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SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION

A. PURPOSE

This document is a [] policy-level, X project level Initial Study for evaluation of potential environmental impacts
resulting with the proposed _project_ (Refer to Exhibit "A" & “B").

B. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) REQUIREMENTS AND THE IMPERIAL COUNTY’S
GUIDELINES FOR IMPLEMENTING CEQA

As defined by Section 15063 of the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and Section 7
of the County's “CEQA Regulations Guidelines for the Implementation of CEQA, as amended", an Initial Study is
prepared primarily to provide the Lead Agency with information to use as the basis for determining whether an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), Negative Declaration, or Mitigated Negative Declaration would be appropriate
for providing the necessary environmental documentation and clearance for any proposed project.

[ According to Section 15065, an EIR is deemed appropriate for a particular proposal if the following conditions
oceur:

e The proposal has the potential to substantially degrade quality of the environment.

e The proposal has the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term
environmental goals.

e The proposal has possible environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable.
» The proposal could cause direct or indirect adverse effects on human beings.

(] According to Section 15070(a), a Negative Declaration is deemed appropriate if the proposal would not result
in any significant effect on the environment.

X According to Section 15070(b), a Mitigated Negative Declaration is deemed appropriate if it is determined
that though a proposal could result in a significant effect, mitigation measures are available to reduce these
significant effects fo insignificant levels.

This Initial Study has determined that the proposed applications will not result in any potentially significant
environmental impacts and therefore, a Negative Declaration is deemed as the appropriate document to provide
necessary environmental evaluations and clearance as identified hereinafter.

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are prepared in conformance with the California Environmental Quality
Act of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et. seq.); Section 15070 of the State & County
of Imperial's Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended
(Califomia Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15000, et. seq.); applicable requirements of the
County of Imperial; and the regulations, requirements, and procedures of any other responsible public agency or
an agency with jurisdiction by law.

Pursuant to the County of Imperial Guidelines for Implementing CEQA, depending on the project scope, the County
of Imperial Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission and/or Planning Director is designated the Lead Agency,
in accordance with Section 15050 of the CEQA Guidelines. The Lead Agency is the public agency which has the
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principal responsibility for approving the necessary environmental clearances and analyses for any project in the
County.

C. INTENDED USES OF INITIAL STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are informational documents which are intended to inform County of
Imperial decision makers, other responsible or interested agencies, and the general public of potential
environmental effects of the proposed applications. The environmental review process has been established to
enable public agencies to evaluate environmental consequences and to examine and implement methods of
eliminating or reducing any potentially adverse impacts. While CEQA requires that consideration be given to
avoiding environmental damage, the Lead Agency and other responsible public agencies must balance adverse
environmental effects against other public objectives, including economic and social goals.

The Initial Study and Negative Declaration, prepared for the project will be circulated for a period of 20 days (30-
days if submitted to the State Clearinghouse for a project of area-wide significance) for public and agency review
and comments. At the conclusion, if comments are received, the County Planning & Development Services
Department will prepare a document entitled “Responses to Comments™ which will be forwarded to any
commenting entity and be made part of the record within 10-days of any project consideration.

D. CONTENTS OF INITIAL STUDY & NEGATIVE DECLARATION

This Initial Study is organized to facilitate a basic understanding of the existing setting and environmental
implications of the proposed applications.

SECTION 1

l. INTRODUCTION presents an introduction to the entire report. This section discusses the environmental
process, scope of environmental review, and incorporation by reference documents.

SECTION 2

Il. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM contains the County’s Environmental Checklist Form. The checklist
form presents results of the environmental evaluation for the proposed applications and those issue areas that
would have either a significant impact, potentially significant impact, or no impact.

PROJECT SUMMARY, LOCATION AND EVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS describes the proposed project
entitements and required applications. A description of discretionary approvals and permits required for project
implementation is also included. It also identifies the location of the project and a general description of the
surrounding environmental settings.

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS evaluates each response provided in the environmental checklist form. Each
response checked in the checklist form is discussed and supported with sufficient data and analysis as necessary.
As appropriate, each response discussion describes and identifies specific impacts anticipated with project
implementation.

SECTION 3

ll. MANDATORY FINDINGS presents Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of
the CEQA Guidelines.

IV. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED identifies those persons consulted and involved in
preparation of this Initial Study and Negative Declaration.

Imparial County Planning & Development Services Department Inltal Study, Environmental Checklst Form
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V. REFERENCES lists bibliographical materials used in preparation of this document.

VI. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - COUNTY OF IMPERIAL

. SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

For evaluation of environmental impacts, each question from the Environmental Checklist Form is summarized
and responses are provided according to the analysis undertaken as part of the Initial Study. Impacts and effects
will be evaluated and quantified, when appropriate. To each question, there are four possible responses, including:

1. No Impact: A “No Impact’ response is adequately supported if the impact simply does not apply to the
proposed applications.

2. Less Than Significant Impact: The proposed applications will have the potential to impact the environment.
These impacts, however, will be less than significant; no additional analysis is required.

3. Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: This applies where incorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant Impact'.

4. Potentially Significant Impact: The proposed applications could have impacts that are considered
significant. Additional analyses and possibly an EIR could be required to identify mitigation measures that
could reduce these impacts to less than significant levels.

POLICY-LEVEL or PROJECT LEVEL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration will be conducted under a [] policy-level, [ project level analysis.
Regarding mitigation measures, it is not the intent of this document to “overlap” or restate conditions of approval
that are commonly established for future known projects or the proposed applications. Additionally, those other
standard requirements and regulations that any development must comply with, that are outside the County's
jurisdiction, are also not considered mitigation measures and therefore, will not be identified in this document.

TIERED DOCUMENTS AND INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

Information, findings, and conclusions contained in this document are based on incorporation by reference of tiered
documentation, which are discussed in the following section.

1. Tiered Documents

As permitted in Section 15152(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, information and discussions from other documents
can be included into this document. Tiering is defined as follows:

“Tiering refers to using the analysis of general matters contained in a broader EIR (such as the one prepared
for a general plan or policy statement) with later EIRs and negative declarations on narrower projects;
incorporating by reference the general discussions from the broader EIR; and concentrating the later EIR or
negative declaration solely on the issues specific to the later project.”

Tiering also allows this document to comply with Section 15152(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, which discourages
redundant analyses, as follows:

"Agencies are encouraged to tier the environmental analyses which they prepare for separate but related
projects including the general plans, zoning changes, and development projects. This approach can eliminate
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repetitive discussion of the same issues and focus the later EIR or negative declaration on the actual issues
ripe for decision at each level of environmental review. Tiering is appropriate when the sequence of analysis
is from an EIR prepared for a general plan, policy or program to an EIR or negative declaration for another
plan, policy, or program of lesser scope, or to a site-specific EIR or negative declaration.”

Further, Section 15152(d) of the CEQA Guidelines states:

“Where an EIR has been prepared and certified for a program, plan, policy, or ordinance consistent with the
requirements of this section, any lead agency for a later project pursuant to or consistent with the program,
plan, policy, or ordinance should limit the EIR or negative declaration on the later project to effects which:

(1) Were not examined as significant effects on the environment in the prior EIR; or

(2) Are susceptible to substantial reduction or avoidance by the choice of specific revisions in the project, by
the imposition of conditions, or other means.”

Incorporation By Reference

Incorporation by reference is a procedure for reducing the size of EIRS/MND and is most appropriate for
including long, descriptive, or technical materials that provide general background information, but do not
contribute directly to the specific analysis of the project itself. This procedure is particularly useful when an
EIR or Negative Declaration relies on a broadly-drafted EIR for its evaluation of cumulative impacts of related
projects (Las Virgenes Homeowners Federation v. County of Los Angeles [1986, 177 Ca.3d 300]). Ifan EIR
or Negative Declaration relies on information from a supporting study that is available to the public, the EIR
or Negative Declaration cannot be deemed unsupported by evidence or analysis (San Francisco Ecology
Center v. City and County of San Francisco [1975, 48 Ca.3d 584, 595]). This document incorporates by
reference appropriate information from the ‘Final Environmental Impact Report and Environmental
Assessment for the “County of Imperial General Plan EIR" prepared by Brian F. Mooney Associates in 1993
and updates.

When an EIR or Negative Declaration incorporates a document by reference, the incorporation must comply
with Section 15150 of the CEQA Guidelines as follows:

o The incorporated document must be available to the public or be a matter of public record (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15150[a]). The General Plan EIR and updates are available, along with this document,
at the County of Imperial Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, El Centro, CA
92243 Ph. (442) 265-1736.

e This document must be available for inspection by the public at an office of the lead agency (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15150[b]). These documents are available at the County of Imperial Planning &
Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243 Ph. (442) 265-1736.

e These documents must summarize the portion of the document being incorporated by reference or briefly
describe information that cannot be summarized. Furthermore, these documents must describe the
relationship between the incorporated information and the analysis in the tiered documents (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15150[c]). As discussed above, the tiered EIRs address the entire project site and
provide background and inventory information and data which apply to the project site. Incorporated
information and/or data will be cited in the appropriate sections.

e These documents must include the State identification number of the incorporated documents (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15150[d]). The State Clearinghouse Number for the County of Imperial General Plan
EIR is SCH #93011023.

Imparial County Planning & Development Sarvicas Dapartment Initial Study, Environmenta Checklist Form
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e The material to be incorporated in this document will include general background information (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15150(f]). This has been previously discussed in this document.
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Il. Environmental Checklist
1. Project Title: Valencia 3 Solar Development (CUP 20-0004 IS 20-0010) amending previously approved CUP

19-0018. The amendment is for construction of a proposed gen-tie line from Valencia 3 project site along Harris Road

approximately 1 mile to an existing IID 12.5 kV line.

2. Lead Agency: Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department

3. Contact person and phone number: David Black, Planner IV (442)265-1736, ext. 1746

4. Address: 801 Main Street, El Centro CA, 92243

5. E-mail: davidblack@co.imperial.ca.us

6. Project location; 20 West Harris Road, Imperial, CA (in the south end of the Mesquite Lake Specific Plan
Area); legally described as Tract 265, Township 14 South, Range 14 East, San Bemardino Base and Meridian;
further identified with Assessor's Parcel Number 040-360-034-000. (See Exhibit A), additionally, along south of Harris
Road is public right of way approximately 1 mile long.

7. Project sponsor's name and address:

IGS Solar LLC, 6100 Emerald Parkway, Dublin, OH. 43016

8. General Plan designation: Mesquite Lake Specific Plan

9. Zoning: ML-I-3 (Mesquite Lake Heavy Industrial)

10. Description of project: The proposed CUP #20-0004 involves a new transmission gen-tie line to be constructed
along the south side of Harris Road; with the interconnection to an existing 11D 12.5Kv line located approximately 1
mile west along south side of Harris Road. This new line will be installed in the County Right of Way (ROW) along
Harris Road by the developer and later tumed over to the IID for ownership; CUP 20-0004 is amending previously
approved CUP 19-0018 as described below.

The original CUP condition for Valencia 3 approved by the County of Imperial with the following “Electrical Power
System" condition (S 1-4d) included, d) Project Facilities: 1. Electrical Power System--Electricity generated by the PC
modules would be collected by a direct current (DV) collection system routed underground in trenches. This DC power
would deliver to one of the pad-mounted inverters in weatherproof enclosures located within the arrays. The inverters
would connect to an AC interconnection facility, which, if needed, raise the voltage to either 12.5 kV or 34.5 kV.
Underground 15.5 kV or 34.5 kV collection lines would transmit the electricity to the eastem edge of the Project site,
where the underground electric lines are routed to a step up transformer which would raise the voltage to 92kV. The
92 kV conductors is then routed up a new IID pole, located inside the fenced project boundary on risers, through a
meter and switch, and on to the approximately 100-foot interconnection with the 11D 92 kV “J" line. Recently, IID has

determined that they do not have capacity on the 92 kV (“J") line.

The following changes are needed: d) Project Facilities: 1. Electrical Power System--Electricity generated by the PC
modules would be collected by a direct current (DC) collection system routed underground in trenches. The DC power
would be delivered to one of the pad-mounted inverters in weatherproof enclosures located within the arrays. The
inverters would convert the DC power to three-phase alternating current (AC) power. These inverters could be
connected to an AC interconnection facility which if needed would raise the voltage to 12.5 kV. Underground 12.5 kV
collection lines would transmit the electricity to the southeastern edge of the project site where the underground electric
lines would be routed to an overhead line that would then cross over Harris Road to a proposed new line along the
south side of Harris Road. The interconnection to the existing 12. kV line located less than1 mile west along Harris
Road would then be made via a new line installed in the County ROW along a path shown on the attached A Exhibit
this new line would be constructed by the developer and later tumed over to the IID for ownership.

Imperial County Planning & Devalopment Services Department Intiad S&dy. Environmental Checkiist Form
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Solar Technology

The Project proposes to employ crystalline solar photovoltaic (PV) technology modules mounted on fixed frames. The
PV modules would be mounted on racks that would be supported by small driven piles. The depth of the piles would
be dependent on the geotechnical recommendations for the Project. The fixed-frame racks would be secured at a fixed
tilt of about 25° from horizontal facing a southerly direction. Current Project design would have individual PV modules,
each approximately 3.25 feet wide by 6.5 feet long (depending on the specific PV technology selected), mounted two
high on a fixed frame, providing a two-foot ground clearance and resulting in the tops of the panels at approximately
7.5 feet above the ground.

Exhibit B is a preliminary site plan, which shows the PV modules arranged in arrays spaced approximately 20 to 25 feet
apart (pile-to-pile) to maximize performance and to allow access for panel cleaning (if necessary). These arrays, each
measuring between approximately 260 feet and 450 feet (east-west) by approximately 250 feet (north-south), would
be separated from each other and the perimeter security fence by nominal 20-foot wide roads (see Exhibit B). The
Project would have an electrical output of approximately 3.0 MWac, and the Project is expected to generate
approximately 2,000 MWh of electricity per year. The Project's power would be sold and delivered to the Imperial
Irrigation District (11D) under the 11D's feed-in tariff (“FIT") program.

Security: Six-foot high security fencing would be installed around the perimeter of the Project site at the commencement
of construction and site access would be limited to authorized site workers. In addition, a motion detection system and
closed circuit camera system may also be installed. The site would be remotely monitored 24 hours per day, 7 days
per week. In addition, routine unscheduled security rounds would be made by the security team monitoring the site's
security.

Site Access
The Project site would include a primary (southern) access driveway of Harris Road side of the Project area (see
Exhibit B). Secondary access would be off Dogwood Road No access across IID lateral canals or drains is required.
These driveways would each be provided with a minimum of 30-foot double swing gates with “Knox Box" for keyed
entry. Intemal to the Project site nominal 20-foot wide roads would be provided between the PV arrays, as well as
around the perimeter of the Project site inside the perimeter security fence to provide access to all areas of the site for
maintenance and emergency vehicles (see Exhibit B).

Site Construction
Construction Activities: Construction activities would primarily involve demolition of some existing buildings; grubbing
and trash removal; fine grading of the Project site to establish access roads and pads for electrical equipment (inverters
and step—up transformers); trenching for underground electrical collection lines; and the installation of solar equipment
and security fencing. The preliminary site plan drawing for the Project is provided as Exhibit B.
Dust generated during construction would be controlled by watering and, as necessary, the use of other dust
suppression methods and materials accepted by the Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (ICAPCD) or the
California Air Resources Board (CARB). Construction is expected to be completed over a five month duration. A
temporary, portable construction supply container would be located at the site at the beginning of construction and
removed at the end of construction.
The number of on-site construction workers is not expected to exceed 24 workers at any one time. Onsite parking
would be provided for all construction workers.
Traffic: The construction worker traffic is expected to travel to the site from cities either north or south of the Project
site in Imperial County, using SR 111 (assuming a 50% - 50% split north and south), then west on Harris Road or north
on Dogwood entering the Project site. Delivery trucks are expected to follow the same routes as the construction
workers. An estimated two trucks would arrive at the project site each day during the first few weeks of construction
of the solar generating facility.
Storm Water: The Project area currently drains generally to the east-northeast at a very flat gradient of less than
0.1 percent. To retain the total volume of a three-inch precipitation covering the entire site with no reduction from
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infiltration a storm water retention basin would be constructed on the northeastern comer of the Project site. The
retention basin would be emptied within 72 hours (through draining, evaporation or infiltration, or any combination
thereof) in order to provide mosqguito abatement. In the unlikely event that conditions prevent removal of accumulated
storm-water from the retention basin within 72 hours, then measures would be implemented to control mosquito
breeding in the basin consistent with the requirements of the Imperial County Health Department, Environmental Health
& Consumer Protection Services, Vector Control Program.

