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SECTION 1 
INTRODUCTION 

A. PURPOSE 

This document is a D policy-level, ~ 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. 

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

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

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

• 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. 

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

181 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 to 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 lmperial's Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended 
(California 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 signifJCance) 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 

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

SECTION2 

II. 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 
entitlements 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. 

SECTION3 

Ill. 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. 
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V. REFERENCES lists bibliographical materials used in preparation of this document. 

VI. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 

E. SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 

For evaluation of environmental impacts, each question from the Environmental Checklist Fonn 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 lmpacr 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. 

F. POLICY-LEVEL or PROJECT LEVEL ENVIRONMENT AL ANALYSIS 

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration will be conducted under a D policy-level, [gl project level analysis. 
Regarding mitigation measures, it is not the intent of this document to "over1ap" 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. 

G. TIERED DOCUMENTS AND INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE 

lnfonnation, 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 documentto 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 El R 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.• 

2. 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]). If an 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: 

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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 infonnation 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 
infonnation and/or data will be cited in the appropriate sections. 

• 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. 
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• The material to be incorporated in this document will include general background infom1ation (CECA 
Guidelines Section 15150[ij). This has been previously discussed in this document. 
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II. 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 Bernardino 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 IID 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 turned 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 eastern 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 110 92 kV "J" line. Recently, !!12..hu 
determined that they do not have capacity on the 92 kV (11J 11

) llne. 

The following changes are needed: d) Project Facilities: 1. Electrical Power System- Electncity 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 llne 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 turned over to the IID for ownership. 
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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 (IID) 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 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). 

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 pertent. To retain the total volume of a three-inch precipitation covering the entire site with no reduction from 
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infiltration a stom1 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 
thereon in order to provide mosquito 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 irrigation 
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 
canying 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 IID 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 normal 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 farmland 
12. Other public agencies whose approval is required {e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation 
agreement.): 

• Conditional Use Permit (Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department) 
• Grading Permit (Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department) 
• Building Permits {Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department) 
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• Dust Control Plan (Imperial County Air Pollution Control District} 

• Rule 310 Exemption (Imperial County Air Pollution Control District} 

• Encroachment Pennit (Imperial County Public Works Department) 
• Encroachment Pennlt (Imperial Irrigation District) 

• Water Supply Agreement (Imperial lmgation District) 

• General Construction Stonn Water Permit Notice of Intent/Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (California 
State Water Resource Control Board} 

• Consultation for Sensitive Species (California 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 fonnal 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 FIie per Publlc 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 (cl contains provisions 
specific to confidentiality. 
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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. 

D Aesthetics D Agriculture end Forestry Resources D Air Quality 

181 Biological Resources 181 Cultural ResourteS D Energy 

□ Geology /Solis □ Greenhouse Gas Emissions D Hazards & Hazardous Materials 

181 Hydrology/ Waler Quellty D Land Use / Planning □ Mneral Resources 

□ Noise D Population / Housing □ Public Services 

□ Recreation D Transportation □ Tribal Cultural Resoun::es 

□ Utilities/Service Systems □ Wlldnre □ Mendato,y Findings of Significance 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE (EEC) DETERMINATION 

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

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

\A\ Found that although the. proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a 
~ ant 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. 

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

D 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 to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier 
analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze 
only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

D Found that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially 
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to 
applicable standards, and (b} have been avoided or mitigated purauan1 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 

EEC VOTES 
PUBLIC WORKS 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SVCS 
OFFICE EMERGENCY SERVICES 
APCD 
AG 
SHERIFF DEPARTMENT 

l~PD'7 rJ u 
)c,r-;J'4.X._ J., 

Jim Minnick, Director of Planning/EEC Chainnan 
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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 110 12.5kV line. 
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. 
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 Harris Road. The 
interconnection will be to an existing 110 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 
11D 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 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 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 turned 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 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 
security. 
Site Access: The Project site would include both a primary (southern) off Harris Road and secondary (eastern) access 
driveway off Dogwood on the eastern 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 

l~erial County Planning & De\181op1!'8nlSeNices Depal1rnenl 
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Tract 265, Township 14 South, Range 14 East, San Bernardino Base and Meridian; further identified with Assessor's 
Parcel Number 040-360-034-000. (see Exhibit A 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the 
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is 
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to 
projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should 
be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not 
expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as 
well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers 
must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than 
significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be 
significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an 
EIR is required. 

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of 
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant 
Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect 
to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be 
cross-referenced). 
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5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect 
has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a 
brief discussion should identify the following: 

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. 
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of 

and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether 
such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are •Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,• 
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the 
extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to infonnation 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. 

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

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies 
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects 
in whatever format is selected. 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) the 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 
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I. AESTHETICS 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless Mitigation 
Incorporated 

(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No Impact 
(NI) 

a Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? D O ~ D 
a) Previously reviewed as part of lnitlal Study IS 19-0023 • No recognized 1cenic vi1ta1 or offlclally 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 Harris Rd ere not designated scenic highways. The Salton Sea is more than twenty-one (21) mil11 
northwest of the site, but le not vlalble from the site because oftha sea's elevation, which i1115 feet lower than the 1ite elevation. The 
Chocolate Mountain• are approximately 25 mlles northeast from the site and may be visible, but are vary low to the horizon at thl1 
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 D D D ~ 
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. 

c In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of public views of the site and its 
surrounding? (Public views are those that are experienced from D D ~ D 
publicly accessible vantage point.) If the project is in an 
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning 
and other regulations governing scenic quality? 
c) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023: Visual simulations Mre prepared for the Project, which show before and 
after Images of the Project sHe with the solar facllltles (see CUP appRcatlon and associated attachments). The Project would Introduce 
solar facilltles into an area that is prlrnartly flat, currently vacant and undeveloped idle farmland (for ten years) located In an area zoned 
for industrial development The solar panels would be a relatively smell change to 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 JV 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, bulldlng 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 
faclllty with a variety of structures. The existing visual quality of the area la low with no scenic vi1tat. 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 le11 than significant potential to alter the existing visual character of the site and Its surroundings. An existing 
transmlasion 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 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? D ~ □ □ 

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 Ion 
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• possible, which directly Increases electrical energy production. 
The glare and reflectance levels from the PV panels are deci1ively lowar than the glare and reflectance by standard gla11 
and other common reflective surfaces. 

