 
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 CA DEPT OF FISH & WILDLIFE X X X X
 CA DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION DIST 10 X X X X X X X
CA DEPT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL X X X X X X X
CA DEPT OF CONSERVATION GEOLOGIC 
ENERGY MANAGEMENT DIVISION X X X X X X
 CA OPR STATE CLEARINGHOUSE X X X X
 CA RWQCB CENTRAL VALLEY REGION X X X X X X X
 CITY OF:  WATERFORD X X X X
 COOPERATIVE EXTENSION X X X X
DER GROUNDWATER RESOURCES X X X X X X X
DISPOSAL DIST: TURLOCK SCAVENGER 3 X X X
 FIRE PROTECTION DIST: STAN CON X X X X
 GSA: WEST TURLOCK SUBBASIN X X X X
 IRRIGATION DISTRICT: TURLOCK X X X X X X X
 MOSQUITO DISTRICT: TURLOCK X X X X
STANCO EMERGENCY MEDICAL X X X X
 MUNICIPAL ADVISORY COUNCIL: HICKMAN X X X X
 PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC X X X X X X X
 SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY APCD X X X X X X X
 SCHOOL DISTRICT 1: HICKMAN 
COMMUNITY CHARTER X X X X
 SCHOOL DISTRICT 2: HUGHSON UNIFIED X X X X
 STAN CO AG COMMISSIONER X X X X
 STAN CO BUILDING PERMITS DIVISION X X X X
 STAN CO CEO X X X X
 STAN CO DER X X X X X X X
 STAN CO FARM BUREAU X X X X
 STAN CO HAZARDOUS MATERIALS X X X X X X X
 STAN CO PUBLIC WORKS X X X X X X X
 STAN CO SHERIFF X X X X
 STAN CO SUPERVISOR DIST 2: CHIESA X X X X
 STAN COUNTY COUNSEL X X X X
 STANISLAUS FIRE PREVENTION BUREAU X X X X
 STANISLAUS LAFCO X X X X
 SURROUNDING LAND OWNERS    X X X X X X
 TELEPHONE COMPANY: AT&T X X X X
 US FISH & WILDLIFE X X X X

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REFERRALS

RESPONDED RESPONSE MITIGATION 
MEASURES CONDITIONS

 PROJECT:  USE PERMIT APPLICATION NO. PLN2024-0070- HICKMAN COMMUNITY CHURCH

I:\Planning\Staff Reports\UP\2024\UP PLN2024-0070 - Hickman Community Church\Planning
Commission\October 15, 2026\Staff Report\G - Summary of Responses - Environmental Review EXHIBIT G
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EXHIBIT H273

COUNTY OF STANISLAUS CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION DISCLOSURE FORM 
PLA1\1NING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Application Number: 9i.,N :J.-0J-4-Oa,o 
Application Title: 

Application Address: 

Application APN: 

Was a campaign contribution, regardless of the dollar amount, made to any member of a decision-making body involved 
in making a determination regarding the above application (i.e. Stanislaus County Board of Supervisors, Planning 
Commission, Airport Land Use Commission, or Building Code Appeals Board), hereinafter referred to as Member, 
dur ing the 12-month period preceding the fil ing of the applicat ion , by the applicant, property owner, or, if applicable, 
any of the applicant 's proposed subcontractors or the applicant 's agent or lobbyist? 

YesO Nol29.. 

If no, please sign and date below. 

If yes, please provide the fo llowing infonnation: 

Applicant's Name: -------------------------------

Contributor or Contributor Firm' s Name: _______________________ _ 

Contributor or Contributor Firm's Address: 

Is the Contributor: 
The Applicant 
The Property Owner 
The Subcontractor 
The Applicant's Agent/ Lobbyist 

Yes D No_O 
YesLJNoD -

YesITNoH 
YesITNo 

Note: Under California law as implemented by the Fair Poli tical Practices Commission, campaign contributions made 
by the Applicant and the Applicant 's agent/ lobbyist who is representing the Applicant in this application or solic itatioo 
must be aggregated together to determine the total campaign contribution made by the Applicant. 

Identify the Member(s) to whom you, the property owner, your subcontractors, and/or agent/lobbyist made campaign 
contributions during the 12-month period preceding the filing of the application, the name of the contributor, the dates 
of contribution(s) and dollar amount of the contribution. Each date must include the exact month, day, and year of the 
conh·ibution. 