Site Operations
Once construction is completed the Project would be remotely controlled. No employees would be based at the Project
site. Primary security-related monitoring would be done remotely. Security personnel would conduct routine
unscheduled security rounds, and would be dispatched to the site in response to a fence breach or other alarm. Site
maintenance workers may access the Project site periodically to clean the panels and maintain the equipment and
Project area. The public would not have access to the facility. Access to the Project site would be infrequent and limited
to authorized personnel.
Periodic washing of the PV modules is not expected to be necessary but could be needed to remove dust in order to
maintain power generation efficiency. The amount of water needed for this purpose is conservatively estimated at
0.2 acre-feet per washing, with up to five washings per year, or a total of up to one acre-foot per year. This water would
be purchased from the IID. Each washing is expected to take one to two days to complete. Vegetation growing on the
site would be periodically removed manually and/or treated with herbicides.

Water Resource Requirements
Water for Construction: Water for construction (primarily dust control) would be purchased from local IID imigation
canals or laterals in conformance with the IID construction water acquisition requirements. Water would be picked up
from a nearby lateral canal and delivered to the construction location by a water truck which would be capable of
carrying approximately 4,000 gallons per load. It is estimated that up to 15 acre-feet of water would be needed for site
grading and dust control over the expected four-month Project construction period.
Water for Operations; Water for washing the PV modules, if required, would be obtained from the D and delivered to
the Project site by water trucks. The volume of water to be used for PV module washing and dust control, if needed, is
estimated at up to 1.5 acre-feet per year.

Waste
Small amounts of trash would be generated during construction from packaging materials delivered to the site.
Construction related waste would be transported to a local landfill for disposal. Portable toilets would be located on-site
during construction and sanitary waste would be removed from the site by a local contractor.
No general waste is expected to be generated during normal operations. Sanitary waste generated during Project
maintenance operations would be handled by bringing portable toilets to the Project site, with waste removed
periodically by a local contractor.
No hazardous waste is expected to be generated from the Project during either construction or nomal Project
operations.

11. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings:
North — Active farmland
East - Idle farmland
South - Disturbed land, rural residence
West — Rose Canal, Dolson Drain, disturbed land, active farmiand
12. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement.):
e Conditional Use Permit (Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department)
e  Grading Permit (Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department)
e Building Permits (Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department)

Imparial County Planning & Developmeant Services Dapartment Initial Study, Environmental Checkllst Form
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e Dust Control Plan (Imperial County Air Pollution Control District)

¢ Rule 310 Exemption (Imperial County Air Pollution Control District)

e Encroachment Permit (Imperial County Public Works Department)

¢ Encroachment Permit (Imperial Irrigation District)

o  Water Supply Agreement (Imperial Irrigation District)

e General Construction Storm Water Permit Notice of Intent/Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (California
State Water Resource Control Board)

¢ Consultation for Sensitive Species (Califonia Department of Fish and Wildlife)

¢ Consultation for Bird and Bat conservation Strategy (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service)

13. 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 confidentially, etc.? Yes; the County sent formal AB 52 consultation letters to the Quechan Tribes on May

13, 2020. To date no responses have been received by the County.

Note: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and
project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse
impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review
process. (See Public Resources Code, Section 21080.3.2). Information may also be available from the
California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code, Section
5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information System administered by the California Office of
Historic Preservation. Please also note that Public Resources Code, Section 21082.3 (c) contains provisions
specific to confidentiality.

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Inttial Study, Environmental Checklist Form
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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.

O  Aesthetics (] Agriculture and Forestry Resources O  AirQuality

[ Biological Resources B  Cultural Resources O  Enemy

O  Geology /Solls [0  Greenhouse Gas Emissions 0 Hazands & Hazardous Materials
B  Hydrology / Water Quality [0  Land Use/Pianning O  Mineral Resources

O Noise 0  Population / Housing O  Public Services

O Recreation [0  Transporation O  Tribal Cultural Resources

[  Utilites/Service Systems 0O  widfre [0  Mandalory Findings of Significance

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE (EEC) DETERMINATION

After Review of the Initial Study, the Environmental Evaluation Committee has:

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

\@/Fpund that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a
sighificant 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.

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

(] Found 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 o 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.

[J] Found thatalthough 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 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.

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE DE MINIMIS IMPACT FINDIN(@Yes No
EEC VOTES E NO ABSENT
PUBLIC WORKS ] ]
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SVCS O O B>
OFFICE EMERGENCY SERVICES | | 1=
APCD Bt O O
AG g O O]
SHERIFF DEPARTMENT O E\
g‘bh Mk “jl=
Jim Minnick, Director of Planning/EEC Chairman Date:
Imperial County Planning & Davek Sarvicas Dep t Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form
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PROJECT SUMMARY

IGS SOLAR LLC is developing the Valencia 3 Solar Project (Project), a nominal 3-megawatt alternating current
(MWAC) solar photovoltaic (PV) energy generation project, on a portion of about 19 acres of land in Imperial County,
California. Additionally, a proposed gen-tie line from project site will be constructed along the south side of Harris Road
for approximately 1 mile to an existing IID 12.5kV line.

The Project proposes to employ crystaltine solar photovoltaic (PV) technology modules mounted on fixed frames. The
PV modules would be mounted on racks that would be supported by small driven piles. The depth of the piles would
be dependent on the geotechnical recommendations for the Project. The fixed-frame racks would be secured at a fixed
tilt of about 25° from horizontal facing a southerly direction. Current Project design would have individual PV modules,
each approximately 3.25 feet wide by 6.5 feet long (depending on the specific PV technology selected), mounted two
high on a fixed frame, providing a two-foot ground clearance and resulting in the tops of the panels at approximately
7.5 feet above the ground.

Exhibit B is a preliminary site plan which shows the PV modules arranged in arrays spaced approximately 20 to 25 feet
apart (pile-to-pile) to maximize performance and to allow access for panel cleaning (if necessary). These arrays, each
measuring between approximately 260 feet and 450 feet (east-west) by approximately 250 feet (north-south), would
be separated from each other and the perimeter security fence by nominal 20-foot wide roads (see Exhibit B). The
Project would have an electrical output of approximately 3.0 MWxc, and the Project is expected to generate
approximately 2,000 MWh of electricity per year. The Project's power would be sold and delivered to the Imperial
Irigation District (11D) under the IID's feed-in taniff (‘FIT") program.

Electrical Power System: The proposed CUP 20-0004 is an amendment to previously approved CUP 19-0018 and
applicant proposes a new transmission gen-tie line to be constructed along the south side of Hamris Road. The
interconnection will be to an existing I1D 12.5Kv line located about 1 mile west along Harris Road would then be made
via a new line installed in the County Right of Way (ROW) constructed by the developer and later turned over to the
IID for ownership. Project Facilities: 1. Electrical Power System------— Electricity generated by the PC modules would
be collected by a direct current (DC) collection system routed underground in trenches. The DC power would be
delivered to one of the pad-mounted inverters in weatherproof enclosures located within the arrays. The inverters would
convert the DC power to three-phase altemating current (AC) power. These inverters could be connected to an AC
interconnection facility which if needed would raise the voltage to 12.5 kV. Underground 12.5 kV collection lines would
transmit the electricity to the southeastern edge of the project site where the underground electric lines would be routed
to an overhead line that would then cross over Harris Road to a proposed new line along the south side of Harris Road.
The interconnection to the existing 12. kV line located about 1 mile west along Harris Road would then be made via a
new line installed in the County ROW along a path shown on the attached Exhibit A this new line would be constructed
by the developer and later tuned over to the 11D for ownership.

Security: Six-foot high security fencing would be installed around the perimeter of the Project site at the commencement
of construction and site access would be limited to authorized site workers. In addition, a motion detection system and
closed circuit camera system may also be instalied. The site would be remotely monitored 24 hours per day, 7 days
per week. In addition, routine unscheduled security rounds would be made by the security team monitoring the site
security.

Site Access: The Praject site would include both a primary (southem) off Harris Road and secondary (eastem) access
driveway off Dogwood on the eastem side of the Project area (see Exhibit B). No access across 11D lateral canals or
drains is required. These driveways would each be provided with a minimum of 30-foot double swing gates with “Knox
Box" for keyed entry. Internal to the Project site nominal 20-foot wide roads would be provided between the PV arrays,
as well as around the perimeter of the Project site inside the perimeter security fence to provide access to all areas of
the site for maintenance and emergency vehicles (see Exhibit B).

A Project Location:
20 West Harris Road, Imperial, CA (in the south end of the Mesquite Lake Specific Plan Area); legally described as

Imperigl County Planning 8 Development Services Depariment Inifal Study, Environmental Checklist Form
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Tract 265, Township 14 South, Range 14 East, San Bemardino Base and Meridian; further identified with Assessor's
Parcel Number 040-360-034-000. (see Exhibit A

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Dapartment Initial Study, Environmental Checkdisl Form
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Exhibit “A”
Vicinity Map
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Site Plan/Tract Map/etc.

Imperial sro::ty Planning & Development Services Department Intial Study, Environmental Checkilat Form

Page 18 EEC ORIGINAL PKG.




T T D —
{ My Gl

Lt A Y
| PSSR

Pt A N ey -

180" True
2 i Eud
Stae "= 157

(TXSYSTEM INFORMATICN

o (11,460 260W PV NODULES
. a © SYSTEM SIZE: 10N\WAC

2

. : o 4PN 04D-360 024
'| //— rot s2wv¢ Une

Figure 4:
Preliminary Project Slie Plan

=

e 5
- DOGWOOD ROAD

i} * i3 TS
.t PN . W = " N
. 4 1 "HARRISRC ontlen | . é
R
W B T SHEET TITLE

& 1 » PROPERTY QWMER AAXIO FINANCALLLC &
ETAL

st vnoassre

Z GLOBAL ...

ENGINEERING & ENERCY SOLUTIONS

&04 SUTTER ST, STE 250 REV | BY |DESCRIPTICN | DATE |wmes

FOLSOM, CA 93630
Phons » 916,985,5461 ”D FIT - VALENCIA 3 CHECKED o
8 ;:m g:: w3 A | RT | PRELMINARY 0215 aTE P SITEPLAN

DRAWING o

L linch

o Iy
- - - Scaletn Confom 117017 Pat

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

3)

4)

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).

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.

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.

"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 (mitigation measures from “Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be
cross-referenced).

Imperial County Pianning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checkilst Form
Page 17 of 45
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5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

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) Eariier 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.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential

impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document

should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

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.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) the significance 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 significance

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Ini¥el Study, Environmental Cheaklist Form
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Potentially

Potentially Significant Less Than

Significant Unless Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
{PSI) (PSUMLI) (LTSI) (NI)

I. AESTHETICS
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Seclion 21098, would the project:

a Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? D O X O

a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 . No recognized scenic vistas or officially designated State scenic highways
are located near or are visible from the project area. According to the Circulation and Scenic Highway Element of the County’s General
Plan, neither Dogwood Rd nor Harrls Rd are not designated scenic highways. The Salton Sea is more than twenty-one (21) miles
northwest of the site, but Is not visible from the site because of the sea's elevation, which is 115 feet lower than the site elevation. The
Chocolate Mountains are approximately 25 miles northeast from the site and may be visible, but are very low to the horizon at this
distance. Minor adverse effects to a scenic vista is expected, and no adverse effects to an officially designated State scenic highway

would occur.

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

b) No natural scenic resources {i.e., rock outcroppings, trees, or historic buildings) are found on or located near to the site. No adverse
effects to natural scenic resources would occur.

¢ Innon-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of public views of the site and ils
surrounding? (Public views are those that are experienced from O 0 X n
publicly accessible vantage point.) If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning
and other regulations goveming scenic quality?
¢) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023: Visual simulations were prepared for the Project, which show before and
after images of the Project site with the solar facilities (see CUP application and associated attachments). The Project would introduce
solar facillties into an area that is primarily fiat, currently vacant end undeveloped idle farmland (for ten years) located in an area zoned
for industrial development. The solar panels would be a relatively small change fo the existing visual setting through the construction
of the PV array, chain link fence and other industrial infrastructure. The project area located within the Imperial County Mesquite Lake
Specific Plan Area and Chapter IV of the Mesquite Lake Specific Plan identifies a number of development standards that address design
elements that relate to the visual environment. These include site and design standards (landscaping and building design); signs,
parking, and fences; and, setbacks, building heights, and lot area. The proposed project would be subject to these development
standards. The project would change the visual character of the project site from a vacant abandoned agricultural parcel to a solar
facility with a variety of structures. The existing visual quality of the area is low with no scenic vistas. The proposed project would
enhance the aesthetic character of the region by developing a project consistent with the industrial type of uses envisioned for the
area. Fencing and landscaping standards consistent with Mesquite Lake SP requirements will be a condition of approval. Thus, the
Project has a less than significant potential to alter the existing visual character of the site and its surroundings. An existing
transmission line poles will be replaced by new poles for proposed gen-tie line.

d Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would 0 5 N 0
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? -

d) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19.0023 Project lighting would be directed on-site and would incorporate
shielding as necessary to minimize illumination of the night sky and potential impacts to surrounding viewers.

The Project PV modules are specifically designed to absorb light, rather than reflect it, as reflected light results in the lose
of solar energy input, and thus a reduction in electrical energy output. Modules are dark In color and have a coating that
enables the panel to absorb as much of the available light as possible, which directly increases electrical energy production.
The glare and reflectance levels from the PV panels are decisively lower than the glare and reflectance by standard glass
and other common reflective surfaces.

The report of the solar glare analysis prepared to determine the potential for glare from the Project is provided as
Attachment C to the Project Description. The analysis used the Solar Glare Hazard Analysis Tool (SGHAT) methodology and
tool developed by Sandia National Laboratory for the U.S. Department of Energy. The key findings of this analysis (as shown
in the Glare Assessment) are that:
e  Glare could occur from March through October for short periods of time (15min - 60min) during moming and evening
hours with most sites experiencing low potential or no glare.
The intensity of the potential glare is low.
Key Observation Points (KOPs) to the west and south experience potential for glare in the moming, mainly because of
a gradual rise in topography to the west and south of the PV site.

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Departmant Ini¥ial Study, Environmenta! Checklist Form & Negave Declaration for (Truckhaven Geothermal Exploration Wall Projact)
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Potentlally

Potentially Significant Less Than

Significant Unless Miligation ~ Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
{PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI)

e The potential for glare is generally lowest from the top (7.5 ft. high) of the panels and higher from the bottom (2 R. high)
of the panels. However, for those KOPs above the PV site, the potential for glare does not vary depending on panel
height.

e  There is no airport glare.

Potential for After-image

T [ e : KL h A |
(L 1T - Smo ARG Potentia for After-Image
Table 1 Overview of Results of Glarc Assessment (Figure 3 from Glare Assessment by Goad Company date May 28, 2015)

“Potential for after-image was detected at KOPs representing select roads and structures from March to October for a 2 ft.
panel height and 7.5 ft. panel height and observation height of 5 ft. All KOPs with potential for glare are located above the
PV site due to upward sloping topography to the west and south of the site. Other KOPs directly adjacent south and east of
the site have low potential for glare. The potential for after-Image is present only for short periods of time (15 - 45 minutes)
in the moming (between 5:30 - 7:00 AM PST). Figures 4, 6 & 8 show the resulfs of all the KOPs tested grouped by analysis.
The KOPs with the most cumulative time of potential for after-image are those directly east of the site.” (Glare Assessment)

All the residential and commercial KOPs would experience no glare or low potential for glare (and which assumes no
obstruction from surrounding trees or other buildings). Dogwood Road would experience only low potential for glare, which
would be perpendicular to the direction of travel. The model predicts that Harris Road west of the Project area would
experience the potential for glare over about one mile, or about one and one-haif minutes at 40 miles per hour, with the
Intensity and duration decreasing with the distance from the Project area. Because the intensity and duration of this glare
would be low, the impact can be mitigated to less than significant with the incorporation of the following measures:

A-1: The permittee shall provide a solid fence on the east and south boundaries of the project area where the height of the
fence shall be six {6) feet above grade, which are depicted on the Valencia Solar Project 3 site plan. The fence shall be
installed prior to the operational phase of the project.