The report of the solar glare analysis prepared to determine the potential for glare from the Project ia provided • 
Attachment C to the Project Delcription. The analysis used the Solar Glare Huard Analyeia Tool (SGHAn 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 AsseHment) are that: 
• Glare could occur from March through October for short periods of time (15mln - 60min) during morning and evening 

hours with most sites experiencing low potential or no glare. 
• The inten1lty of the potential glare is low. 
• Key Observation Points (KOPs) to the W81t and south experience potential for glare in the morning, mainly becauee of 

1 gradual rise in topography to the wnt and south of the PV site. 
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Potentially 
Potentially Signiflcait Less Than 
Significant Unless MIUgatlon Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI) 

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

• There is no airport glare. 

"Potentlsl for after-Image w11 detected at KOPa representing select roads and structures from March to October for a 2 ft. 
panel height and 7.5 fl panel height and observation height of 5 ft. All KOPI with potential for glara ara located above the 
PV site due to upward aloping topography to the west and south of tha 1ite. Other KOP1 directly adjacent south and east of 
the site have low potential for glare. The potential for after-Image la present only for short periods of time (15- 45 minutes) 
in the morning (between 5:30 - 7:00 AM PST). Figures ,, 6 & 8 show the results of all the KOPI tested grouped by analysis. 
The KOPI with the most cumulative time of potential for after-image are those directly east of the site." (Glara Assessment) 

All the residential and commercial KOPs would experience no glara or low potential for glare (and which 11aumn no 
obstruction from surrounding trea1 or other bulldlnga). Dogwood Road would experience only low potential for glare, which 
would be perp■ndicular to the direction of travel. The modal predicts that Harris Road west of the Project araa would 
experience the potential for glare over about one mlle, or about one and one-half mlnutea at '8 miles per hour, with the 
Intensity and duration decreasing with the distance from the Project art1. Because the Intensity and duration of this glare 
would be low, the impact can be mitigated to leas than aignlflcant with the incorporation of the following measure■: 

Mitigation Measure: 

A-1: The pennltlee shall provide a solid fence on the east and south boundarlea of the project area where the height of the 
fence shall be 1lx (6) feet above grade, which are depicted on the Valencia Solar Project 3 site plan. The flnce shall be 
in1talled prior to the operational phase of the project. 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

In determining whether Impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land 
Evaluation and Site Asses$1Tlent Model (1997} prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use In assessing Impacts 
on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies 
may refer 10 information complied by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state's inventory of forest land, including the 
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest 
Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. -Would the project: 

a} Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Familand, or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps 
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring D O O ~ 
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use? 
a) Proposed land are not located In an area Identified II Prime Farmland, Unique Fannland, of Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Callfomla Department of Conservation 2019). No impact would occur. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a D D D ~ 
WIiiiamson Act. Contract? IOI 

b) None of the solar areas are located within an area under a WIiiiamson Act Contract (C1IHomi1 Department of Conaarvatlon 
2016). No impact would occur. 

c} Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest 
land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(9)), 
timberland (as defined by Public Resouroes Code section 
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Pll/lflllDDf45 

□ □ □ ~ 

lnllal Study, Envlronmentlll CheckllllForm 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG. 



4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined 
by Government Code Section 51104(g))? 
c) No rezoning of foreat land. No Impact would occur. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless Mitigation 
Incorporated 

(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No Impact 
(NI) 

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

e) 

d) Al noted above in Impact c), No Impact would occur. 

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

□ □ 
e) As noted above in Impact c) and d), the Propoaed Project would not result in the re-zoning. 

□ 181 

No impact would occur. 

111. AIR QUALITY 

This section describes the existing air quality setting and potential effects from project implementation on the site and ils surroundtng area. Constructlon­
related air quality modeling 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 quallly management district or air pollution control district may be relied upon 
to the following determinations. Would the Project: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air D D 181 D 
quality plan? 

a) Prevlouslv reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023The Project is located in Imperial County and is under the 
jurl1dlctlon of the ICAPCD. Imperial County 11 d11ignated as a federal and State nonatta.inment area for ozone, 
coarse partlculate matter (PM10) and fine particulate matter (PM2.5). ICAPCD has prepared Air Quality Management 
Plan (AQMP) for ozone and State lmplementatlon Plans (SIPI) for PM10 and PM2.5 to demonstrate how the ambient 
air quality standards would be attained. The consistency of the proposed Project with the SIPI/AQMP Is b11ed 
upon the land use and growth 111umption1 that are incorporated Into the plan. These land use and growth 
111umption1 are typically based upon the locally adopted general plans; therefore, if a proposed Project 11 
consistent with the jurildictional general plan, it would be consistent with the ozone and PM10/PM2.5 Plana. In 
preparation of the AQMP/SIPs, ICAPCD uses land use designations contained In General Plan documents to 
forecast, inventory, and allocate regional emlHion• from land use and development-related aourcea, For purposes 
of analyzing consistency with the AQMP/SIPs, It may be assumed that if a proposed Project would have vehicle 
trip generation 1ubltant11lly greater than anticipated in the General Plan, then the proposed Project would conflict 
with the AQMP/SIP. The Project 11 designated 11 part of the "M11quite Lake Specific Plan Area" under the County's 
General Plan and zoned "ML 1-3" (M11quite Lake Heavy Industrial), pursuant to Imperial County Zone Map #14-A 
(THla 9, §92514.03). Operational and traffic emi11lon1 for heavy lndu1trial UHi would be expected to be much 
higher than the propoaed Project, since the Project would generate negligible operatlonal traffic and emi11lon1. 

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 
projecta within the ICAPCD are required to comply with existing ICAPCD rul11 as they apply to each specific 
project. Thia i11ue h11 a len than significant impact. 

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any 
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment D 181 D D 
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard? 

Previously reviewed as part of lnltlal Study IS 19-0023 The Project would result In the temporary disturbance of 
approximately 19 acrn of currently vacant land through the Installation of PV panels, along Nth the con1truction 
of internal access roads and other aaociated 1tructures. The Project would require construction and employee 
vehlcle1 and would generate dust during ground disturbance during construction which could potentially re1ult in 
temporary construction (expected to be approximately four-months) air quality impacts. Air pollutant emi11lon1 
were lltlmated U1ing the Callfomla Eml11lon Estimator Model (CalEEMod) and other emission 11timating tools 
from both solar project conatrucllon and operation activitiH (see CUP application and 111oci1ted attachments). 
This analysis shows that mitigated air pollutant emi11ion1 from con1tructlon of tha Project are substantially below 
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Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than 
Significant Unless Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSQ (NI) 

any of the ICAPCD construction thresholds of significance, and that the Project operational emissions are 
negligible. 