Name of Member: 

Name of Contributor: 

Date(s) of Contribution(s): ____________________ _ 

Amount(s): 

(Please add an additional sheet(s) to identify additional Member(s) to whom you, the properly owner, your 
subconsultants, and/or agent/ lobbyist made campaign contributions) 

By signing below, I certify tha t the statements made herein are true and con ect. I also agree to disclose to the Counry 
any future contributions made to Member(s) by the applicant, property owner, or, if applicable, any of the applicant 's 
proposed subcontractors or the applicant 's agent o r lobbY.iSt after the date of signing this disclosure form, and within 12 
months following the approval. renewal, or extension of 

Date 

Prin t Firm Name if applicable Print Name of Applic;.,t 
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COUNTY OF STANISLAUS CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION DISCLOSURE FORM 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Application Number: _P_LN_20_2~_ 01_0 ______________ _ 

Application Title: _H_ic._m_• n_eom_ m_un_ity_c _h"'_ch ____________ _ 

Application Address: _s_54_, s_t_. H_ic_•m_• "-· c_A _____________ _ 

Application APN: _0_19_-04_1-_12_ &_0_19-04_ 1-_13 ____________ _ 

Was a campaign contribution, regardless of the dollar amount, made to any member of a decision-making body involved 
in making a detennina.tion regarding the above application (i.e. Stanislaus County Board of Supervisors, Planning 
Commission, Airpo1t Land Use Commission, or Building Code Appeals Board), hereinafter refen-ed to as Member, 
during the 12-month period preceding the filing of the application, by the applicant, prope1ty owner, or, if applicable, 
any of the applicant's proposed subcontractors or the applicant's agent or lobbyist? 

Yes□ NolXJ 

If no, please sign and date below. 

If yes, please provide the following infonnation: 

Applicant's Name: --------------------------------

Contributor or Contributor Finn' s Name: ________________________ _ 

Contributor or Contributor Finn' s Address: 

Is the Contributor: 
The Applicant 
The Property Owner 
The Subcontractor 
The Applicant' s Agent/ Lobbyist 

Yes D No O 

YesU No 
YesU No§= 

Yes D No __ 

Note: Under California. law as implemented by the Fair Political Practices Commission, campaign contributions made 
by the Applicant and the Applicant' s agent/lobbyist who is representing the Applicant in this application or solicitation 
must be aggregated together to determine the total campaign contribution made by the Applicant. 

Identify the Member(s) to whom you, the property owner, your subcontractors, and/or agent/lobbyist made campaign 
contributions during the 12-month period preceding the filing of the application, the name of the contributor, the dates 
of contribution(s) and dollar amount of the contribution. Each date must include the exact month, day, and year of the 
contribution. 

Name of Member: 

Name of Contributor: 

Date(s) of Contribution(s): ____________________ _ 

Amount(s): 

(Please add an additional sheet(s) to identify additional Member(s) to whom you, the prope1ty owner, your 
subconsultants, and/or agent/lobbyist made campaign contributions) 

By signing below, I ce1tify that the statements made herein are true and con-ect. I also agree to disclose to the County 
any future contributions made to Member(s) by the applicant, prope1ty owner, or, if applicable, any of the applicant's 
proposed subcontractors or the applicant's a.gent or lobbyist after the date of signing this disclosure form, and within 12 
months following the approval, renewal, or extension of the requested license, pemut, or entitlement to use. 

9125126 

Date 

Justin W. Capp Engineering + Design Justin Capp 

Print Finn Name if applicable Print Name of Applicant 
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Overview 

2

• Request to expand an existing church facility, in six phases, by 
a total of 42,469± square feet, allowing for the construction 
of classroom buildings, a new sanctuary building, accessory 
buildings and outdoor improvements, and a new monument 
sign
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Background

• Hickman Community Church was first established in 1891
• Use Permit No. 2000-10 was approved on January 4, 2001

– allowed for the church to extend beyond the R-A zoning district
– Subsequent staff approval permits have downscaled the approved 

development
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Issues

• Code Enforcement case opened December 2023
– Unpermitted installation of two modular classroom buildings and 

construction of seven canopy structures
• One unpermitted canopy crosses the property line shared by 

the project parcels.
– Condition of Approval No. 9

• Technical Studies prepared for project
– Mitigation measures to mitigate potential traffic and noise impacts



General Plan and Community Plan Consistency

General Plan
• Land Use Element designation

– Agriculture
– Residential- Low Density

• Agricultural Element
– Policy 1.10 – Agricultural Buffers

Zoning
• General Agriculture (A-2-10)

– Tier Three Use Permit
• Rural Residential (R-A)

– Use Permit
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Environmental Review
• CEQA

– Mitigated Negative Declaration
• Technical Studies (noise, traffic, air)
• Mitigation Measures incorporated to mitigate potential impacts to traffic and 

noise
– A STOP (R1-1) sign be installed at the proposed driveway onto Lake Road
– Proposed driveway to intersect with Lake Road as close to 90 degrees as practicable
– All amplified speech and music  must conclude by 10:00 p.m. 
– Speakers of the PA system in the northern portion of tent & oriented toward south
– Protocols for receipt of verified noise complaints

– Conditions of Approval
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Planning Commission Determination
• Staff recommendation

• Approval 
• Findings – Exhibit A

• Environmental Review
• Use Permit findings
• Project Approval
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Questions?
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