Il 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 Califonia Clepartment of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts
on agriculture and farmiand. 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 Callfornia Air Resources Board. ~Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Fammland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Fammland), as shown on the maps

prepared pursuant to the Farmiand Mapping and Monitoring O | | M
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

a) Proposed land are not located in an area identified as Prime Farmiand, Unique Farmland, of Farmland of Statewide
Importance (California Department of Conservation 2019). No impact would occur.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act Contract? O O O X
b) None of the solar areas are located within an area under a Williamson Act Contract (California Department of Conservation

2016). No impact would occur.

¢)  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest
land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), O d O X
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section

Imperial Counly Planning & Dsvelopment Services Department Inital Study, Environmental Checklist Form
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Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant Unless Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI)
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined
by Government Code Section 51104(g))?
c) No rezoning of forest land. No Impact would occur.
d)  Resultin the loss of forest land or conversian of forest land te 0 0 0 X

non-forest use?
d) As noted above in impact c), No impact would occur.

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could result in conversion of 0 0 0O X
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use?
) As noted above in Impact c) and d), the Proposed Project would not result in the re-zoning. No impact would occur.

w.  AIR QUALITY

This section describes the existing air quality selting and potential effects from project implementation on the sile and its surounding area. Construction-
related air quality medeling was performed through use of the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) Version 2016.3.2. The model output is
provided in Appendix A.

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or air pollution control district may be relied upon
to the following determinations. Would the Project:

a) Conflict with or abstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan? O O X O

a) _Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023The Project is located in Imperial County and is under the
Jurisdiction of the ICAPCD. Imperial County is designated as a federal and State nonattainment area for ozone,
coarse particulate matter (PM10) and fine particulate matter (PM2.5). ICAPCD has prepared Air Quality Management
Plan (AQMP) for ozone and State Implementation Plans (SIPs) for PM10 and PM2.5 to demonstrate how the ambient
alr quality standards would be attained. The consistency of the proposed Project with the SIPs/AQMP is based
upon the land use and growth assumptions that are incorporated into the plan. These land use and growth
assumptions are typically based upon the locally adopted general plans; therefore, if a proposed Project is
consistent with the jurisdictional general plan, it would be consistent with the ozone and PM10/PM2.5 Pians. In
preparation of the AQMP/SIPs, ICAPCD uses land use designations contained in General Plan documents to
forecast, inventory, and allocate regional emissions from land use and development-related sources. For purposes
of analyzing consistency with the AQMP/SIPs, it may be assumed that if a proposed Project would have vehicle
trip generation substantially greater than anticipated in the General Plan, then the proposed Project would conflict
with the AQMP/SIP. The Project Is designated as part of the “Mesquite Lake Specific Plan Area” under the County's
General Plan and zoned “ML 1-3" (Mesquite Lake Heavy Industrial), pursuant to Imperial County Zone Map #14-A
(Title 9, §92514.03). Operational and traffic emissions for heavy Industrial uses would be expected to be much
higher than the proposed Project, since the Project would generate negliglble operational traffic and emissions.

The Project would be required to conform to the dust control requirements of ICAPCD. The ICAPCD has adopted
rules and regulations directed at attainment of the state and national air quality standards. All development
projects within the ICAPCD are required to comply with existing ICAPCD rules as they apply to each specific
project. This issue has a less than significant impact.

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

Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The Project would result in the temporary disturbance of

approximately 19 acres of currently vacant land through the installation of PV panels, along with the construction
of internal access roads and other associated structures. The Project would require construction and employee
vehicles and would generate dust during ground disturbance during construction which could potentially result in
temporary construction (expected to be approximately four-months) air quality impacts. Air pollutant emisslons
were estimated using the California Emission Estimator Model (CalEEMod) and other emission estimating tools
from both solar project construction and operation activities (see CUP application and associated attachments).
This analysis shows that mitigated air poliutant emissions from construction of the Project are substantially below
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any of the ICAPCD construction thresholds of significance, and that the Project operational emissions are
negligible.

This issue is potentially significant during construction without the incorporation of standard ICAPCD mitigation
measures, such as complying with the ICAPCD'’s rules regarding dust suppression (Regulation VIl}) and
requiring motorized equipment to limit emissions. ICAPCD has adopted standard mitigation measures for
construction emissions for a project, which will be implemented for this Project throughout the duration of
construction. The Project Impact following implementation of the ICAPCD mitigation measures would be less
than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES:

AQ-1: The Permittee shall comply at all times with the imperial County Air Pollution Control District's (ICAPCD)
Regulation VI, Fugitive Dust Control. The primary pollutant controlled by this regulation is PM10, "fugitive dust.”
All identified PM10 sources associated with the construction and operation of the facility, such as open areas,
roads, stock piles, material transport and grading activities, shall be controlled such that surface areas are
stabilized and vislble dust emissions are balow 20%. Any control measure not listed within the appropriate sections
of Regulation Vill, such as but not limited to watering, graveling, chemical stabilizers and wind barriers shall not
be utilized without prior approval from the ICAPCD.

AQ-2: The Permittee shall submit to the ICAPCD for approval a “Construction Dust Controf Plan” with Enhanced
Measures, identifying all sources of PM10 emisslons and associated mitigation measures during the construction
phases of the project, 30 days prior to the Issuance of a building permit.

AQ-3: The Permittee shall submit to the ICAPCD for approval an “Operational Dust Control Plan” 30 days prior to
the issuance of the Final Certificate of Occupancy.

AQ-4: The permittee shall submit to the ICAPCD a “Construction Notification Form" ten (10} days prior to
commencement of any earthmoving activity.

AQ-5: The permittee shall submit payment to the ICAPCD of “Rule 310 Operational Development Fees" for all
applicable structures prior to the issuance of a building permit.

AQ-6: The Permittee shall comply with all applicable standard mitigation measures for construction combustion
equipment for the reduction of excess NOx emissions as identified in the air quality analysis and as contained in
the Imperial County CEQA Air Quality Handbook and associated regulations, such as:

»  Utilize all Tier 3 or Tier 4 construction equipment.

*  Prohibit Idling of equipment not in use; for equipment in use reduce idling time to a maximum of 5
minutes.

*  Where feasible replace fossil fuel burning equipment with electrically driven equivalents provided they
are not powered via a portable generator.

< Register all portable engines 50 horse power or greater with the ICAPCD.

AQ-7: Permittee shall also apply enhanced measures to assure reduced levels of NOx are maintained during the
construction phase of the project, by:
¢ Providing the ICAPCD prior to any earthmoving activity and in periodic intervals throughout the actual
construction of the project a complete “Construction Equipment List,” identifying all construction
equipment to be utilized during the construction phase, by Make, Model, Year, Horsepowsr, hours of
operation, and quantity. Prior to the issuance of the Final Certificate of Occupancy, the ICAPCD shall
assess the project’s overall NOx emissions against established thresholds found in the Imperial County
CEQA Air Quality Handbaok.
* Inthe event the project exceeds the NOx emission thresholds, the Permittee shall elther provide for an
"Off-site™ mitigation that will reduce the identified excess emissions or comply with Policy number 5.
Policy number 5 allows a project to pay in-lieu impact fees utllizing the most current Carl Moyer Cost
Effective methodology to reduce excess NOx emissions.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutants
concentrations? O O

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department
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¢) Air pollutant emissions from construction of the Project have been calculated to be substantially below any of the ICAPCD
construction thresholds of significance, and the calculated Project operational emissions are negligible. Thus, the Project
would not 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 (including releasing emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors). This issue has a less than significant impact.

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors m X . 0
adversely affecting a substantial number of people?

d) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The closest residence is located approximately 200 feet south of the
Project site, with fwo others located less than 500 feet south of the Project site. These residences would be exposed to
Project construction-related activities, including diesel exhaust emissions from equipment and fugitive dust that could
affect air quality for these residential receptors during the four-month construction period. This issue is potentially
significant during construction without the incorporation of standard ICAPCD recommended mitigation measures, such
as complying with the ICAPCD's rules regarding dust suppression (Regulation VIll} and requiring motorized equipment to
limit emissions. These standard mitigation measures for diesel equipment emissions and dust control recommended by
the ICAPCD will be implemented to minimize the impacts to construction workers and occupants of nearby residences.
The Project impact following implementation of the ICAPCD standard mitigation measures and the mitigation measures
listed in Subsection b (AQ-1 through AQ-7) would be less than significant.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the project:

The following section is based on the Biological Resources Evaluation Report (2018) and the Botanical Survey Report (2017) prepared by Power Engineers
for the Proposed Project. These reports are included as Appendix B and Appendix C respectively.

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

a) ECORP will do the survey work, monitoring and compliance on the construction of proposed gen-tie portion of
project. A bio- survey will be required before bullding permit approval and the following mitigations as shown
below in section (b) will apply. Additionally, the proposed gen-tie will be in Public Works Right of Way along
south portion of Harris Road. The area is mostly disturbed and impacted by traffic.

b) Stantec Consulting Services (Stantec) conducted a biological resources survey of the Project area and a 500- foot
buffer (the “Biological Survey Area,” or BSA) during the spring of 2015, which included identifying plant
associations and animals present; identifying dominant tree, shrub and herbaceous flora; and identifying
potential habitat for “sensitive” or “special status” species or documenting the lack thereof (see CUP application
and associated attachments).

Stantec reported that the Project site supported four primary vegetation assemblages (in addition to “bare - no
vegetation” and “landscape”), none of which were considered sensitive vegetation communities. Due to the low
quality of this habitat, Stantec determined that it had little value to sensitive specles. Since no impacts to sensitive
vegetation communities are expected, no mitigation was proposed. No special status plant or wildlife species
were detected during the survey. No special status plant species were determined to have the potential to occur
within the Project site. Although no special status wildlife species were observed during the survey within the
BSA, the report documented that the BSA contained habitat that was marginally suitable for nesting burrowing
owl, a CDFW special status species. The survey reported that mammal burrows and sign of such species were
lacking, and that the Project site was unlikely to be used as burrowing owl foraging habitat due to the lack of an
identifled prey base. Protocol-level burrowing owl surveys conducted to date did not identify any burrowing owl.
Impacts to these special status resources are potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated.

The Stantec report proposed recommended mitigation measures to ensure the protection of special-status
species, their habitats, and nesting birds. These measures included implementation of a worker environmental
awareness program, pre-construction surveys for burrowing owl and nesting birds, and implementation of
construction monitoring and best management practices if the pre-construction surveys identified the presence
of either special status species or sensitive biological resources that would be impacted by construction of the
Project. The applicant has committed to the implementation of these measures, which would ensure that the
Project impact to special status species would be less than significant. Mitigation measures would reduce
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impacts to BUOW through pre-construction clearance surveys, worker training, maintaining distance between
the species and construction activities, sheltering in place, and passive relocation.

MITIGATION MEASURES:

BR-1: Prior to any construction activities commencing on site, contractors shall attend a Worker Environmental
Awareness Program (WEAP) regarding sensitive biological resources potentially occurring within the BSA. The
program shall be presented by a person knowledgeable about the biology of the covered species. At a minimum,
the program shall cover the distribution of special-status species, general behavior and ecology of these species,
their sensitivity to human activities, their legal protection, the penalties for violation of state and federal laws,
reporting requirements, project mitigation measures, and measures to implement in the event that this species Is
found during construction. A fact sheet containing this information shall also be prepared and distributed. The
program shall be presented to all members of the construction crew prior to the start of project construction
activities. New employees shall receive formal, approved training prior to working onsite. Upon completion of the
orientation, employees will sign a form stating that they attended the program and understand all protection
measures. These forms shall be made available to CDFW upon request.

BR-2: In accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFW 2012), a preconstruction take
avoidance survey shall be conducted (CDFW 2012). If the burrowing owl is absent, then no mitigation is required.
If present, the following mitigation shall be implemented.

If burrowing owls and their habitat can be protected in place on or adjacent fo a project site, then
disturbance impacts shall be minimized through the use of buffer 2ones, visual screens, or other measures
in accordance with CDFW (2012).

Occupied burrows shall be avoided during the breeding period from February 1 through August31 (CDFW
2012). “Occupled” is defined as a burrow that shows sign of burrowing owl occupancy within the last 3
years. Occupied burrows shall also be avoided during the non-breeding season.

Burrow exclusion is a technique of installing one-way doors in burrow openings during the non-breeding
season to temporarily exclude burrowing owls, or permanently exclude burrowing owls and close burrows
after verifylng burrows are empty by site monitoring and scoping (COFW 2012).

Mitigation for permanent impacts to nesting, occupied, and satellite burrows and/or burrowing ow habitat
is required such that the habitat acreage, number of burrows and burrowing owls impacted are replaced
based on the burrowing owl life history information provided in Staff Report on Burrowing Owd Mitigation
(CDFW 2012).Coordination with COFW may be necessary for the development of site-specific avoidance
and mitigation measures.

BR-3: Protection of nesting birds would be required in compliance with the MBTA and to avoid impacts to nesting
birds. To avoid impacts to nesting birds and to comply with the MBTA, clearing of vegetation should occur
between non-nesting (or non-breeding) season for birds (generally, September 1 to February 1). If this avoidance
schedule is not feasible, the alternative is to carry out the clearing of vegetation associated with construction
under the supervision of a qualified biologist. This shall entail a pre-construction nesting bird survey conducted
by a qualified biologist within 14 days prior to initiating ground disturbance activities. The survey shall consist of
full coverage of the proposed disturbance limits and a 500-foot buffer. The buffer shall be determined by the
biologist and will take into account the species nesting in the area and the habitat present. If no active nests are
found, no additional measures are required. If “occupied” nests are found, the nest locations shall be mapped by
the biologist, utilizing GPS equipment. The nesting bird species shall be documented and, to the degree feasible,
the nesting stage (e.g., incubation of eggs, feeding of young, near fledging). The biologist shall establish a
no-disturbance buffer around each active nest. The buffer will be determined by the biologlst based on the species
present and surrounding habitat. No construction or ground disturbance activities shall be conducted within the
buffer until the biologist has determined the nestis no longer active and has informed the construction supervisor
that activities may resume.

BR-4: If pre-construction surveys determine either the presence of special status species or sensitive biological
resources, a construction monitor shall be available as needed during construction. If determined necessary,
construction monitoring shall be conducted by a qualified biologist, as approved by CDFW. The biologist shall

be given authority to execute the following functions:
a) Establish construction exclusion zones and make recommendations for implementing erosion control

measures in temporary impact areas.
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b) Ensure all construction activities stay within the staked construction zone and do not go beyond the limits

of disturbance.

¢) Minimize trimminglremoval of vegetation to within the Project impact area.

d) Restrict non-essential equipment to the existing roadways and/or disturbed areas to avoid disturbance to
existing adjacent native vegetation.

e) Install and maintain appropriate erosion/sediment control measures, as needed, throughout the duration of

work activities.

During construction, biological monitors shall inspect and verify field conditions, as needed, to ensure that
wildlife and vegetation adjacent to the BSA are not harmed. The County approved biological monitor shall
coordinate with the construction foreman and construction crew and shall have the authority to immediately stop
any activity that has the potential to impact special-status species or remove vegetation not specified in this
report.

f) The Biological Resources Technical Report's Appendix A (Special-Status Species Potentially Occurring in
the BSA) identified a “Low Potential to Occur” for the flat-tailed horned lizard (Phrynosoma mcallii) due to
“[s]uitable dune habitat not present in this BSA”. This species was not observed during surveys, however,
there are California Natural Diversity Databass, (CNDDB) occurrences within 5 miles of BSA

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 Califomia Department of O N X O
Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) The Stantec report identified one sensitive habitat type within the BSA (iodine bush scrub) within the Project site.
The CDFW classifies this community as 3 or a sensitive community that may be considered significant under
CEQA, ifit is of high biological quality. Stantec determined that the iodine bush scrub vegetation within the Project
site was of low biological quality from disturbance and impacts, mainly due to historical agricultural use,
commercial business use, and other human impacts. Open canopy cover ranged from 15% to less than 5%. Since
the lodine bush scrub vegetation with the Project site was determined to be of low blological quality and providing
minimal habitat for wildlife, no mitigation was proposed. The impact of this issue is less than significant.