This issue is potentially aignificant during construction without the incorporation of atandard ICAPCD mitigation 
meaaures, auch II complying with the ICAPCD'a rulaa regarding dust auppresaion (Regulation VIII) and 
requiring motorized equipment to limit emiasiona. ICAPCD hn adopted atandard mitigation meaaures for 
construction emission, for a project, which wlll be implemented for thla Project throughout tha duration of 
conatruction. The Project Impact following Implementation of the ICAPCD mitigation measures would be leas 
than significant. 

MITIGATION MEASURES: 

AQ-1: The Permlttee shall comply at all times with the Imperial County Air Pollution Control Diatrict's (ICAPCD) 
Regulation VIII, Fugitive Duat Control. The primary pollutant controlled by thia regulation is PM10, Rfugitive dust" 
All identified PM10 1ourc11 nsoclated with the conatructlon and operation of the facility, such as open area,, 
roads, stock pllel, material lransport and grading activitiea, shall be controlled such that surface arees are 
atablllzed and visible duat emiasiona are below 20%. Any control meaaure not liated within the appropriate section, 
of Regulation VIII, auch II but not limited to watering, graveling, chemical stabillzera and wind barriers shall not 
be utlllzed without prior approval from the ICAPCD. 

AQ.2: The Permittee shall aubmlt to the ICAPCD for approval a •co111truction Duat Control Planw with Enhanced 
Meaaures, Identifying all aources of PM10 emlulona and a11oclated mitigation manures during the construction 
phaaea of the project, 30 days prior to the l11uance of a bulldlng permit 

AQ.3: The Permlttee ahall aubmit 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 permlttee ahall submit to the ICAPCD a •conatruction Notification Form" ten (10) day, prior to 
commencement of any earthmoving activity. 

AQ.5: The permlttee shall aubmit payment to the ICAPCD of "Rule 310 Operational Development Fees" for all 
applicable atructures prior to the iaauance of a building permit 

AQ..6: The Permltlee ahall comply with all applicable atandard mitigation measures for construction combustion 
equipment for the reduction of excess NOx aml11ionI aa identified in the air quality analysis and aa contained in 
the lmpelial County CEQA Air Quality Handbook and associated regulations, such aa: 

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 fosail 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: Permlttee shall also apply enhanced rnenuree to naure reduced levels of NOx are maintained during the 
construction ph•e 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 Llat," Identifying all construction 
equipment to be utilized during the construction phaae, by Make, Modal, Year, Horaepowtr, houra of 
operation, and quantity. Prior lo the laauance of the Final Certificate of Occupancy, the ICAPCD ahall 
asaeat1 the project's overall NOx emlaalona against eatabllshed thresholds found in the Imperial County 
CEQA Air Quality Handbook. 
In the event the project exceeds the NOx emiaalon thresholds, the Permlttee ahall either provide for an 
"Off-sitew mitigation that wiH reduce the identified excess emlaaions or comply with Polley number 5. 
Policy number 5 allows a project to pay in-Heu impact fees uUllzing the moat current Carl Moyer Coat 
Effective methodology to reduce exc111 NOx emiaaions. 

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

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSO 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless Mitigation 
Incorporated 

(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No Impact 
{NI) 

c) Air pollutant emissions from construction of the Project have been calculated to be sub1tantlally below any of the ICAPCD 
construction thresholds of aignlflcance, and the calculated Project operational eml11ions are negligible. Thua, the Project 
would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increue of any criteria pollutant for which the project region la non­
attainment under an applicable federal or atate ambient air quality standard (including ralening eml11ions which exceed 
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors). This issue has a lass than significant impact. 

Resull in other emissions (such as those leading to odors 
adversely affecting a substantial number of people? □ 181 □ □ 
d) Previously reviewed as part of lnltlal Study IS 19-0023 The closest residence is located approximately 200 feet south of the 

Project site, with two others located le11 than 500 feet aouth of the Project site. Theae residences would be exposed to 
Project construction-related activities, including diesel exhaust eml11lonI from equipment and fugitive dual that could 
affect air quality for theee rasidenlial receptors during the four-month construction period. Thia iHue is potentially 
significant during construction without the incorporation of standard ICAPCD recommended mitigation measures, auch 
as complying with the ICAPCD's rules regarding dust suppression (Regulation VIII) and requiring motorized equipment to 
limit emissions. These standard mitigation maaaures for diesel equipment eml11ions 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 idenlified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, 
policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and WIidiife Service? □ □ □ 

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

b) Staniec Consulting Services (Staniec) 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 
a11oclations and animal& present; identifying dominant tree, ahrub and herbaceous flora; and identifying 
potential habitat for "senaitive" or "special status" speciN or documenting the lack thereof (see CUP application 
and auociated attachments). 

Stantec reported that the Project site supported four primary vegetation auemblages (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 species. Since no impacts to sensitive 
vegetation communities are expected, no mitigation was proposed. No special stab.ls plant or wlldllfe 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 1ultable for nesting burrowing 
owl, a CDFW special status species. The survey reported that mammal burrowa and sign of such species were 
lacking, and that the Project site wn unlikely to be used as burrowing owl foraging habitat due to the lack of an 
identified 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 unle11 mitigation is incorporated. 

The Stantec report propoaed recommended mitigation measures to ensure the protection of special-atatus 
species, their habitats, and nesting birds. These measures included Implementation of a worker environmental 
awareness program, pre-construction aurvep for burrowing owl and neetlng birds, and Implementation of 
construction monitoring and best management practices if the pre-construction surveys identified the pretence 
of either special status species or sensitive biological resources that would be impacted by construction of the 
Projecl The applicant has committed to the implementation of these measures, which would ensure that the 
Project impact to special status species would be Ina than significant Mitigation measures would reduce 
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PotenUally 
Potentially Significant Less Than 
Significant Unless Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI) 

Impacts to BUOW through pre-construction clearance surveys, worker training, maintaining distance between 
the specln and construction actlvitln, sheltering in place, and paaslve relocation. 