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vemal D D E D
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
c) Stantec also conducted a jurlsdictional delineation of the BSA for potential “state” and/or “federal” waters that may be
subject to regulatory compliance relative to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife's (CDFW’s) implementation of
Section 1600 of the California Fish and Game Code and/or Section 404 and Section 401 of the Clean Water Act (CWA),
respectively (see CUP application and associated attachments). The jurisdictional delineation report documents the
delineation of potential federal and/or state waters within the BSA (all located in the IID lateral canal located 350 feet south
of the Project aree), none of which are located within the Project site, and none of which would be disturbed by the Project.
The Applicant has stated that a Notice of Intent to comply with the general permit for construction activities would be filed
with the State Water Resources Control Board, and the required Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be
prepared and implemented consistent with the requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board general permit.
Compliance with the general permit for construction and implementation of the SWPPP would further ensure that the impact
of the Project on off-site potential jurisdictional waters was less than significant.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native 0 0 = ]
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?
d) The Project would not constitute a barrier to the movement of animals through the Project area. The IID lateral that may
support the movement of native fish species would not be impacted or altered as a result of the Project. Much of the Project
site is currently fenced, such that the security fencing around the Project would not have an additional, adverse effect on
resident or migratory wildlife species. The agricultural fields of the Imperial Valley offer resting and foraging for migratory
bird species during spring and fall migration, although Stantec reports that the lands adjacent to the BSA are predominantly
fallow and provide low quality foraging, resting and breeding habitat for resident and migratory birds. The Project does not
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remove agricultural lands, nor would it likely diminish the value of nearby agricuitural lands for foraging or resting habitat
for migratory birds. This impact is less than significant. .

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinance protecting
biological resource, such as a tree preservation policy or [l O O X
ordinance?
e) The Project would not affect any local tree protection policies or other local policies or ordinances that protect biological
resources. Therefore, no impact would occur.

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habiiat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or n 0 0 X
other approved local, reglonal, or state habitat conservation
plan?
f) Imperial County does not have a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). Thus, no conflicts or impacts would occur between the
proposed Project and an adopted HCP. Therefore, no impact would occur.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project:

This section is based on the Class |1l Archaeological Survey prepared by Power Engineers, Inc (POWER) for the Proposed Project in August 2019; this
report in included as Appendix D.

a) Cause a substaniial adverse change in the significance of a

historical resource pursuant to §15064.57 O O DX O
a). Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 18-0023 A baseline cultural resources survey of the Project area was
conducted in March 2015 by ASM Affiliates (ASM) (see CUP application and associated attachments), During the survey, the
entirety of the Project area was noted to be disturbed, and no historical resources were identified in the proposed Project
site. Additionally, according Figure 4 of the Conservation and Open Space Element of the Imperial County General Plan, the
project area is located within a “Zero to Rare” area that are areas not expected to contain cultural resources. This issue
appears to have little potential impact. Although the potential for subsurface archaeological resources in the project area is
low, there remains a possibility that unrecorded cuitural resources are present beneath the ground surface, and that such
resources could be exposed by earthmoving. Possibility of archaeological resources is considered potentially significant
impact, unless mitigation is incorporated (see Subsection C for Mitigation Measures CR-1 and CR-2).

b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 0 0 52 0
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57 =
b) As noted above, POWER prepared a Class Il Archaeological Survey for the Proposed Project. Prior to any fieldwork associated
with the Class Il Archaeological Survey, the Applicant relocated project features into locations where no sites had been previously
located. Although all archaeological siles have been avoided, aside from the site located within 1he access road for proposed well site
87-6, there remains potential to impact unknown archaeological resources. Implementation of the mitigation measures below would
reduce any potential impacts associated with an archaeclogical resource 1o less than significant.

Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 ASM requested a records search from the South Coastal Information
Center (SCIC) of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) for the Project area and a one-mile area
surrounding the Project to obtain information on previous studies conducted in the area and any previously recorded
archaeological sites. Results of the records search returned by the SCIC indicated that 15 cultural resource investigations
had previously been completed within one mile of the current Project area, seven of which intersected portions of the Project
area, but that there were no previously recorded archaeological sites identified within the Project area or within a one-mile
radius surrounding the Project area, The baseline cuitural resources survey of the Project area conducted in March 2015 by
ASM did not identify any archaeological resources in the proposed Project site. Based on this lack of archaeological
sensitivity, no monitoring was recommended by ASM during ground disturbance. Although the potential for subsurface
archaeological resources in the project area is low, there remains a possibility that unrecorded cultural resources are present
beneath the ground surface, and that such resources could be exposed by earthmoving. Possibility of archaeological
resources [s considered potentially significant impact, unless mitigation is incorporated (see Subsection C and D for
Mitigation Measures CR-1 and CR-2).

ASM also requested a search of the Sacred Lands Files from the Native American Heritage Commisslon (NAHC). The records
search did not indicate any specific resources within the currently proposed property. Additionally, as the CEQA lead agency,
the ICPDS requested from the NAHC initial comments for the Project three (3) days after receipt of the application, , in an
attempt to obtain a list of all tribes that requested to be notified regarding the project and would Iike an opportunity to consult
and develop mitigation measures for any potentially significant impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources, pursuant to the
requirements of AB 52, and no response from NAHC was received.
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c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside O X 0 0

of dedicated cemeteries?

¢) Kis not known if any paleontological resources are located on the Project site. Although the Imperial Valley historically
has not been known for having significant paleontological resources, it is always a possibility that grading and other
construction activities may uncover paleontological resources. Paleontological resources can be impacted when earthwork
activities (such as mass excavatlons) cut Into geological deposits with buried fossils. This is a potentially significant impact
uniess mitigation is incorporated. With implementation of the following mitigation measure, the impact to paleontological
resources and unique geologic features is less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURE:

CR-1: A qualified professional paleontological monitor shall be present as needed during ground-breaking activities that will
excavate more than thirty (30) inches of soil as part of the associated project’s construction. If paleontological resources are
identified during construction. The depth of excavation that requires paleontological monitoring shall be determined by the
paleontological monitor and the project proponent based on initial observations during construction earth moving. In general,
a paleontological monitor will not be required after possible fossil bearing sediments have been fully explored.

MITIGATION MEASURE:

CR-2: A quallfied professional archaeological monitor shall be present as needed during earthmoving activities that will
excavate more than thirty (30) inches of soil as part of the project's construction. If cultural deposits or sensitive remains are
discovered during construction, activities within 200 feet of the discovery shall be halted or diverted and the Imperial County
Coroner shall be notified (Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code). If the Coroner determines that the remains are Native
American, the Coroner will notify the NAHC which will designate a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) for the Project (Section
5§097.98 of the Public Resources Code). The designated MLD then has 48 hours from the time access to the property is granted
to make recommendations conceming treatment of the remains (AB 2641). If the landowner does not agree with the
recommendations of the MLD, the NAHC can mediate (Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code). If no agreement is
reached, the landowner must rebury the remains where they will not be further disturbed (Section 5097.98 of the Public
Resources Code). This will also include either recording the site with the NAHC or the appropriate Information Center; using
an open space or conservation zoning designation or easement; or recording a document with the county in which the
property is located (AB 2641).

V. ENERGY Would the project:

a)

b)

Result in polentially significant environmental impact due fo

wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy O O X O
resources, during project construction or operation?

a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 Operation of the Proposed Project would not result in wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources. the Proposed Project would include the construction of
structures (residential, commercial, or Industrial) that would require daily usage of energy resources. This project is for the
operation of solar electrical energy, therefore, this impact is lees than significant.

Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable
energy or energy efficiency? O | X O

b) The County of Imperial prepared a Renewable Energy and Transmission Element that provides objectives in innovating
renewable energy systems within the County. The proposed project would not conflict or obstruct a renewable energy or
energy efficiency plan, therefore, impacts would be less than significant with regard to energy usage and renewable energy
plans.

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project:

a)

Imperial County Pianning & Development Services Department

Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse
effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death involving: O O X O

1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 0 0 57 0
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning =
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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 427
1) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The faults most susceptible to earthquake rupture are active
fauits, which are faults that have experienced surface displacement within the last 11,000 years. The Project area is likely

located within the general area of the Brawley Seismic Zone,'| and is located approximately 1.4 miles east of the western
arm of the Brawley Fault Zone mapped on the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map Brawley Quadrangle issued

by the State Geologist.2 Structural damage to some of the PV panels, PV panel support structures, maintenance
structures, and other associated equipment or facilities could occur in the unlikely event of an onsite fault rupture, but
such a rupture would not likely damage any critical structures. Further, an onsite rupture would be highly unlikely to
injure workers at the Project site because there would be minimal staff on site very infrequently. Thus, the Project would
not expose people or critical structures to potential substantial adverae effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death
involving the rupture of a known earthquake fault. Therefore, the potential for fault rupture to affect the proposed project
elements is less than significant.

2) Strong Seismic ground shaking? O O X O

2) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 It is likely that the proposed Project would be subjected to at
least a moderate or larger earthquake occurring close enough to produce strong ground shaking at the Project location.
Although the shaking would be less severe from an earthquake of a given magnitude that originates farther from the
Project site, the effects could potentially be damaging to the solar energy infrastructure. During operation, the
proposed Project site would not include any regular on-site workers that could be exposed to seismic hazards other
than during occasional maintenance procedures. All proposed construction would be required to adhere to the seismic
and structurai standards of the California Building Code for this seismically active area. Completely avoiding damage
would not be possible, but adherence to the requirements of these codes would be effective in minimizing the potential
hazards. impacts from seismic hazards are considered to be potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated
to have a California-certified civil/geotechnical engineer prepare a geotechnical investigation of the Project site, and
to follow the recommendations of the report. With the implementation of the mitigation measure proposed below the
impact would be less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURE:

GS-1: Prior to approval of a grading or building permits, a California-certified civillgeotechnical engineer shall prepare
a geotechnical investigation of the Project site that includes appropriate subsurface exploration, laboratory testing, and
evaluation of potential geotechnical constraints to critical Project structures, including liquefaction, corrosion, seismic
shaking and shrink-swell evaluations. The report shall include specific recommendations to address issues identified
in the geotechnical investigation of the Project site to meet State and County selsmic building code requirements. An
ICPDS approved third party environmental monitor shall be on site during on site geotechnical investigations. .

3) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction
and seiche/tsunami? O DX O O
3) Atsunami typically is created during a seismic event when waves are generated on the ocean, whereas a seiche is

a seismic or wind event with waves generated on an inland body of water. The most likely location for a significant
seiche to occur in the area is the Salton Sea (21 miles northwest of the Project site); however, no significant
seiches have occurred to date. No impacts would be anticipated relative to tsunamis or mudflows, as no
topographical features or water bodies capable of producing such events occur within the Project site vicinity.

Based on the 8oil types and potential presence of shallow groundwater at the Project site, there is some potential for
liquefiable materials to be present beneath the site. Consequently, the Project could be subject to potential adverse
effects from ground faflure associated with liquefaction during a strong seismic event. Structural damage to PV panels,
PV panel support structures, maintenance structures, and other associated equipment or facilities could occur, if not
designed consistent with the California Building Codes, but would be highly unlikely to injure workers at the Project
site because there would be minimal staff on site very infrequently. This impact is potentially significant unless
mitigation is incorporated. Mitigation Measure GS-1 (in Subsection a2) requires that a California-certified
civiligeotechnical engineer prepare a geotechnical investigation of the Project site that includes appropriate subsurface
exploration, laboratory testing, and evaluation of potential geotechnical constraints to critical Project structures,
including liquefaction, and requires specific recommendations to address issues identified in the geotechnical
investigation of the Project site to meet State and County seismic building code requirements. Following implementation
of this mitigation measure, any liquefaction of the soil during strong seismic shaking would not have the potential to

! hup:/iwww.quake.ca.pov/emaps/FAM/faultactivitymap.html#. 2015-07-20.
2 hitp://www.quake.ca.govie s/Wil/regulatorvmaps.htm. 2015-07-20
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expose people or structures to substantial adverse effects, including injury or death, and the impact would be less than
significant.
4)  Landslides? O O X O

4) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The project site does not contain slopes that are susceptible
to landslides or slope failure. The very gently sloping topography of the area creates a no potential for landslides or
slope failure to affect any of the proposed development activities. The Proposed Project area is located in a relatively
fiat portion of Imperial County and is not identified as an area at risk of landslide (County of Imperial 1997); therefore,
impacts associated with landslides are considered less than significant.

b)  Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of fopsoil? | [l X O

b) Solls under the Project site are all moderately well drained. The Project area currently drains generally to the
east-northeast at a very flat gradient of less than 0.1 percent, which minimizes the potential for substantial soil erosion or
loss of topsoil. To retain the total volume of a three-inch precipitation covering the entire site with no reduction from
infiltration, a storm water retention basin would be constructed on either the northern or western side of the Project site.
Finally, the Applicant would file a Notice of Intent to comply with the general permit for construction activities with the State
Water Resources Control Board, and the required Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be prepared and
implemented consistent with the requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board general permit. As a result, the
potential for substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil is less than significant.

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that

would become unstable as a result of the project, and D E D D

potentially result in on- or off-site landslides, lateral spreading,

subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

c) As discuseed in responses to questions a)3 and a)4, the Project would not be built 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 landslides, lateral
spreading, subsidence or collapse. However, the goil in the Project area has the potential for liquefaction during a strong
seismic event. This impact is potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated. Mitigation Measure GS-1 requires
that a California-certlfied civil/geotechnical engineer prepare a geotechnical investigation of the Project site that includes
appropriate subsurface exploration, laboratory testing, and evaluation of potential geotechnical constraints to critical
Project structures, including liquefaction, and requires specific recommendations to address issues identified in the
geotechnical investigation of the Project site to meet State and County seismic building code requirements. Following
implementation of this mitigation measure, any liquefaction of the soil during strong seismic shaking would be minimized,
and the impact would be less than significant.

d) Belocated on expansive soil, as defined in the latest Uniform
Building Code, creating substantial direct ar indirect risk to life O [ X O
or property?
d) Onsite soils have a high shrink-swell potential. However, because of the very limited number and small size of footings
proposed by the Project, this shrink-swell potential would be highly unlikely to create substantial risk to life or property.
Thus, the impact of this issue is considered less than significant.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or altenative waste water disposal systems 0 m O X
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water?
@) The proposed Project does not include the need for any wastewater infrastructure. Sanitary waste generated during project
maintenance operations would be handled through portable toilets, with waste removed periodically by a local contractor.
Therefore, none of the development will require the use of septic or other alternative disposal wastewater systems that
Involve on-site percolation and, therefore, no impact is associated with this hazard .

f)  Directly orindirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource

or site or unique geologic feature? O D¢ O O

f) Itis not known if any paleontological resources are located on the Project site. Although the Imperial Valley historically
has not been known for having significant paleontological resources, it is always a possibility that grading and other
construction activities may uncover paleontological resources. Paleontological resources can be impacted when earthwork
activities (such as mass excavations) cut into geological deposits with buried fossils. This is a potentially significant impact
unless mitigation is incorporated. With implementation of the following mitigation measure, the impact to paleontological
resources and unigue geologic features is less than significant.

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form

- EEC ORIGINAL PKG.




Potentially

Potentially Significant Less Than

Significant Unless Mitigation ~ Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI)

MITIGATION MEASURE: Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023

CR-1; A qualified professional paleontological monitor shall be present as needed during ground-breaking activities
that will excavate more than thirty (30) inches of soil as part of the associated project’s construction. If paleontological
resources are Identifled during construction. The depth of excavation that requires paleontological monitoring shall
be determined by the paleontological monitor and the project proponent based on initial observations during
construction earth moving. In general, a paleontological monitor will not be required after possible fossil bearing
sediments have been fully explored.