MITIGATION MEASURES: 

BR-1: Prior to any construction activities commencing on site, contractors shall attend a Worker Environmental 
Awarenesa Program (WEAP) regarding sensitive biological resources potentlally 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 apecles, general behavior and ecology of these species, 
their sensitivity to human activities, their legal protection, the penaltiea for violation of state and federal lawa, 
reporting requirements, project mitigation measures, and measures to implement In the event that this specln Is 
found during construclion. 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 
activlti11. New employees shall receive formal, approved training prior to working onIite. Upon completion of the 
orientation, employees will sign a form stating that they attended the program and under1tand all protection 
measures. Thne forms shall be made available to CDFW upon request. 

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

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

Occupied burrowa shall be avoided during the breeding period from February 1 through Auguat31 (CDFW 
2012). "Occupied" is defined as a burrow that shows sign of burrowing owl occupancy within the l11t 3 
years. Occupied burrows shall also be avoided during the non-breeding se11on. 

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

Mitigation for permanent impacts to nesting, occupied, and satellite burrowa 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 owl llfe history Information provided in Staff Report on Burrowing Owl MIUgation 
(CDFW 2012).Coordination with CDFW 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 asaociated with construction 
under the supervision of a qualified blologisL Thia shall entail a pre-construction nesting bird survey conducted 
by a qualified biologist within 14 days prior to Initiating ground disturbance activities. The survey shaH consist of 
full coverage of the proposed disturbance limits and a 500-foot buffer. The buffer shall be determined by the 
biologist and wlll take into account the species nesting in the area and the habitat presenL If no active nests are 
found, no additional me111um are required. If "occupied" neats are found, the neat locations shall be mapped by 
the blologls~ utilizing GPS equipmenl 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 bufferwlll 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 neet is 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 1tatuI species or sensitive biological 
resources, a construction monitor shall be available II needed during construction. If determined necessary, 
construction monitoring shall be conducted by a quallfled biologlst, aa 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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Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than 
Significant Unless Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI) 

b) Ensure all construction activities stay within the 1taked construction zone and do not go beyond the llmita 
of disturbance. 

c) Minimize trimming/removal of vegetation to within the Project Impact area. 
d) Restrict non-enentlal equipment to the existing roadways and/or di1turbed aren to avoid disturbance to 

existing adjacent native vegetation. 
e) ln1tall and maintain appropriate erosion/sediment control measures, as needed, throughout the duration of 

work actlvltlas. 

During construction, biological monitors shall inspect and verify field conditions, 11 needed, to ensure that 
wlldllfe 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 atop 
any activity that has the potential to impact special-status species or remove vegetation not specified In this 
report. 

f) The Biological R11ourc11 Technical Report'• Appendix A (Special-Status Species Potentially Occurring in 
tht BSA) identified a "Low Potential to Occur" for the flat-tailed homed lizard (Phrynosoma mcallii) due to 
"[s]ultable dune habitat not present in this BSA". Thia 1peci11 was not observed during surveys, however, 
there are California Natural Diversity Database, (CNDDB) occurrancee 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 California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? □ □ ~ □ 

c) 

d) 

b) The Stantec report Identified one sensitive habitat type within the BSA (iodine bush scrub) within the Project site. 
The CDFW clnaiflea this community as S3 or a sensitive community that may be considered significant under 
CEQA, If it I• of high biological quallty. Stantec determined that the Iodine bush scrub vegetation within the Project 
site waa of low biologlcal quality from disturbance and Impacts, mainly due to hiatorlcal agricultural use, 
commercial busineu use, and other human impacts. Open canopy cover ranged from 15% to le11 than 5%. Since 
the Iodine bush scrub vegetation with the Project site was determined to be of low biological quality and providing 
minimal habitat for wildlife, no mitigation wa1 proposed. The impact of this i11ue is leas than significant. 

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

□ □ ~ □ 
c) Stantec also conducted a jurisdiction al 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'a) lmptementaHon of 
Seclion 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 a11ociated attachments). The jurisdictional delineation report documents the 
delineation of potential federal and/or state wateni within the BSA (all located in the HD lateral canal located 350 feet south 
of the Project area), none of which are located within the Project site, and none of which would be disturbed by the Project. 
The Applicant has slated that a Notice of lnlent to comply with the general ~mlt for construction actlviUee would be flied 
with the State Water Resources Control Board, and the required Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would ba 
prepared and Implemented consistent with the requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board general permil 
Compliance with the general permit for conatructlon and Implementation of the SWPPP would further ensure that the Impact 
of the Project on off-site potential Jurladlctlonal waters was less than significant 

Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native D D 181 D 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites? 
d) The Project would not constitute a bamer to the movement of animals through the Project area. The HD lateral thal may 
support the movement of native fith 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 wlldllfe species. The agricultural fields of the Imperial Valley offer resting and foraging for migratory 
bird specie• during spring and fall migration, although Stantec reports that the lands adjacent to the BSA are predominantly 
fallow and provide low quallty foraging, resting and breeding habitat for resident and migratory birds. The Project does not 
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Potentially 
Potentially Significant Less Than 
Significant Unless Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSQ (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI) 

remove agricultural lands, nor would it likely dlmlnlth the value of nearby agricultural lands for foraging or resting habitat 
for migratory birds. This impact is Iese than significant .. 

Conflict with any local policies or ordinance protecting 
biological resource, such as a tree preservation policy or D D D [8J 
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. 

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

□ □ □ [8J 

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 Ille project: 

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

a) 

b) 

Cause a substantial adverse change In the significance of a 
historical resource pursuant to §15064.5? □ □ □ 
a). Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 A baseline cultural resources survey of the Project area was 
conducted In March 2015 by ASM Affll.iates (ASM) (see CUP application and associated attachments). During the aurvey, the 
entirety of the Project area waa noted to be disturbed, and no hlstorical resources were Identified in the proposed Project 
site. Addltlonally, according Figure 4 of the Conservatlon and Open Space Element of the Imperial County General Plan, the 
project area la 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 posslblUty that unrecorded cultural resources are preeent beneath the ground surface, and that such 
resourcea could be exposed by earthmoving. Posslblllty of archaeological resources is considered potentially significant 
Impact, unle11 mitlgatlon la Incorporated (see Subsection C for Mitigation Meaaurn CR-1 and CR-2). 

Cause a substantial adverse change in lhe significance of an 
archaeologlcal resource pursuant lo §15064.5? □ □ □ 
b) As noted above, POWER prepared a Class Ill Archaeological Survey for the Proposed Project. Prior to any fieldwon< assoclaled 
with the Class Ill Archaeological Survey, the Applicant relocated project features into locations where no sites had been previously 
located. Although all archaeological s!les have been avoided, aside from the site localed within the 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 archaeological resource to less than significant. 

Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 ASM requested a record, search from the South Coastal Information 
Center (SCIC) of the California Hi1torlcal Resources Information System (CHRIS} for the Project area and a one-mlle area 
surrounding the Project to obtain Information on previous atudles conducted In the area and any previously recorded 
archaeological 11tes. Results of the records search returned by the SCIC indica.ted that 15 cultural resource Investigations 
ha.d prevloualy been completed within one mile of the cunent Project area, aeven of which Intersected portion, of the Project 
area, but that there were no previoualy recorded archaeological sites Identified within the Project area or within a one-mile 
radius surrounding the Project area. The baseline cultural resourcee 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 la low, there remains a poulblllty that unrecorded cultural resources are present 
beneath the ground surface, and that such resources could be exposed by earthmoving. Po11lblllty of archaeological 
resources Is considered potantially algnlflcant Impact. unlen mitigation is incorporated (SH Subsection C and D for 
Mitigation Meuurea CR-1 and CR-2). 

ASM 1110 requested a search of the Sacred Lands Files from the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC). The records 
search did not Indicate any specific reaources within the currently proposed property. Addltlonally, as the CEQA lead agency, 
the ICPDS requested from the NAHC Initial comments for the Project three (3) days after receipt of the appllcation, , In an 
attempt to obtain a list of all tribes that requested to be notified regarding the project and would Ilka an opportunity to consult 
and develop mitigation measures for any potentlally significant Impacts to Tribal Cultural Retources, pursuant to the 
requirements of AB 52, and no response from NAHC was received. 
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Potentially Significant Less Than 
Significant Unless Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NQ 

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside O ~ D 0 
of dedicated cemeteries? 
c) It is not known if any paleontological mourc• are located on the Project site. Although the Imperial Valley historically 
has not been known for having significant paleontological resource,, it la always a posslbllity that grading and other 
construction activities may uncover paleontologlcal resourcea. Paleontological reaourc• can be impacted when earthwork 
activitiea (such as masa excavations) cut Into geological depoaita with burled fosails. This i1 a potentially significant impact 
unlesa mitigation i1 incorporated. With implementation of the following mitigation meaaure, the impact to paleontological 
resource, and unique geologic features le less than significant 

MITIGATION MEASURE: 

CR-1: A qualified profeuional paleontological monitor •hall be preaent as needed during ground-breaking activities that wlll 
excavate more than thirty (30) lnchn of 10il as part of the aHociated project'• conatruction. If paleontologicel resources are 
Identified during construction. The depth of excavation that requires paleontologicll monitoring shall be detennined by the 
paleontological monitor and the project proponent based on initial observation• during construction earth moving. In general, 
a paleontological monitor will not be required after po11lble fo11II bearing sediments have been fully explored. 

MITIGATION MEASURE: 

CR-2: A qualified profe11ional archaeological monitor shall be pr•ent as needed during earthmoving activities that will 
excavate more than thirty (30) Inches of soil n part of the project's conatructlon. If cultural depo1ill or 1en1ltive remain• are 
diacovered during construction, actlvHles 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 wlll deaignate a Moat Likely Descendant (MLD) for the Project (Section 
5097.98 of the Public Resources Code). The deaignated MLD then hn 48 hours from the time access to the property is granted 
to make recommendations concerning treatment of the remains (AB 2841). 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 i8 
reached, the landowner must rebury the remains where they will not be further disturbed (Section 5097.98 of the Public 
Resourc11 Code). This will also include either recording the site with the NAHC or the appropriate lnfonnation Center; using 
an open apace or conaervation zoning designation or e11ernent; or recording a document with the county in which the 
property la located (AB 2641). 

VI. ENERGY Would the projtct: 

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to 
wasteful, Inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy D D ~ D 
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 unnecesury consumption of energy resources. the Proposed Project would include the conatruction of 
structures (residential, commercial, or Industrial) that would require dally usage of energy resources. Thia project ia for the 
operation of solar electrical energy, therefore, this impact le len than significant. 

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable 
energy or energy efficiency? □ □ 181 □ 
b) The County of Imperial prepared a Renewable Energy and Transmission Element that provides objectives in Innovating 
renewable energy 1yatem1 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. 

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project 

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

1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 
the most recent Alquist.Priofo 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 42? 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Unless Mitigation 
Incorporated 

(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No Impact 
(NO 

1) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19.0023 The faults most susceptible to earthquake rupture are active 
faults, which are faults that have experienced surface diaplacement within the last 11,000 years. The Project area is likely 

located within the general area of the Brawley Seismic Zone, 1 and is located approximately 1.4 miles east of the western 
arm of the Brawley Fault lone mapped on the Alquiat-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map Brawley Quadrangle l11ued 

by the State Geologiat.2 Structural damage to aome of the PY panela, PV panel support structurn, maintenance 
structurea, and other a11ociated equipment or facllltlH could occur in the unllkely event of an onslte fault rupture, but 
such a rupture would not llkely damage any crttlcal atructurea. Further, an onslte rupture would be highly unlikely to 
injure workers at the Project alte because there would be mlnimal staff on site very Infrequently. Thus, the Project would 
not expose people or crltical structures to potential substantial adverse 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 lass than significant. 

2) Strong Seismic ground shaking? D D ~ D 
2) Previously reviewed as part of lnltlal Study IS 19-0023 It is likely that the proposed Project would be subjected to at 
least a moderate or larger earthquake occulTlng close enough to produce strong ground shaking at the Project location. 
Although the ahaklng 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 lnfrntructure. During operation, the 
proposed Project site would not Include any regular on-site workers that could be exposed to seismic haunts other 
than during occ11ional maintenance procedures. All proposed construction would be required to adhere to the seismic 
and structural standard, of the California Building Code for this seismically active area. Completely avoiding damage 
would not be po11lble, but adherence to the requirements of these codes would be effective in minimizing the potential 
hazanls. Impacts from sei1mic hazards are considered to be potentially significant unless mitigation is incorporated 
to have a Callfornla-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 les1 than significant. 