Vili. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION
Introduction

Regulatory Setting

Significant legislative and reguiatory activities directly and indirectly affect climate change and GHGs in California. The primary climate change legislation
in California is AB 32, the Califomia Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. AB 32 focuses on reducing greenhouse gas emissions in California, and AB
32 requires that GHGs emitted in Callfomia be reduced to 1990 levels by the year 2020. In addition to AB 32, Executive Order B-30-15 was issued on
April 29, 2015 that aims to reduce California's GHG emissions 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. In September 2016, AB 197 and SB 32 codified
into statute the GHG emission reduction targets provided in Executive Order B-20-15.

CARB is the state agency charged with monitoring and regulating sources of emissions of GHGs in California that contribute to global warming in order
to reduce emissions of GHGs. The CARB Governing Board approved the 1990 GHG emissions level of 427 million tons of CO2 equivalent (MtCOz¢) on
December 6, 2007. Therefore, in 2020, annual emissions in California are required to be at or below 427 MICO2e. The CARB Board approved the Climate
Change Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan) in December 2008, the First Update to the Scoping Plan in May 2014, and California's 2017 Climate Change Scoping
Plan in November 2017. The Scoping Plans define a range of programs and activities that will be implemented primarily by state agencies but also include
actions by local government agencies. Primary strategies addressed in the Scoping Plans include new industrial and emission control technologies;
alternative energy generation technologies; advanced energy conservation in lighting, heating, cooling, and ventilation; reduced-carbon fuels; hybrid and
electric vehicles; and other methods of improving vehicle mileage. Local government will have a part in impiementing some of these strategies. The
Scoping Plans also call for reductions in vehicle-associated GHG emissions through smart growth that will result in reductions in vehicle miles traveled

(CARB 2008, 2014, 2017).
Would the project:

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

Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The Project would result in small, temporary greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions during construction activities and construction-related vehicle traffic. In addition, the solar Project operations would

be a very limited source of GHG (3.08 metric tons per year3) ~ primarily from employee vehicles and delivery of the water used
for panel cleaning. These annual GHG emissions would be more than off-set by the 1,153 metric tons of GHG emissions that
would be avoided by using solar-based electrical power generation that effectively displaces other sources of ID power

generntion.‘ This impact is less than significant.

b) Conflict with an applicable plan or policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of O O O X
greenhouse gases?
b) Inasmuch as the Project would result in an annual reduction of 1,153 metric tons of GHG emissions by replacing
2,000 MWhrs of IID power generation, the Project would not conflict with any applicable plan or policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. There would be no impact from this issue.

3 Air Pollutant Emission Assessment, Valencia 2 (Westmorland) Solar Project Construction and Operations, Imperial County, California.

Attachment F to the Project Description.
4 Multiply the IID GHG intensity factor of 1,270.90 1bs/MWhr by the Project’s annual production of 2,000 MW to get 1,153 metric tons

of GHG cmissions avoided annually.
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
thraugh the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous O O X [}

materials?

a) The Project is not expected to result in a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. The Project would not involve the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials as defined by the Hazardous Materials Transportation Uniform Safety Act. During
construction, the Project would transport general construction materials (i.e., concrete, wood, metal, fuel, etc.) as
well as the materials necessary to construct the proposed PV arrays. Project-related infrastructure would not emit
or be constructed of hazardous materials that could adversely impact the public or on-site workers. Wastes to be
generated during construction include cardboard, wood pallets, acrap copper wire and steel, common trash,
wood wire spools, etc. Although construction and construction equipment would use or consume various
hazardous materials (e.g., hydraulic fluid, diesel fuel or gasoline, grease, lubricants, solvents, adhesives, paints,
etc.), these materials would be used In accordance with the manufacturers specifications and all applicable
regulations.

Once operational, the Project would not require the routine transport of hazardous material to or from the Project
site. On occasion, maintenance activities may require the use of certain chemicals such as solvents, cleaners or
paints - however, these chemicals would be used In limited quantities, and in conformance with manufacturer's
specifications. Operation of the Project could generate hazardous wastes in the form of cadmium telluride (CdTe),
used biodegradable dielectric fluid, and mineral oil from the transformers. However, the used oil would be
collected and delivered to a recycling company, thus eliminating any potentlal hazards. All on-site workers would
be trained to properly identify and handle hazardous waste resulting from the Project.

Because construction and operation of the Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials during either construction
or operation, the impact of this issue is less than significant

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

b) The Project is not likely to create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonable foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment. The hazardous materials
used during construction and operation of the Project (such as biodegradable dielectric fluid, mineral oil, hydraulic fluid,
diesel fuel and gasoline, grease, lubricants, solvents, adhesives and paints) would be stored in approved containers and
used in relatively small quantities, minimizing the potential for accidental release to the environment. The Project would be
subject to all local, state and federal laws pertaining to the use of hazardous materials on site. If above threshold quantities,
the Project would also be required to submit a complete list of all materials used on site, in what form they would be stored,
and how spilled materials would be contained, cleaned up and properly disposed, which would prevent possible
environmental contamination or worker exposure. All on-site workers would be trained to properly identify and handle
hazardous waste resulting from the Project. As a result, the potential to create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into
the environment would be less than significant.

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter O O N X
mile of an existing or proposed school?
¢) There are no schools within one quarter-mile of the Project site. Further, Project-related facilities would not typically emit
hazardous materials or involve handling hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste. Therefore, no
impacts would occur .

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

d) Government Code Section 65962.5 requires various state agencies to compile and submit to CalEPA lists of identified or
designated hazardous materials sites within the state. The Valencia 3 Project area is not listed by the Department of Toxic
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Substances Control under Section 65962.5(a),% Department of Health Services under Section 65962.5(b),5 State Water
Resources Control Board under Section 65962.5(c),7 and Local Enforcement Agency and Department of Resources Recycling

and Recovery under Section 6.':962.5(d).a The closest listed site is the Stoker Chemical Company site, located on Dogwood
Road about 1.5 miles southwest of the Project site, which is an “active” Federal Superfund site. Because the Project area is
not located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Govemment Code Section
65962.5, it would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. There is no impact from this issue. .

e) Fora project located within an airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted, within two milles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety 0 O 0 X
hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the
project area?

e) The Brawley Municipal Airport, located 4 miles north of the Project site, is the closest airport. The Project site is not located
within the Brawley Airport land use compatibility plan area. The next closest airport is the Imperial County Airport, located
about 7.5 miles southwest of the Project area. The Project site is also not located within the imperial County Airport land use
compatibility plan area. Thus, the Project would appear to not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
Project area or for pilots flying in or around this compatibility planning areas .

f)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation O O X O
plan?
f) The Project would be required to have an Emergency Response Plan (ERP), acceptable to County Fire, as a standard
condition of the approval of the CUP. The ERP would address potential emergencies including chemical releases, fires, and
injuries. The ERP would describe emergency response equipment and equipment locations, evacuation routes, procedures
for reporting to local emergency response agencies, responsibilities for emergency response, and other required actions to
be taken in the event of an emergency. Thus, the Project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. The impact of this issue is less than significant. The
impact of this issue is less than significant

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a 0 n 0 X
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?
g) The Project site is not located near any wildlands, nor are there adjacent urbanized areas; as such, there would be no

impact.

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or Ve
ground water quality? 0 O X O

a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 13-0023 The Applicant has stated that a Nofice of Intent to comply with the
general permit for construction activities would be filed with the State Water Resources Control Board, and the required
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be prepared and implemented consistent with the requirements of
the State Water Resources Control Board general permit and the ICPWD. The SWPPP would utilize Best Management
Practices (BMPs) In constructing the Project. The SWPPP's BMPs would be prepared in accordance with the National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System regulations and as prescribed by Imperial County ordinances, regulations and
standards. These BMPs would be implemented during construction of the Project as a condition of required permits, therefore
minimizing polluted discharge to the extent feasible. Earthmoving activities would be limited to the Project site, and would
include a dust suppression management plan for disturbed areas. To reduce or eliminate sediment and other pollutants in
storm water discharges, a storm water retention basin would be constructed in the northeastern comer of the Project site to
retain the total volume of a three-inch precipitation covering the entire site with no reduction from infiltration. Thus, the
Project would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, and this impact would be less than
significant

5 I hp://www. calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Cortesel.ist/SeetionA.hum (07/21/2015)
htp:/iwww.calepa.ca.gov/sitecicanup/corteselist/SectionB.htm (07/21/2015)

l hup://www. calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/SectionC.him (07/21/20135)
Jiwww. calepa.ca gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/SectionD.

D.htm (07/21/2015
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b)

¢)

d)

e)

Imparial Caunty Planning & Development Services Department

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere

substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project 0 D 5 0
may impede sustainable groundwater management of the -

basin?

b) The Project does not include the drilling of wells and would not use groundwater. Water for construction (primarily dust
control) would be purchased from local IID irrigation canals or laterals in conformance with the IID construction water
acquisition requirements. Water for washing the PV modules, if required, would also be purchased from the IID and delivered
to the Project site by water trucks. A storm water retention basin would be constructed in the northeastern corner of the
Project site to retain (and infiitrate) the total volume of a three-inch precipitation covering the entire site. Thus, the Project
would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. The impact of
this issue is less than significant.

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 | O X O
manner which would:

(i) resultin substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; 0 0 X |

(i) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or O O X O
offslte;

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

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? 0O 0 K 0]

d) (i, i, iii & iv)

The Project area currently drains generally to the east-northeast at a very flat gradient of about 0.5 percent. To retain
the total volume of a three-Inch precipitation covering the entire site (with no reduction from inflitration), a storm
water retention basin would be constructed in the northeastern corner of the Project site. In addition to providing
containment of the Project site storm water, the retention basin would contain and control and potential erosion or
siltation off-site. Thus, the Project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area in a
manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site. This results in an impact which is less
than significant

In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of =

pollutants due to project inundation? O O X -

d) As noted above, the Project site would involve at-grade construction and would not alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site. To retain the total volume of a three-inch precipitation covering the entire site (with no reduction from infiltration), a
storm water retention basin would be constructed In the northeast corner of the Project site. Thus, the Project would not
substantially alter the existing drainage patterns of the site, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff, in
a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site. This results in an impact which is less than significant.

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 0 0 < m|
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan? -

e) As noted above, storm water from the Project site would be retained on site, and would not create or contribute runoff
water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff. This results in an Impact which Is less than significant. A review of the proposed water detention
basin will be required by DEH. The basin will be designed to drain within 72 hours. As noted above, the Applicant has stated
that a Notice of Intent to comply with the general permit for construction activities would be filed with the State Water
Resources Control Board, and the required Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be prepared and
implemented consistent with the requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board general permit and the ICPWD.
The SWPPP would utilize Best Management Practices (BMPs) in constructing the Project. As also noted above, the Project
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site would involve at-grade construction and would not alter the existing drainage pattern of the site. Further, to retain the
total volume of a three-inch precipitation covering the entire site (with no reduction from infiltration), a storm water retention
basin would be constructed on the northern edge of the Project site. As a result, the Project would not otherwise substantially
degrade water quality. This is an impact which is less than significant

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the profect:

a)  Physically divide an established community? O | O (|
a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19.0023. The gen-tie will be built in Public Works right of way and an
application for encroachment permit has been requested. The Project site is located about 6.5 miles south of the City of
Brawley and about three miles northeast of the City of Imperial. The closest residence is located approximately 200 feet south
of the Project site, with two others located less than 500 feet south of the Project site. All other residences are located at
distances of one mile or greater. The Project area is zoned MLI-3 (Mesquite Lake Heavy industrial). The Project would not
divide an established community, as there are no adjacent residential developments. There is no impact. There is no impact.

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

b) The Project area is zoned MLI-3 (Mesquite Lake Heavy Industrial), which is intended fo provide areas to
accommodate heavy intensity industrial type uses, including power plants (generation and transmission of
electrical energy). The generation and transmission of electrical power, including electrical generation plants less
than 50 MW, are permitted in the MLI-3 Zone subject to first securing a conditional use permit in accordance with
the procedures and standards established within Titie 9 of the Imperial County Code {Land Use Ordinance).
Through the approval of a CUP for the Project, the Project would be deemed consistent with the General Plan and
zoning designations for the properties. Additionally, a mitigation, monitoring and Reporting Program will require
approval and these mitigations will be applied during Pre-construction, construction and operational phases of
this project.

Xll. MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project:

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 O O X O
state?

a) a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The proposed Project site is located in lands that are
underiain by alluvial deposits. There are no known mineral resources that would be made unavailable by the
proposed Project. According to Figure 5 of the Conservation and Open Space Element, the project site is not
located on or in proximity to any mining resources, and no mineral resources are proposed to be removed from
the project area, excepting possibly soil from construction activities that is exempt from the California Surface
Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA), pursuant to §2714 (b) of the California Public Resources Code, Division 2,
Chapter 9.

Geothermal resource exploration was conducted in the general vicinity of the Project area In the 1970's and 1980’s
and, as a result, in the early 1980’s the United States Geological Service (USGS) designated about 12,640 acres
surrounding the Project area as a “Known Geothermal Resources Area” (KGRA).? In the mid-1980's the County
of Imperial approved a "Geothermal Overlay Zone" over an area of about 15,000 acres, including the Project area,
and this overiay zone was retained by the Mesquite Lake SPA. The South Brawley Prospect Geothermal Overlay
Zone Final EIR (County of Imperial 1983) estimated that the area covered by the overlay zone could support 745
MW of electrical power generation. However, due to the depth of the geothermal resource, no geothermal facilities
have been developed to date, but the potential exists for full development of geothermal resources within the
SPA

As described in the South Brawley Final EIR, assuming a well spacing of 30 acres per production well and 20 acres
per injection well, the extent of the well field that would be needed to support a 50 MW power plant would be

9 Mesquite Lake Specific Plan, 2006
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approximately 640 acres. However, it went on to emphasize that only a small fraction of this land area would
actually be disturbed, and that the balance would be available for agricultural or other uses. Therefore, the
proposed 19 acres Project would not be expected to adversely affect the siting or drilling of geothermal wells in
the future, should any be proposed, and the impact related to mineral resources would be less than significant

b)  Result in the loss of availabillty of a locally-important mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, O O X O
speclfic plan or other land use plan?
b) As noted above. The proposed 19 acre Project would not be expected to adversely affect the siting or drilling of geothermal
wells in the future, should any be proposed, and the impact related to mineral resources would be less than significant

Xll. NOISE

County of Imperial Noise Standards

The General Plan Noise Element (County of Imperial, 2015) provides the applicable noise standards for the Proposed project. The Noise Element limits
the noise level from any noise generating property to 50 dBA between 7 a.m. and 10 p.m. and 1o 45 dBA between 10 p.m. and 7 a.m. at the property line
of the nearest home. The Noise Element exempts construction noise from these standards, provided construction activities occur between 7 am. and 7
p.m. Monday thru Friday and between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m. on Saturday and construction noise does not exceed 75 dBA Leq averaged over 8 hours.

Would the project result in:

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 | O X 0
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?
a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The Imperial County Noise Element of the General Plan
directs that the noise level from construction shall not exceed 75 dBA Leq when averaged over an 8-hour period,
and measured at the nearest sensitive receptor. It also limits construction equipment operation to the hours of 7
a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday through Friday, and 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. Saturday. No commercial construction operations are
permitted on Sunday or holidays. Typical noise levels from construction equipment range from about 76 to 89 dBA,

Leq at a distance of 50 feet. 10 Noise from construction activities generally attenuates at a rate of 6 to 7.5 dBA per
doubling of distance from the noise source. Based on the terrain and layout of the proposed project site, an
attenuation of 7.5 dBA was assumed. Assuming an average of 85 dBA, Leq at 50 feet, construction noise levels
would attenuate to 37.6 dBA, Leq at a distance of 4,000 feet, which is the distance of the closest residence. This
impact is less than significant. Additionally, during construction, an occasional sound monitoring will be done by
on-gite third party environmental compliance personnel to insure of this compliance.

During operation of the facility, the property line noise standard of 50 dBA, Leq (daytime) and 45 dBA, Leq
(nighttime) may be applicable. During daytime hours the inverters and step-up transformers would produce a slight

humming or buzzing sound, estimated at 70 dBA at 10 feet'", or about 35 dBA at 250 feet, the distance to the
nearest property line. The Project would not require regular staff on-site, and so traffic on the access roads would
limited, primarlly to maintenance activities, and would consist of pickup trucks or equivalent vehicles. This impact
Is also less than significant.

b) Generation of excessive groundbome vibration or
groundborne noise levels? O O X O

b) Construction activities associated with the proposed Project may generate temporary substantial ground
vibration needed for pounding base ground components for the mounting of the solar panels. Long-term
operational activities associated with the proposed Project would also not involve the use of any equipment or
processes that would result in potentially significant levels of ground vibration. Thus, ground-bome vibration
impacts would be considered less than significant during both construction and operation of the proposed
Project. County third party monitors will be on-site as needed during construction activities to insure any ofthese
impacts are a less than significant impact.

10 Solar Gen 2 Solar Array Project Draft Environmental Impact Report, SCH# 2011121011.

11 Draft Environmental Impact Regrt for the Seville Solar Farm Complex, SCH. No. 2013091039! Agril 2014.
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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 0] 0 53 0
use airport, would the project expose people residing or =
working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

¢) The Project would not generate a significant permanent noise increase above levels existing without the project.
During daytime hours the inverters and step-up transformers would produce a slight humming or buzzing

sound, estimated at 70 dBA at 10 feet12, or about 35 dBA at 250 feet, the distance to the nearest property
boundary. The Project would not require regular staff on-site, and so traffic on the access roads would limited,
primarily to maintenance activities, and would consist of pickup trucks or equivalent vehicles. The Brawley
Municipal Airport, located 6.5 miles southeast of the Project site, is the closest airport. The Project site Is not
located within the Brawley Airport land use compatibility plan area, and would not expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels. There would be no impact from this issue. There are no
private airstrips within ten miles of the Project site, and thus would not expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels. The impact from this issue is less than significant.

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING Would the project:

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

a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The Project would not require any regular on-site employees, and
thus would not directly induce substantial population growth. Nor would the Project indirectly generate substantial
population growth, as it would not extend any growth-inducing infrastructure, This issue has no impact

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or hausing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing O | O X
elsewhere?
b) With very few employees, the Project would not displace existing housing, and housing would not be required off-site.
There is no impact from this Issue. The Project would not displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere. This issue has no impact

XV.  PUBLIC SERVICES

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered govemmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered govemmental facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response fimes or other
perforrnance objectives for any of the public services:

1)  Fire Protection? 0 n = O
a1) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The proposed Project would place less than significant

impact on fire and emergency services. The Project site plan accommodates the requirements of emergency
services which may need to respond to an emergency at the Project site. The Project site would be accessible
from both a primary and secondary access driveway. These driveways would each be provided with a
minimum of 30-foot double swing gates with “Knox Box" for keyed entry. Nominal 20-foot wide roads would
be provided between the PV arrays, as well as around the perimeter of the Project site inside the perimeter
security fence, to provide access for operational and emergency vehicles. This would allow fire trucks access
to the entire site accommodating the 300-foot long fire hoses. Fire extinguishers would be available around

12 Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Seville Solar Farm Complex, SCH. No. 2013091039, April 2014,
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the site during construction. Water that is used for construction would also be available for fire-fighting during

construction.

The Project would be operated remotely and would not include any regular on-site employees or habltable
structures. Further, once constructed, the Project area would house, use or create few hazardous materials.
The Project site and access roads would be cleared of all vegetation and would be malintained throughout the
operation of the Project. Employees would be allowed to smoke only in designated areas. The potential Impact
of the Project on fire protections/emergency services Is less than significant.

2) Police Protection? O X d O

a2) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The Project would also place very littie demand on
police protection services, which would be provided by the Imperial County Sheriff's Department. A seven (7)
foot high securlty fencing would be installed around the perimeter of the Project site (Mitigation Measure A-
1) at the commencement of construction and site access would be limited to authorized site workers. The
Project site would be accessible from both a primary and secondary access driveway, each of which would
be provided with a minimum of 30 foot double swing gates with “Knox Box" for keyed entry. An estimated
maximum of 24 construction workers would be on site at any one time. During operations, there would be no
staff on-site on a daily basis. During operation a motion detection system and closed circuit camera system
may also be installed, and the site would be remotely monitored 24 hours per day, 7 days per week. In addition,
routine unscheduled security rounds would be made by the security team monitoring the site. However, the
proposed project will create potential safety issues related to trespassing; therefore, impact of the Project on
police protections Is potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated.

MITIGATION MEASURE:

PS-1: The Permittee shall provide barbwire on the top side of the required fence prior to any construction or operational
phases, in an effort to prevent trespass onto the project site at any time

3) Schools? O O O X
a3) The Proposed Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts to school facilities. The Proposed Project would not
involve the modification of any schools or their facilities. The Proposed Project would not invite new populations to the proposed well
locations that would result in the permanent, and increased need for schools. No impact would occur.

4) Parks? O O O X
4) The Proposed Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts to parks. The Proposed Project would not involve
the modification of any parks or their facilities. The Proposed Project would not invite new populations to the proposed well locations
that would result in the permanent, and increased need for parks. No impact would occur.

5) Other Public Facilities? [ O O X

5) The Proposed Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts to public facilities. The Proposed Project would not
involve the modification of any public facliities. The Proposed Project would not invite new populations to the proposed well locations
that would result in the permanent, and increased need of public facilities. No impact would occur.

XVI. RECREATION

a) Would the project increase the uss of the existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational O 0 0 K
faclliies such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?
a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The Project is an industrial use with no on-site operational workers
and few construction workers. Thus, there not expected to be any increase in the use of existing parks that would cause or
accelerate substantial physical deterioration. There would be no impact to this issue

b)  Does the project include recrealional facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might O O O X
have an adverse effect on the environment?
b) The Project does not include or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. There would be no impact.
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XVIl. TRANSPORTATION  Would the project:

a)  Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing

the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and O a X O
pedestrian facillties?

a) A letter analyzing the potential traffic related-impacts associated with the construction and day-to-day operations of the
proposed Project prepared by Chen-Ryan (see CUP application and associated attachments). Based on the low traffic
volumes and good level of operations of both Harris Road and Dogwood Road, as well as the limited number of trips in which
the proposed Project is estimated to generate during construction and operation, the analysis concluded that no
traffic-related impacts would be associated with the Project during its typical daily operations or project construction, and
recommended that no mitigation nor additional analyses are needed. Therefore, the Project would appear to not conflict with
an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system.

There would be less than significant impacts. Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023

b)  Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with the CEQA m O X 0
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
b) For the same reasons discussed in the response above, the Project would not conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including but not limited to level of service standard and travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion/management agency for designated roads or highways. There would also be less than

significant impacts. Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023

¢) Substantially increases hazards due to a geomelric design

feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or d O X O
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

¢) The Brawley Municipal Airport, located 4 miles north of the Project site, is the closest airport. The Project site is not
located within the Brawley Airport land use compatibility plan area. The next closest airport is the Imperial County Airport,
located about 6.3 miles southwest of the Project area. The Project site is also not located within the Imperial County Airport
land use compatibility plan area. Thus, the Project would not be expected to result in a change in air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that resuits in substantial safety risks. There would be less than

significant impacts. Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 18-0023

d)  Resultin inadequate emergency access? | | X O

d) The amendment to add the Gen-tie line along Public Works Right of Way will require a review and approval for an
encroachment permit with Public Works. Other than the construction of one new driveway (another Is already
existing), the Project is proposing no changes to the public road system. The project would not substantially
increase hazards due fo a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses
(e.g., farm equipment). There would be no impact. The proposed Project site plan accommodates the
requirements of emergency services which may need to respond to an emergency at the Project. The Project site
would be accessible from both a primary and secondary access driveway. These driveways would each be
provided with a minimum of 30-foot double swing gates with “Knox Box" for keyed entry. Nominal 20-foot-wide
roads would be provided between the PV arrays, as well as around the perimeter of the Project site inside the
perimeter security fence, to provide access for operational and emergency vehicles. This would allow fire trucks
access to the entire site accommodating the 300-foot-long fire hoses. Thus, the construction and operation of the
Project would not result in inadequate emergency access

XVIll.  TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the

significance of a ftribal cultural resource, defined in Public

Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, O 0 7 0

cultural landscape that is geagraphically defined in terms of the size =

and scope of the landscape, sacred place or object with cultural

value to a Califomia Native American fribe, and that is:

(i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California

Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as define in O O X (W
Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k), or

Imperi@ County Planning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form
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(ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set
forth is subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code O O X O
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a California
Native American Tribe.

a) (i) No listings were found in the Callfornia Register of Historical Resources, in the local register of historical
resources as define in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)
(i) No resources were identlfied. No impacts. Additionally, the County sent formal AB 52 consultation letters to
Torres - Martinez Tribes and Quechan Tribes on May 13, 2020 and no formal consultation has been requested.

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project:

a)  Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treaiment or storm-water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications O | X O
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?
a) The Proposed Project area and location of proposed well sites do not currently contain any public utllities or services.
The Proposed Project would not require the construction of any water, wastewater, storm water, or energy facilities to
accommodate the demands of the Proposed Project. Water use associated with the Proposed Project would be limited to the
construction phase, and no infrastructure would be required to provide water to the Proposed Project area; water for dust
control will be from a contract with IID. The Proposed Project would not generate wastewater that would need to be treated
by a wastewater treatment facllity. Storm water control would be implemented for each well pad and access road. Due to the
Inck of public utilities and services available within the Proposed Project area, and the lack of need to provide expanded
services to accommodate the Proposed Project. These impacts are less than significant.

b)  Have sufficlent water supplies available to serve the project
from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development ] O X O
during normal, dry and multiple dry years?
b) All water needed during construction and operation would be obtained from the existing, adjacent IiD laterals or trucked
in from off-site. Water for construction (primarily dust control) would be purchased from local IID irrigation canals or laterals
in conformance with the |ID construction water acquisition requirements. Water would be picked up from an adjacent lateral
canal and delivered to construction site by a water truck capable of carrying approximately 4,000 gallons per load. It is
estimated that approximately 15 acre-feet of water would be needed for site grading and for dust control over the five-month
Project construction period. Water for washing the PV modules, if required, would be obtained from the IID or purchased
from other available sources and delivered to the Project site by water trucks. The volume of water to be used for PV module
washing and dust control, if needed, ie estimated at up to 15 acre feet per year. Because the potential water requirements are
small and obtained from existing facilities, the Project would not require or result in the construction of new water or water
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects.
This impact Is less than significant . Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023

¢) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has 0 O = |
adequate capacity fo serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?
c) Because the potential water requirements are small and obtained from existing facilities, the Project would not require or
result in the construction of new water or water treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental effects. The Project would generate small quantities of solid waste during the
five-month construction phase. The operatlon of the facility is expected to generate very little solid waste. Non-hazardous
construction and operations refuse and solld waste would be disposed of at a local landfill permitted to receive this waste,
while any hazardous waste generated during Project construction would be disposed of at a permitted hazardous waste
disposal facility. Because the amount of solid waste expected to be generated is small, local landfllls have more than
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sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs. This impact is less than significant.
This impact is less than significant. . Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 198-002

d)  Generate solid waste in excess of State ar local standards, or
in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise O O X O
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
d) The Project would generate small quantities of solid waste during the five-month construction phase. The operation of
the facillty is expected to generate very littie solid waste. Non-hazardous construction and operations refuse and solid waste
would be disposed of at a local landflll permitted to receive this waste, while any hazardous waste generated during Project
construction would be disposed of at a permitted hazardous waste disposal facility. Because the amount of solid waste
expected to be generated is small, local landfills have more than sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s
solld waste disposal needs. This impact is less than significant. Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 18-0023

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and 0 m < 0
reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
e) As noted above, the Proposed Project would comply with all applicable statutes and regulations related to solid waste.
Solid waste generated from the Proposed Project is expected to be minimal. This impact is less than significant.

XX.  WILDFIRE
If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, wouid the Project:

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

a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023As noted above in Section IX, the Proposed Project area is not
located within a fire hazard severity zone (CalFire 2007). As previously noted, construction of the Proposed Project would
not involve blocking or restricting any emergency access routes. The Proposed Project would not interfere with emergency
response plans or operations near the Proposed Project area. No impact would occur.

b)  Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to m n 0 X
poliutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire?
b) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 18-0023The Proposed Project would not involve development of structures
of infrastructure that would introduce new populations to the Proposed Project area that could resuit in impacts involving
wildfires. The proposed project would comply to the goals and policies identified in the County of Imperial General Plan
Seismic and Public Safety Element to provide adequate safety measures to protect residents within the Proposed Project
area. No impact would occur

c) Require the insiallation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire O O O X
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?
c) As noted above, the Proposed Project would not involve development of structures of infrastructure that would introduce
new populations to the Proposed Project area that could result in impacts involving wildfires. No impact would occur

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result O d O <
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?
d) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023As noted above, the Proposed Project would not involve

development of structures of infrastructure that would introduce new populations to the Proposed Project area that could
result in impacts involving wildfires. No impact would occur
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SECTION 3
lll. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines.

a)

b)

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 O a a O
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal,

eliminate tribal cultural resources or eliminate imporiant

examples of the major periods of Califomia history or

prehistory?

a) As identified in Section IV of this IS, the Proposed Project has the potential to 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, and/or reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal.
However, the Proposed Project would implement MM-BIO-1 through MM-BIO-10 1o reduce any potentially significant impacts to
biological resources. Additionally, the Proposed Project was determined to result in potentially significant impacts associated with
California history or prehistory. Implementation of MM-CUL-1 through MM-CUL-4 would reduce these impacts to less than significant.
Therefore, the Proposed Project would result in less than signlficant impacts with mitigation incorporated.

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but

cumulatively considerable? (‘Cumulatively considerable”

means that the incremental effects of a project are ] 0 0] 0
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of

past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the

effects of probable future projects.)

b) Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in a cumulative impact. All potentially significant impacts can be reduced
to less than significant via the implementation of mitigation measures. The cumulative impacts associated with the Proposed Project
are less than significant.

Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or

indirectly?

c) As noted abovs, all environmental impacts associated with m O 0 O
implementation of the Proposed Project can be reduce to less

than significant via implementation of mitigation measures.

The Proposed Project would not result in signiflcant impacts

on human beings. This impact is less than significant

c) As noted above, all environmental impacts associated with implementation of the Proposed Project can be reduce to less than

significant via implementation of mitigation measures. The Praposed Project would not result in significant impacts on human beings. This

impact is less than significant.
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IV. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED

This section identifies those persons who prepared or contributed to preparation of this document. This section is
prepared in accordance with Section 15129 of the CEQA Guidelines.

A. COUNTY OF IMPERIAL

Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services

Michael Abraham, AICP, Assistant Director of Planning & Development Services
David Black, Project Planner

Imperial County Air Pollution Control District

Department of Public Works

Fire Department

Ag Commissioner

Environmental Health Services

Sheriff's Office

B. OTHER AGENCIES/ORGANIZATIONS

e« D

e Public Works

« Division of Environmental Health
e Califomnla Fish and Wildlife

L ]

e ——
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V. REFERENCES

“County of Imperial General Plan EIR", prepared by Brian F. Mooney & Associates in 1993;
and as Amended by County in 1996, 1998, 2001, 2003, 2006 & 2008
“‘County of Imperial Title 9 Land Use Ordinance” originally Enacted in 1998 and Revised in 2003 and 2004, and
as Amended by the County in 2006, 2008, 2009 and 2013
“Mesquite Lake Specific Plan" approved by the Imperial County Board of Supervisors on March 14, 2006
1996 Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, Imperial County Airports” originally approved on September 22, 1982
and amended on June 5, 1991 and June 19, 1996
Williamson Act map created in 2012 by the Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department for the
Imperial County Board of Supervisor Order #10a
Imperial County Air Pollution Control District's CEQA Air Quality Handbook (November 2007)
U. S. Department of Homeland Security, Federal Emergency Management Agency's Flood Insurance Rate Maps,
effective September 26, 2008
California Department of Conservation, Imperial County Important Farmland 2012 Map published June 2014
Green Light FIT 2, LLC Valencia 2 Solar Project Description, Revised July 2015 (including all attachments):
Attachment A: Representative Photographs of the Project Area
Attachment B: Visual Simulations
Attachment C: Glare Assessment
Attachment D: California Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program Map of Project Area Important Farmland
Attachment E: California Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program Land Evaluation and Site Assessment
Attachment F: Air Pollution Emissions Estimates (CalEEMod)
Attachment G: Biological Resources Survey Technical Report
Attachment H: Focused Burrowing Owl Survey Report
Attachment |: Baseline Cultural Resources Survey Report
Attachment J: Traffic Impact Analysis
Attachment K: Preliminary Project Site Restoration Plan
http://www.quake.ca.gov/igmaps/FAM/faultactivitymap.htmi#. 2015-07-20.
http://www.quake.ca.qovigmaps/WH/regulatorymaps.htm. 2015-07-20
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/CorteseList/SectionA.htm (07/21/2015)
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/SectionB.htm (07/21/2015)
hitp://www.calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/SectionC.htm (07/21/2015)
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/SectionD.htm (07/21/2015)
Mesquite Lake Specific Plan, 2006
Solar Gen 2 Solar Array Project Draft Environmental Impact Report, SCH# 2011121011.

. Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Seville Solar Farm Complex, SCH. No. 2013091039, April 2014.

California Ethanol and Power Imperial Valley 1 Draft Environmental Impact Report SCH # 201210136
Imperial County Air Pollution Control District's comment letters dated January 24 and 29, 2015

. Division of Environmental Health's (Imperial County Public Health Department) comment letter dated July 29, 2015
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VI. FINDINGS

This is to advise that the County of Imperial, acting as the lead agency, has conducted an Initial Study to
determine if the project may have a significant effect on the environmental and is proposing this Negative
Declaration based upon the following findings:

D The Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence that the project may have a significant effect on
the environment and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

@ The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects but:

)] Proposals made or agreed to by the applicant before this proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
was released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly
no significant effects would occur.

(2) There is no substantial evidence before the agency that the project may have a significant effect on
the environment.

3) Mitigation measures are required to ensure all potentially significant impacts are reduced to levels of
insignificance.

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
If adopted, the Negative Declaration means that an Environmental Impact Report will not be required. Reasons
to support this finding are included in the attached Initial Study. The project file and all related documents are

available for review at the County of Imperial, Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street,
El Centro, CA 92243 (442) 265-1736.

NOTICE

The public is invited to comment on the proposed Negative Declaration during the review period.

L-ll-2020 & MV«KA

Date of Determination Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services

The Applicant hereby acknowledges and accepts the results of the Environmental Evaluation Committee (EEC) and
hereby agrees to implement all Mitigation Measures, if applicable, as outlined in the MMRP.

=
. LJ 6 M -Z202-

App cant‘Sﬂgnature Date
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MITIGATION, MONTORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

DRAFT MITIGATION MEASURES

PURSUANT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE

June 11, 2020
IGS
[CUP #20-0004 amending CUP 19-0018]

(APN 040-360-034-000)

(CEQA - Mitigated Negative Declaration)

Pursuant to the review and recommendations of the Imperial County Environmental Evaluation Committee (EEC) on
September 9, 2015, the following Mitigation Measures are hereby proposed for the project:

Monitoring Verifiation
MM 8 Mitigation Measure Responsibility Timing {Date and
Initials)
Aesthetics
Imperial County
The permittee shall provide a solid fence on the east and south boundaries of the project area | pjanning & .
where the height of the fence shall be seven (7) feet above grade, which are depicted on the | pevelopment Prior to
A-1 Valencia Solar Project 3 site plan. The fence shall be installed prior to the operational phase of the | saryices operational
project. Department RiasE
{ICPDS)
Alr Quality
The Permittee shall comply at all times with the Imperial County Air Pollution Control District's | ICPDS & During all
AQ-1 (ICAPCD) Regulation VIll, Fugitive Dust Control. The primary pollutant controlled by this | Imperial County | phases of the
regulation is PM10, “"fugitive dust." All identified PM10 sources associated with the | Air Pollution | project
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Monitorin Merificution
MM # Mitigation Measure Res onsIbIII‘ty Timing (Date and
. P - Initials)
construction and operation of the Tach , such as open areas, roads, stock piles, material | Control District
transport and grading activities, shall be controlled such that surface areas are stabilized and | (ICAPCD)
visible dust emissions are below 20%. Any control measure not listed within the appropriate
sections of Regulation ViII, such as but not limited to watering, graveling, chemical stabilizers
and wind barriers shall not be utilized without prior approval from the ICAPCD.
The Permittee shall submit to the ICAPCD for approval a “Construction Dust Control Plan” with A0 days;prir
Enhanced Measures, identifying all sources of PM10 emissions and associated mitigation tothe
AQ-2 . ; ) . X ICPDS & ICAPCD | issuance of a
measures during the construction phases of the project, 30 days prior to the issuance of a building
buildi ermit.
L8 RErm permit
30 days prior
P : u i 5 to the
AQ-3 The Per'mtttee shfall submit to the.ICAPCD .fc.>r approval an “Operational Dust Control Plan” 30 ICPDS & ICAPCD | issuance of 3
days prior to the issuance of the Final Certificate of Occupancy. building
permit
10 days prior
The permittee shall submit to the ICAPCD a “Construction Notification Form” ten (10} days ta thestartof
AQ-4 . . L ICPDS & ICAPCD | any earth
prior to commencement of any earthmoving activity. .
moving
activity
Prior to the
The permittee shall submit payment to the ICAPCD of “Rule 310 Operational Development issuance of a
AGES Fees” for all applicable structures prior to the issuance of a building permit. ICRDS.& JEAPLD building
permit
The Permittee shall comply with all applicable standard mitigation measures for construction
combustion equipment for the reduction of excess NOx emissions as identified in the air quality
analysis and as contained in the Imperial County CEQA Air Quality Handbook and associated During
lati : i
AQ6 regulations, such as ICPDS & ICAPCD construction
phase of the
*  Utilize all Tier 3 or Tier 4 construction equipment. project

e  Prohibit idling of equipment not in use; for equipment in use reduce idling time to a
maximum of 5 minutes.
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Mitigation Measure

Monitoring
Responsibility

Timing

Verification
(Date and
Initials)

¢ Where feasible replace fossil fuel burning equipment with electrically driven equivalents
provided they are not powered via a portable generator.
»  Register all portable engines 50 horse power or §reater with the ICAPCD.

AQ-7

Permittee shall also apply enhanced measures to assure reduced levels of NOx are maintained
during the construction phase of the project, by:

e Providing the ICAPCD prior to any earthmoving activity and in periodic intervals
throughout the actual construction of the project a complete “Construction Equipment List,”
identifying all construction equipment to be utilized during the construction phase, by Make,
Model, Year, Horsepower, hours of operation, and quantity. Prior to the issuance of the Final
Certificate of Occupancy, the ICAPCD shall assess the project’s overall NOx emissions against
established thresholds found in the Imperial County CEQA Air Quality Handbook.

* In the event the project exceeds the NOx emission thresholds, the Permittee shall either
provide for an "Off-site" mitigation that will reduce the identified excess emissions or comply
with Policy number 5. Policy number 5 allows a project to pay in-lieu impact fees utilizing the
most current Carl Moyer Cost Effective methodolog to reduce excess NOx emissions.

ICPDS & ICAPCD

During
construction
phase of the
project

Biological Resources

BR-1

Prior to any construction activities commencing on site, contractors shall attend a Worker
Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) regarding sensitive biological resources potentially
occurring within the BSA. The program shall be presented by a person knowledgeable about the
biology of the covered species. At a minimum, the program shall cover the distribution of special-
status species, general behavior and ecology of these species, their sensitivity to human activities,
their legal protection, the penalties for violation of state and federal laws, reporting requirements,
project mitigation measures, and measures to implement in the event that this species is found
during construction. A fact sheet containing this information shall also be prepared and distributed.
The program shall be presented to all members of the construction crew prior to the start of project
construction activities. New employees shall receive formal, approved training prior to working
onsite. Upan completion of the orientation, emplayees will sign a form stating that they attended
the program and understand all protection measures. These forms shall be made available to CDFW
upon request.

ICPDS

Prior to any
construction
activities

BR-2

In accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFW 2012), a preconstruction
take avoidance survey shall be conducted (CDFW 2012). If the burrowing owl is absent, then no
mitigation is required. If present, the following mitigation shall be implemented.

ICPDS

Survey prior
to any
construction
activities. If
species
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Monitoring Verlfication
MM # Mitigation Measure Responsibility Timing (Date and
Initials)
If burrowing owls and their habitat can be protected in place on or adjacent to a project site, then present,
disturbance impacts shall be minimized through the use of buffer zones, visual screens, or other timing as
measures in accordance with CDFW (2012). indicated in
mitigation
Occupied burrows shall be avoided during the breeding period from February 1 through August 31 ffigasure and
(CDFW 2012). “Occupied” is defined as a burrow that shows sign of burrowing owl occupancy within prior to any
the last 3 years. Occupied burrows shall also be avoided during the non-breeding season. impact to the
Burrow exclusion is a technique of installing one-way doors in burrow openings during the non- Specles:
breeding season to temporarily exclude burrowing owls, or permanently exclude burrowing owls
and close burrows after verifying burrows are empty by site monitoring and scoping (CDFW 2012).
Mitigation for permanent impacts to nesting, occupied, and satellite burrows and/or burrowing owl
habitat is required such that the habitat acreage, number of burrows and burrowing owls impacted
are replaced based on the burrowing owi life history information provided in Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFW 2012). Coordination with CDFW may be necessary for the
development of site-specific avoidance and mitigation measures.
Protection of nesting birds would be required in compliance with the MBTA and to avoid impacts
to nesting birds. To avoid impacts to nesting birds and to comply with the MBTA, clearing of
vegetation should occur between non nesting (or non-breeding) season for birds (generally, Survey prior
September 1 to February 1). If this avoidance schedule is not feasible, the alternative is to carry out to any
the clearing of vegetation associated with construction under the supervision of a qualified construction
biologist. This shall entail a pre-construction nesting bird survey conducted by a qualified biologist activities.  If
within 14 days prior to initiating ground disturbance activities. The survey shall consist of full species
coverage of the proposed disturbance limits and a 500 foot buffer. The buffer shalt be determined present,
BR-3 by the biologist and will take into account the species nesting in the area and the habitat present. | |cpps timing as
If no active nests are found, no additional measures are required. If “occupied” nests are found, indicated in
the nest locations shall be mapped by the biologist, utilizing GPS equipment. The nesting bird mitigation

species shall be documented and, to the degree feasible, the nesting stage (e.g., incubation of eggs,
feeding of young, near fledging). The biclogist shall establish a no disturbance buffer around each
active nest. The buffer will be determined by the biologist based on the species present and
surrounding habitat. No construction or ground disturbance activities shall be conducted within the
buffer until the biologist has determined the nest is no longer active and has informed the
construction supervisor that activities may resume.

measure and
prior to any
impact to the
species.
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Monitorin Seicatian

MM # Mitigation Measure Re nsibiliy Timing (Date and

e Initials)
If pre-construction surveys determine either the presence of special status species or sensitive
biological resources, a construction monitor may be needed during construction. If determined
necessary, construction monitoring shall be conducted by a qualified biologist. The biologist shall
be given autharity to execute the following functions:
e Establish construction exclusion zones and make recommendations for implementing Survey prior
erosion control measures in temporary impact areas. to any
; g o . construction

° Ensure all construction activities stay within the staked construction zone and do not go -

e . activities. If
beyond the limits of disturbance. .

species

. Minimize trimming/removal of vegetation to within the Project impact area. present,

BR-4 ICPDS timing as
. Restrict non-essential equipment to the existing roadways and/or disturbed areas to avoid indicated in
disturbance to existing adjacent native vegetation. mitigation

- . . . measu d
o Install and maintain appropriate erosion/sediment control measures, as needed, il
] i prior to any
throughout the duration of work activities. ,
impact to the
During construction, biological monitors shall inspect and verify field conditions, as needed, to species.
ensure that wildlife and vegetation adjacent to the BSA are not harmed. The biological monitor
shall coordinate with the construction foreman and construction crew and shall have the authority
to immediately stop any activity that has the potential to impact special-status species or remove
vegetation not specified in this report.
Cultural Resources
. . . ) ) ] During
A gualified professional paleontological monitor shall be present as needed during ground-breaking round
activities that will excavate more than thirty (30) inches of soil as part of the associated the Ereakin
project’s construction. If paleontological resources are identified during construction, the depth of activit ind

CR-1 excavation that requires paleontological monitoring shall be determined by the paleontological | ICPDS ossib‘ll
monitor and the project proponent based on initial observations during construction earth moving. 3urin v
In general, a paleontological monitor will not be required after possible fossil bearing sediments 6 .

construction
have been fully explored.
phase.

CR-2 A qualified professional archaeological monitor shall be present as needed during earthmoving ICPDS During

activities that will excavate more than thirty (30) inches of soil as part of the project’s construction. ground-
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Monitoring [Eariention
MM & Mitigation Measure Responsibility Timing (Date and
Initlals)
If cultural deposits or sensitive remains are discovered during construction, construction activities breaking
within 200 feet of the discovery shall be halted or diverted. If cultural deposits are discovered, a activity and
qualified professional archaeological monitor shall be notified; if sensitive remains are discovered, possibly
the Imperial County Coroner shall be notified (Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code). If the during
archeological monitor determines that the remains are Native American, the archeological monitor construction
will notify the NAHC which will designate a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) for the Project (Section phase.
5097.98 of the Public Resources Code). The designated MLD then has 48 hours from the time access
to the property is granted to make recommendations concerning treatment of the remains (AB
2641). If the tandowner does not agree with the recommendations of the MLD, the NAHC can
mediate (Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code), If no agreement is reached, the iandowner
must rebury the remains where they will not be further disturbed (Section 5097.98 of the Public
Resources Code). This will also include either recording the site with the NAHC or the appropriate
Information Center; using an open space or conservation zoning designation or easement; or
recording a document with the county in which the property is located (AB 2641).
Geology and Soils
Prior to approval of a grading or a building permit, a California certified civil/geotechnical engineer
shall prepare a geotechnical investigation of the Project site that includes appropriate subsurface
exploration, laboratory testing, and evaluation of potential geotechnical constraints to critical | ICPDS & Imperial | Prior to the
Project structures, including liquefaction, corrosion, seismic shaking and shrink swell evaluations. | County issuance  of
GS-1 . - . . . e . . )
The report shall include specific recommendations to address issues identified in the geotechnical | Department  of | grading/build
investigation of the Project site to meet State and County seismic building code requirements. An | Public Works ing permit
ICPDS approved third party environmental monitor shall be on site during geotechnical
investigations.
Public Services
Prior to
PS-1 The Permittee may provide barbwire on the top side of the required fence prior to operational ICPDS :zr;structaon
phases, in an effort to prevent trespass onto the project site at any time. .
operational
phases.

(Lead Monitoring Agency: Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department)

RF\S:\APN\040\360\034\CUP20-0004\EEC\MMRP (CUP20-0004) dacx




TELEPHONK: (442) 265-1600

150 BOUTH NINTH STREBT
92243-2850 FAX: (442) 263-1799

BL CENTRO,CA

May 7, 2020

Jim Minnick, Director

Imperial County Planning & Development Services
801 Main Street

El Centro, CA 92243

SUBJECT: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 20-0004—Valencia 3 Gen-tie Line Minor
Madification (Amendment to CUP 15-0021 and CUP 19-0018

Dear Mr. Minnick:

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (“Air District”) would like to thank you for the
opportunity to review and comment on Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 20-0004 (“Project”) that
would amend CUP 15-0021 and CUP 19-0018 to allow construction of a Gen-tie Electrical Line
from the Valencia 3 Solar Project Site (also identified as Assessor Parcel Number 040-360-034-
000) along Harris Road for approximately one (1) mile to and existing 12.5 kV line. The Project is
necessary as the Imperial Irrigation District has determined that there is insufficient capacity to
connect to a 92 kV "J" line as previously planned. The Air District understands that CUP 20-0004
will relocate the Gen-tie/interconnection line to approximately one (1) mile west along Harris Road

where it connect to an existing 12.5kV line.

Provided there are no changes to the air quality conditions of the existing CUP(s) the Air District
has no comment.