MITIGATION MEASURE: 

GS-1: Prior to approval of a grading or building permits, a CalHornia-certified civlllgeotechnical engineer shall prepare 
a geotechnlcal Investigation of the Project site that includes appropriate subsurface exploration, laboratory testing, and 
evaluation of potential geotechnical constraints to critical Project structures, Including liquefaction, corro1ion, aeismic 
shaking and shrink-swell evaluations. The report shall Include specific recommendations to addre11 iHues identified 
in the geotechnlcal Investigation of the Project site to meet State and County seismic building code requirements. An 
ICPDS approved third party environmental monitor shall be on 1lte during on site geotechnlcal Investigations .. 

3) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction D l'vl D D 
and seiche/tsunami? 1.c:.1 
3) A tsunami 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 
aeiches have occurred to date. No Impacts would be anticipated relative to tsunamis or mudflowa, as no 
topographical features or water bodies capable of producing such events occur within the Project site vicinity. 

Based on the soil types and potential presence of shallow groundwater at the Project site, there le some potential for 
llqueflable materlals to be present beneath the site. Consequently, the Project could be aubject to potential adverse 
effects from ground failure associated with llquefactlon during a strong seismic event. Structural damage to PV panels, 
PV panel support structures, maintenance structuree, and other associated equipment or facllltles 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 18 potentially significant unless 
mitigation is Incorporated. Mitigation Measure GS-1 (in Subsection a2) requires that a California-certified 
civll/geotechnlcal engineer prepare a geotechnical investigation of the Project site that lncludea appropriate subsurface 
exploration, laboratory testing, and evaluation of potential geotechnical constraints to critical Project structures, 
including liquefaction, and requi'es specific recommendations to addreu iasues identified in the geotechnical 
investigation of the Project 1ite to meet State and County 1eltmic building code requirements. Following implementation 
of this mitigation menure, any liquefaction of the soil during strong seismic shaking would not have the potential to 

1 h11 p://www.gu11 kc.cu.gov/i!111nps/F AM/fou llnctivitvrmm.htmlfl. 2015-07-20. 
2 111 m:/1" vw.miakc.cn.Bov/fimngstWM/rceulntorvmnps.htm. 201 5-07-20 
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c) 

d) 
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Potentially Significant Less Than 
Significant Unless Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI) 

expose people or structures to substantial adverse effects, including injury or death, and the impact would be less than 
significant. 

4) Landslides? D D ~ D 
4) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The project aite does not contain slopes that are sueceptlble 
to landslides or slope failure. The very gently aloping 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 ie located in a relatively 
flat portion of Imperial County end is not identified as an area at risk of landslide (County of Imperial 1997); therefore, 
impacts associated with landslides are considered less than significant. 

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 0 D ~ 0 
b) Solis under the Project site ere all moderately well drained. The Project area currently drains generally to the 
eaat-noltheast at a very flat gradient of 1111 than 0.1 percent, which minimizes the potential for substantial soil erosion or 
1011 of topsoil. To retain the total volume of a three-inch precipitation covering the entire site with no reduction from 
inffltration, a storm water retention basin would be constructed on either the northern or western aide of the Project site. 
Finally, the Applicant would flle a Notice of Intent to comply with the general permit for construction activities with the State 
Water Reaources 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 subatantial soil erosion or loll of topaoil is le11 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 [gJ D D 
potentially result in on-or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 
c) As dlacuseed in re1pon1e1 to queetions a)3 and a)4, the Project would not be bullt on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable 

or that would become unatable II a result of the project, and potentially result in on• or off-site landslldea, lateral 
spreading, subsidence or collapse. However, the aoil in the Project area has the potential for liquefaction during a atrong 
seismic event. Thia impact la potentially algnlflcanl unle11 mitigation is incorporated. Mitigation Menure GS-1 requirn 
that a California-certified clvlUgeotechnlcal engineer prepare a geotechnical investigation of the Project site that includes 
appropriate subsurface exploration, laboratory testing, and evaluation of potential geotechnical constraints to crltlcal 
Project atructurea, including llquefactlon, and requirea apeclfic recommendation, to addre11 l11ues identified In the 
geotechnical investigation of the Project site to meet State and County aeismic building code requirements. Following 
implementation of thia mitigation meaaure, any liquefaction of the soil during strong aeismic shaking would be minimized, 
and the impact would be less than aignilicant. 

Be located on expansive soil, as defined In the latest Uniform 
Building Code, creating substantial direct or Indirect risk to life D D ~ D 
or property? 
d) Onslte soils have a high ahrink-awell potential. However, because of the very limited number and small aize of footings 
proposed by the Project, this shrink-swell potential would be highly unlikely to create substantial risk to life or property. 
Thua, the Impact of this issue ia considered less than significant. 

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

□ □ □ 
e) The proposed Project does not include the need for any wntewater infraatructure. 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 la associated with this hazard . 

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource D ~ D D 
or site or unique geologic feature? 
I) It is not known if any paleontologicel resourcea ere located on the Project site. Although the Imperial Valley historically 
has not been known for having significant paleontological resources, it is always • p011ibillty that grading and other 
construction activities may uncover paleontologlcal reaources. Paleontological resources cen be impacted when ealthwork 
activities (such II mass excavations) cut into geological deposits with buried foaails. This is a potentially significant Impact 
unlen mitigation is incorporated. With implementation of the following mitigation meaaure, the impact to paleontologlcal 
resources and unique geologic features is le11 than aignificant. 
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Potentially Significant Less Than 
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MITIGATION MEASURE: Previously reviewed as part of lnltlal Study IS 19.0023 

CR-1 : A qualified professional paleontologlcal monitor shall be present as needed during ground-breaking activities 
that wlll excavate more than thirty (30) inche1 of soil n part of the nsociated project'• con1truction. If paleontological 
resources are Identified during construction. The depth of excavation that requires paleontologlcal monitoring shall 
be determined by the paleontologlcal monitor and the project proponent bned on Initial observations during 
construction earth moving. In general, a paleontologlcal monitor wlll not be required after possible fo11il bearing 
sediments have been fully explored. 

VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION 

Introduction 

Regulatory Setting 

Significant legislative and regulatory activities directly and indirectly affect climate change and GHGs in California. The primary climate change legislation 
in California is AB 32, the California 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 8-20-15. 

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 CARS Governing Board approved the 1990 GHG emissions level of 427 million tons of CO2 equivalent (MtCO2e) on 
December 6, 2007, Therefore, in 2020, annual emissions in California are required to be at or below 427 MtCO2e. 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 Callfornla'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 implementing 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 fflt project: 

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

Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The Project would result in small, temporary greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emlnione during conatructlon actfvltles and construction-related vehicle traffic. In addition, the solar Project operation, would 
be a very llmited source of GHG (3.08 metric tons per year3)- primarily from employee vahicles and dellvery of the water used 
for panel cleaning. These annual GHG emi11ions would be more than off-set by the 1,153 metric tons of GHG emi11ion1 that 
would be avoided by using solar-b11ed electrical power generation that effectively displaces other sources of 11D power 
generation.4 Thia impact is less than aignilicanl 

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

b) lnaemuch as the Project would result In an annual reduction of 1,153 metric tons of GHG eml1&lons by replacing 
2,000 MWhrs of 11D power generation, the Project would not conflict with any applicable plan or policy or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emi11ions of greenhouse gases. Thare would be no Impact from this issue. 

3 Air Pollutant Emission Assessment, Valencia 2 (Westmorland) Soler Project Construction and Operations, Imperial County, California. 
Attachment F to the Project Description. 

4 Multiply the 11D GHG intensity factor of 1,270.90 lbs/MWhr by the Project's annual production of2,000 MW to get 1,153 metric tons 
ofGHG emissions 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 
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous D D ~ D 
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 dlsposal of hazardous materials. The Project would not involve the routine transport, u11, or 
disposal of hazardous materials as defined by the Hazardous Materials Transportation Uniform Safety Act. During 
construction, the Project would tranaport general conatructlon materials (I.e., concrete, wood, metal, fuel, etc.) as 
well II the materials necenary to conatruct the proposed PV arrays. Project-related infraatructure Muld not emit 
or be constructed of hazardous materlala that could adversely impact the public or on-site workers. Waatea to be 
generated during construction include cardboard, wood pallets, acrap copper wire and steel, common trash, 
wood wire spools, ate. Although construction and construction equipment would use or consume various 
hazardous material, (e.g., hydraulic fluid, diesel fuel or gasoline, grene, lubricants, solvents, adhesives, paints, 
etc.), these materlals would be used In accordance with the manufacturers specifications and all applicable 
regulations. 

Once operatlonal, 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, theae chemlcala 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 oll from the transformers. However, the used oil would be 
collected and delivered to a recycling company, thus eliminating any potential 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 

c) 

through reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditions 
involving the release of hazardous materials into the 
environment? □ □ 181 D 

b) The Project i1 not likely to create a aignificant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonable foreseeable 
upset and accident condition• 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, 
dlesel fuel and gasoline, grease, lubricants, aolvents, adhesives and paints) would be stored in approved containers and 
used In relatively amall quantltlea, minimizing the potential for accidental release to the environment. The Project would be 
aubject to all local, state and federal laws pertaining to the use of hazardoua matarial1 on site. If above thre1hold quantities, 
the Project would also be required to aubmlt a complete list of all materials used on site, in what form they would ba stored, 
and how spilled materials would be contained, cleaned up and properly disposed, which v.vuld prevent pouible 
environmentel contamination or worker exposure. All on-site workers would be trained to properly Identify and handle 
hazardous waste resulting from the Project. tu a result, the potential to create a significant hazard to the publlc or the 
environment through reasonable fore1eeable 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 O ~ 
mile of an existing or proposed school? 
c) There are no achools 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 material,, substance,, 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 Government Code 
Section 65962.5 end, as a result, would it create a significant 
hazard to the public or the environment? □ □ □ 181 

d) Government Code Section 65962.5 requires varfoua atate agenci• to compile and submit to CalEPA llstll of identllled or 
designated hazardou1 materials sites within the state. The Valencia 3 Project area is not liated by the Department of Toxic 
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Substances Control under Section 65962.S(a),5 Department of Health Services under Section 65962.S(b),6 State Water 
Reaourcn Control Board under Section 65962.S(c), 7 and Local Enforcement Agency and Department of Resources Recycling 
and Recovery under Section 65962.S(d). 8 The closest listed site is the Stoker Chemical Company site, located on Dogwood 
Road about 1.5 mil11 southwest of the Project site, which is an "active" Federal Superfund site. Because the Project area ii 
not located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government 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) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 
airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety 
hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the 
project area? 

□ □ □ 

f) 

g) 

e) The Brawley Municipal Airport, located 4 miles north of the Project site, is the closest airport. The Project site ii not located 
within the Brawley Airport land use compatlbllity plan area. The next closest airport is the Imperial County Airport, located 
about 7.5 miles southVllllt 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 hwrd for people residing or worfling in the 
Project area or for pilots flying in or around this compatibility planning areas . 

impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation D O ~ D 
plan? 
f) The Project would be required to have an Emergency Reaponse Plan (ERP), acceptable to County Fire, n 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 responae equipment and equipment locations, evacuation routss, 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. Th111, the Project would not impair implementation or or pbyslcally Interfere with an 
adopted emergency reaponae plan or emergency evacuation plan. The impact of thl1 l11ue is 1111 than significant. The 
impact of thi1 i11ue is le11 than significant 

Expose people or structures, either directly or Indirectly, to a D D D ~ 
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland nres? 
g) The Project aite la not located near any wtldlands, nor are there adjacent urbanized areas; as such, there would be no 
Impact 

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUAUTY Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or 
ground water quality? □ □ ~ □ 
a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The Applicant has stated that a Notice of Intent to comply with the 
general permit for construction activities would be flied with the State Water Resources Control Board, and the required 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be pr,apared 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 
1tandards. These BMPs would be Implemented during conatructlon oftha Project as a condition of required permit■, therefore 
minimizing polluted discharge to the extent feasible. Earthmoving a.ctlvltlea would be limited to the Project site, and would 
Include a du.at suppres1lon management plan for disturbed areas. To reduce or eliminate sediment and other pollutants in 
stonn water discharges, a storm water retention baeln would be conatructed 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 lnflltratlon. Thus, the 
Project would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, and this Impact would be less than 
significant 

S hup:/lwww.cnlcrm.cn.gov/~i1cl:lcanup/CortcscLi. t/Scc1io11A.l11m (0?n. I/2015) 
6 hlln://www.cnlcnn.ca.sov/::i1cclcnnun/cor1csel ist/Scctionil.htm (07/21 12015) 
7 h11n:/lwww,cnlcnn.ca.l!ov/i:i1cclcanun/cortcscl is1/Scc1ionC.h1m (07/2 1/201 5) 
8 httpjllwww.calcm1.c.'l.Mv/~itcclcnnuplcortC! elist/ScctionO.htm {07/21 /2015) 
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b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project 
may impede sustainable groundwater management of the 
basin? 
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□ 
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~ □ 
b) The Project does not Include the drllllng of wells and would not use groundwater. Water for construction (prfmarlly dust 
control) would be purchased from local 110 irrigation canals or lateral, in conformance with the 110 con1tructlon water 
acquisition requirements. Water for washing the PV modules, If required, would also be purchased from the 110 and delivered 
to the Project 1ite by water trucks. A storm water retention baaln would be con,tructed In the northeastern comer of the 
Project site to retain (and infiltrate) the total volume of a three-Inch precipitation covering the entire aite. Thua, the Project 
would not 1ub1tanllally deplete groundwater supplies or Interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. The Impact of 
this la1ue is Ins than significant. 