The Air District's Rules and Regulations can be found on its website at
https://apcd.imperiaicounty.org. Please feel free to contact the Air District should you have any
questions at (442) 265-1800.

v W, RECEIVED

ental Coordinator MAY 07 2020
IMFERIAL COUNTY
) PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
Monica Spuliey
APC Division Manager
CUP 20-0004 Page 1 0f 1

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY / AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPFLOYER
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51612020 Mail - Kimberly Noriega - Outlook

RE: fima & Materiad Projact CUPRP20-0004 Valencia 3

Mario Salinas <MarioSalinas@co.imperial.ca.us>

Me 4/28/2020 1 57 PM

To: Carina Gomez <CarinaGomez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Derek Newland <DerekNewland@co.imperial.ca.us>; Diana Robinson
<DianaRobinson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Gabriela Robb <GabrielaRobb@co.imperial.ca.us>; Joe Hernandez
<JoeHernandez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Kimberly Noriega <KimberlyNoriega@co.imperial.ca.us>; Linda Hunt
<LindaHunt@co.imperial.ca.us>; Maria Scoville <mariascoville@co.imperial.ca.us>; Mariela Moran
<MarielaMoran@co.imperial.ca.us>; Melissa Pacheco <MelissaPacheco@co.imperial.ca.us>; Sergio Rubio

<SergioRubio@co.imperial.ca.us>
Good afternoon Ms, Gomez,

Pertaining to CUP 20-0004, Division of Environmental Health does not have any comments at this time.

Thank you,

Mario Salinas, MBA

Environmental Health Compliance Specialist |
Imperial County Public Health Department |
Division of Environmental Health R EC E iv E ﬂ

797 Main Street Suite B, El Centro, CA 92243

mariosalinas@co.imperial.ca.us AR 28 2028
Phone: (442) 265-1888 IMPEHIAL GOunrY
Fax: (442) 265-1903
e, PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICF
. QUBLse

=

" e

The preceding e-mail message (including any attachments) contains information that may be confidential, be protected by the attorney-
client or other applicable privileges, or constitute non-public information. It is intended to be conveyed only to the designated recipient(s).
If you are not an intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender by replying to this message and then delete it from your
system. Use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction of this message by unintended recipients is not authorized and may be unlawful.

https:/outiook.office365.com/mail AAMKAGM 1Z)ZjNDkwLTk1MmItNGNIYS04ANTI2L TEWMWI4ZTe1 NmUzNEuMAAMBTh K4U! w L 4(: Id Bx‘l AQ... 12

ORIG



5/68/2020 Mail - Kimberly Nariega - Outlook
<doigeS=icino@cu imipe,dal ca usy; Kimberly Noriega <KimberlyNoriega@co.impenal <3 us>», Laryssa Alvarado
<taryssadlvarado@co imoatial ca us=: Linda Hunt <LlindaHunt@co impenal ca us>: Maria Scoville
<matlastovitle®en imperial coogss; Magiela Moran <MapelaMoran@eoamasrial ca us» Mario Saiinas
zMariosalina=oco iinpeiial ca.us>; Matl Dessert <MattDesserl @coamperial.ca.uss; Melissa Pachecno
<MelissalPachoca@en imperial ca us = Michael Abianain <MichaelAtmaham@ oo imperial ca us>; Michelle
Cdginon «Michellehdgmon@co imperial ca us>; Michelle Garcla <MichelleGarcia@co imperial ca us>; Monica
Souciel ~:ManicaSoucter @co.imparial.ca.us>; Patricia Valenzuela <PatriciaValeneuela@co.imperial.ca.us»; Paul
Deol <FoulDeolid o nmperial.ca us>, Reyes Ruriero <ReyesRonielo@oa itnpedal.ca us>, Rita Ramos
<RitaRamos@co impurial.ca.uss; Robert Malek <RobertMalek@co.imperial.ca.us>; Rosa Lupez
<Rosal npez@co imperial ca us>; Rosa Soto <RasaScto@co.imperial ca.us>; Sandra Mendivil
<SandraMandivil@co snperial ca us; Satah Sauer <SarahSauer@co.impernial ca.us>; Sergio Rubio
<Serglokubin@co impenal ca.us>; Tony Rouhatas < lanyRouhotas@co imperial ca us>; Vanessa Ramirez
<VancsseRamirez@co irperial.Ca.uss
Subject: [ime & Material Project CUP20 0004-Valencia 3

Thcink v,

Canina A~ Gcruuzz

Administrative Secretary

IMPERIAL COUNTY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
501 Main 51 Bl Cuntro TA 92243

P(A42) 285-173R F (2477265 1735

The preceding e-mail message {including any attachments) contains information that may be confidential, be protected by the attorney-client or ather
applicable privileges, or canstitute non-public infarmation. It is intended to be conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). If you are not an intended
recipient of this message, please notify the sender hy replying to thls message and then delete it from your system. Use, dissemination, distribution, or

reproduction of this message by unintended recipients is not authorized and may be unlawful.

https://outiook.office365.com/mail/AAMKAGM1ZjZiNDkwL Tk 1MmItNGNIYSO04NTI2LTEWMWI4ZTc1 NmUzNEuMAMAB?th»UQ rRLK4ckldgBx1AQ... 2/2
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/ g
I.C. PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT.
801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243 (760) 482-4236

—

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

- APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE ALL NUMBERED black) SPACES ~ Please typs or print -
PROPERTY OWNER'S NAME EMAIL ADDRESS
Jonhes & Union - (Valencia # 3) ¢/o Jurgheuberger@gmall.com
|2 MAILING ADDRESS (Street / P O Box, Clly, Staie) ZIP CODE PHONE NUMBER
604 Sutier St., Sulte D, Folsom, Ca 95630 916-985-8461
[ 3. APPLICANT'S NAME EMAIL ADDRESS
IGE (Nael Zayed) NaelZayed@igs.com
4. MAILING ADDRESS (Street /PO Bmz. Siate CODE PHO| UMBER
00 Emerald Paﬂtw‘y Dublin, O w ! %16 '148'51%195
4, EaGlNEER S NAME CA. LICENSE NO. | EMAIL ADDRESS
5. I\:IA!ALING ADDRESS (Street /P O Box, Chy, Stats) ZIP CODE PHONE NUMBER
6. ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO. SIZE OF PROPERTY (n square ZONING {eststing)
040-360.034-000 40 of wich 19 are belng used 00 M2
#

PROPERTY (sfte) ADDRESS
20 West Hammis Rd., Imperial, Ca.

[8  GENERAL LOCATION (Le. 3? town, cross street)
east of Dogwood Rd Harris Rd, (NW comer)

9. LEGALDESCRIPTION TR285T148,R14E

PLEASE PROVIDE CLEAR & CONCISE INFORMATION (ATTACH SEPARATE SHEET IF NEEDED)

10. DESCRIBE PROPOSED USE OF PROPERTY (st and describe in detat)
Minor modification to tranamtssion line routing per requirement of (ID, see altached document. Project remains the same and is

7. DESCRIBE CURRENT USE OF PROPERTY _ Vacan - camenly under consiruction for 3 MW project

12. DESCRIBE PROPOSED SEWER SYSTEM NA

13. DESCRIBE PROPOSED WATER SYSTEM NA

14. DESCRIBE PROPOSED FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM on site storage tanks supplied from canal by IID

15. 1S PROPOSED USE A BUSINESS? IF YES, HOW MANY EMPLOYEES WILL BE AT THIS SITE?
ﬂ Yes [] No I

| / WE THE LEGAL OWNER (S) OF THE ABOVE PROPERTY REQUIRED SUPPORT DOCUMENTS
CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION SHOWN OR STATED HEREIN
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A SITEPLAN
jurg heubemer [or applicant March 24, 2020
P s B. FEE

P ‘ Dale

. OTHER
Print Name Do D. OTHER

~Signatire :
APPLICATION RECEIVED BY: ;; 7 ; DATE % 22 _/‘:t J REVIEW | APPROVAL BY
T OTHER DEPT'S required
APPLICATION DEEMED COMPLETE BY: DATE O Pw
O EHS" CUP #

APPLICATION REJECTED BY- DATE B Arcé
TENTATIVE HEARING BY: DATE - B Y -ﬂﬂ y
FINAL ACTION: [1 APPROVED  [J DENED DATE [ TTe—

IS
EEC ommW/ﬂ
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Transmittal Memos /D

from
JURG HEUBERGER ‘\/

April 13, 2020 %/

TO: Jim Minnick, Director ICPDS

RE: Minor Modification to CUP for Valencia 3

Jim:
Attached is an application along with a T & M deposit in the amount of $5000.00 to process a minor
modification to the above CUP.

As discussed with you via prior emails, the 11D has determined that they do in fact not have the capacity
on the 92 KV line adjacent to the project site that originally had been planned and approved.

This has placed the project in some difficulty as it is currently nearing completion of construction.

The IID has indicated that the project needs to connect to an existing 12.5 KV line about a mile west of
the project site along Harris Rd.

Therefore, the owner/applicant must now construct a new 12.5 KV line along Harris Rd. to connect the
project to an existing 12.5 KV line that the IID has confirmed has capacity.

To that end we are applying for an encroachment permit, with Public Works, and have discussed this
with John Gay, Director of PW.

We recognize that the current “waorld” environment surrounding COVID 19 has placed some limitations
on your and your staff. However, as you can see given the change necessitated by the lID and the fact
that the project is under construction nearing completion, there are also some very difficult time
constraints on the developer. We would appreciate anything your office can do to review and modify
the CUP as quickly as possible. Again, we understand that CEQA compliance will need to be done but
given the location we again feel that there are no significant impacts if any.

Please consider the possibility of an exemption under CEQA, and if not an expedited ND.

Thank you as always for your assistance.

RECEIVED

APR 14 2020

IMPERIAL COUNTY
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

EEC ORIGINAL PKG.



Minor Modification/Amendment Request for:
CUP 15-0021
Valencia 3
APN: 040-360-034-000

REQUESTED ACTION:

The original CUP for Valencia 3 was approved by the County of Imperial with the
following “Electrical Power System” (S1-4-d);

d. Project Facilities: 1. Electrical Power System—Electricity generated by the PV modules
would be collected by a direct current (DC) collection system routed underground in
trenches. This DC power would be delivered to one of the pad mounted inverters in
weatherproof enclosures located within the arrays. The inverters would convert the DC
power to three phase alternating current (AC). The inverters could be connected to an AC
interconnection facility which, if needed, would raise the voltage to either 12.5 kV or 34.5
kV. Underground 12.5 kV or 34.5 kV collection lines would transmit the eleciricity to the
eastern edge of the Project site, where the underground electric lines would be routed fo
a step up transformer which would raise the voltage to 92 kV. The 92 kV conductors
would be routed up a new iID pole (located inside the fenced Project boundary) on risers,
through a meter and switch, and on to the approximately 100 foot interconnection with

the IID 92 kV "J" line.

Given that the Imperial Irrigation District has now determined that they do not have
capacity on the 92kV (“J") line that is adjacent to the project site, the folliowing change is
needed.

d. Project Facilities: 1. Electrical Power System—Electricity generated
by the PV modules would be collected by a direct current (DC)
collection system routed underground in trenches. This DC power
would be delivered to one of the pad mounted inverters in
weatherproof enclosures located within the arrays. The inverters
would convert the DC power to three phase alternating current (AC).
The inverters could be connected to an AC interconnection facility
which, if needed, would raise the voltage to 12.5 kV. Underground
12.5 kV collection lines would transmit the electricity to the south-
eastern edge of the Project site, where the underground electric lines
would be routed to an overhead line that would then cross over Harris
Rd. to a new line being constructed along the south side of Harris Rd..
The interconnection to the existing 12.5 KV line located about 1 mile
west along Harris Rd. would then be made via a new line installed in
the County ROW along a path shown on the attached Exhibit. This
new line would be constructed by the developer and then turned over
to the IID for ownership.

EEC ORIGINAL PKG.



The remainder of the project description under S-1 would remain as written.

There would be no other changes to the project and therefore to the CUP. Given that
this is the result of direction from the IID and given that the new line will be within an
existing ROW for Harris Rd., we consider this a “Minor Modification” within the scope of

the current CUP.

Furthermore, given that the construction will be done within an existing disturbed area,
i.e. the ROW for Harris Rd., there should be no or minimal environmental impacts.
Hence we would request that the County either find this exempt under CEQA or issue a

Negative Declaration.

Thank you.

EEC ORIGINAL PKG.
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VALENCIA 3 PROJECT
B521 DIST. CKT. (GEN-TIE) - LOCATION MAP
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VALENCIA 3 PROJECT
B521 DIST. CKT. (GEN-TIE) - GENERAL PLAN VIEW
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SOLAR PV PROJECT

VALENCIA 3
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BILL OF MATERIAL:

Material
No.
30000210
30000219
40002838
40002848

Description

E

45 FT. POLE WOOD DISTRIBUTION

2
e
8

50 F 1. POLE WOOD DISTRIBUTION

OLT-MACHI NE B GALVANIZED

BOLT-MACHNE 5/8 X 10 GALVANIZED

BOLT-MACHINE 6/8 X 12 | NCH GALVANIZED

S
RIS &]or

BOLT-MACHINE 58 X 14 GALVANIZED

BRACE-REVERS. WOOD X-ARM 72 SP X22* DRP

CROSSARM-10 FOOT 8-PIN PENTA TREATED

INSULATOR-D.E. DISTRIB. POLYMER, 16 KV

INSULATOR-PIN TYPE 14.4 KV F-NECK GREY

[NUT-LOCK_MF TYPE 1/2_IN. SQUARE GALV

NUT-LOCK, PESB IN. SQUARE GALV

ASHERLOCK DBLE COIL SPRING 1/2" GALV

WASHER-LOCK DBLE COIL SPRING 58" GALV

WASHER-LOCK DBLE COfL SPRING 3/411_GALV

FN-‘II'&I_ LG SHANK 6/EX11-1/2° WNUTS

SIGR-(HIOH VOLTAGE) VELLOW 4 X2

STRI P-VISI B PE-L YELLOV

ﬁs:<a:qmzsanﬂam343ms§§
K

WASHER-RO(M SMaIN(12

WASHER-SQUARE 1118 IN-2X2X 1/8 INCH

WASHER-SQ CURVED 11/16°3 X3 X 1/4 INCH

Bi=is
=

mmw ALL SIZES
ALLS

DEADEND STRAIN CLAMP

CLAMP, GROUND ROD

#8-#2CU.

ROD, GROUND 58" x 8, COPPERWELD

|13 813!* N

STAPLE, GROUND WIRE COPPERWELD 1-14" x 1/4°

&
2
Q2
@

WIE-CG‘PER“ SOL S.D. BARE 50 LB COIL

-
&

] CE GROUNDING

B

AMPACT WNETAP SEESTANDARD 203.6 TABLE 18A.

U JA.A—"‘ AL U BER

BERGLASS
P U

PRIMARY CONNECTORS

GUY, DO D

CLAMP-STRAIN DE STR CLEVIS #2477 MCM t

CLEVIS-THIMBLE §/8° GALV FORGED STEEL

NUT-LOCK, MF TYPE 34 IN SQUARE

SIGN-LABEL "CN" YELLOW ON BLACK 3.5"4"

STRIP-VISIBILITY 2 X 14" TYPE-L YELLOW

GUY ANCHOR

GUARD-GUY 8 FT YELLOW, POLYETHYLENE

nmumm GUY 120 INCH X 30,000

cly (TR R GALV CLASS A

GHPSTEEL GIY 7/16°_INCH GALVANIZED _

G DOWI HD

GUY, DOWN

WIRE-ALUMINUM TIE #8 SO BARE SOFT DRAWN

W.T-'MONNEQH X 12 GALVANIZED

AL AL‘I Al ":'

W M 3'18‘4X4X1M IN.

ANCHOR , HELIX:
DOUBLEB'(H,DOIBLE‘IO'OR,SNG.E 12° OR, SINGLE 14"

1 #0-100, CHANCE #2334 P

B
alal a mmq....»;lgau;;-a-n;.-nag

BR( & (e[6[8|e[s|s (e (R [n]s]s 8 (8[8 (8 [a[2 (s ¢ [» [5|=(a(s e e[ [n s mJa B|s[R(2|8[sR|r mJn BlB (R alafels d

alal & &anwgdnglg.--SanuaL_‘,_,Aglw
$

EYENUT, FOR 1" ANCHOR ROD TWIN-EYE
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