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

d) 

e) 

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

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

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? 

d) (i, ii, iii &iv} 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 

□ □ 
The Project area currently drains generally to the ent-northeaat 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 inflltration), a storm 
water retention basin would be constructed In the northeastern comer of the Project site. In addition to providing 
containment of the Project site storm water, the retention basin would contain and control and potential ero1ion 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 slltatlon on- or off-aite. Thia results in an impact which la less 
than significant 

In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of 
pollutants due to project lnundaUon? □ □ □ 
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 11te (with no reduction from Infiltration), a 
atonn water retention basin would be constructed In the northeast corner of the Project site. Thus, the Project would not 
1ub1tantially alter the exlatlng drainage pattern• of the site, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff, in 
a manner which would result In flooding on• or off-alte. Thia reaulta in an impact which Is less than significant. 

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable groundwater man~ement 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 exlating or planned atonn water drainage systems or provide aubatantlal additional 
sourcee of polluted runoff. Thia reaulta In an Impact which Is le11 than algniflcant. A review of the propoaed water detention 
basin wlll be required by DEH. The baain wlll be dealgned to drain within 72 houra. As noted above, the Appllcant h11 atated 
that a Notice of Intent to comply with the general permit for construction actlvltin would be flied with the State Water 
Resources Control Board, and the required Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be prepared and 
implemented consistent with the requiremenbl of the State Water Resources Control Board general permit and the ICPWO. 
The SWPPP would utilize Best Management Pra.ctlcea (BMPs} In constructing the Project. As also noted above, the Project 
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alte 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 atorm water retention 
b•in would be constructed on the northern edge of the Project site. As a result, the Project would not otherwise substantially 
degrade water quality. Thia is an Impact which is leu than 1igniflcant. 

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project: 

a) 

b) 

Physically divide an established community? 0 D O 12] 
a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023. The gen-tie wlll be built In Public Works right of way and an 
application for encroachment permit has been requested. The Project site is located about 8.5 mllee south of the City of 
Brawley and about three miles northeast of the City of lmperlal. The closest reaidence is located approximately 200 feat south 
of the Project site, with two others located leas 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 MLl-3 (Mesquite Lake Heavy Industrial). The Project would not 
divide an established community, 11 there are no adjacent residential developments. There Is no impact. There is no Impact. 

Cause a significant environmental Impact due to a conflict with 
any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the O O ~ 0 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

b) The Project area la zoned MLl•3 (Mesquite Lake Heavy Industrial), which la Intended to provide aren to 
accommodate heavy Intensity Industrial typa u1Hs, Including power plants (generation and transmllslon of 
electrical energy). The generation and transmi11ion of eleetrical power, including electrical generation plants len 
than 50 MW, are permitted in the MLl-3 Zone subject to first securing a conditional use permit In accordance with 
the procedures and standards established within Title 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 dnlgnatlon, for the properties. Additionally, a mitigation, monitoring and Reporting Program wlll require 
approval snd thne mitigations wlll be applied during Pre-construction, construction and operational phases of 
this project. 

XII. MINERAL RESOURCES Would Ille 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 
state? □ □ □ 

a) a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19..(1023 The proposed Project site Is located In lands that are 
underlain by alluvial deposits. There are no known mineral resources that would be made unavailable by the 
propo1&d 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 reaourc11 are proposed to be removed from 
the project area, excepting po88Ibly 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 Coda, Division 2, 
Chapter 9. 

Geothermal reaource exploration waa conducted in the general vicinity of the Project area In the 1970'1 and 19BO's 
and, aa a result, in the early 1980's the United States Geological Service (USGS) designated about 12,640 acres 
surrounding the Project area II a "Known Geothermal RNources Area" (KGRA).9 In the mld-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 overlay zone wn 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 deacrlbed in the South Brawley Flnal EIR, 111uming a well spacing of 30 acres per production well and 20 acre, 
per injection well, the extent of the wall 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 amphulze that only a small fraction of this land area would 
actually be disturbed, and that the balance would be available for agricultural or other uns. Therefore, the 
proposed 19 acre• Project would not be expected to adversely affect the siting or drilling of geothennal walls in 
the future, should any be proposed, and the Impact related to mineral resources would be less than signlflcant 

Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral 
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, D D ~ D 
specific 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 mlneral resourcn would be len than significant 

XIII. 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 to 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 a.m. 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 B hours. 

Would the project result in: 

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or pennanent 
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project 
in excess of standards established in the local general plan D D [81 D 
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 nolle 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 houn of 7 
a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday through Friday, and 9 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 I 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 noiee source. Based on the terrain and layout of the propoaed project slta, an 
attenuation of 7.5 dBA was anumed. 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 dlatance of the closeat residence. This 
Impact is leas than significant. Addltlonally, during construction, an occasional sound monitoring will be done by 
on-site third party environmental compliance personnel lo Insure of this compliance. 

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

humming or buzzing sound, estimated at 70 dBA at 10 teet11, or about 35 dBA at 250 feet, the distance to the 
nearest property llne. The Project would not require regular staff on-site, and ao traffic on the acceaa road• would 
limited, primarily to maintenance activities, and would consist of pickup trucks or equivalent vehlclea. This Impact 
Is 1110 less than sig nlflcant. 

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

b) Construction activlUn a11ociated 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 1ctivltiet anociated with the propoaed Project would also not Involve the use of any equipment or 
processes that would result in potentially significant level• of ground vibration. Thus, ground-borne vibration 
impacts would be considered leas than significant during both construction and operation of the proposed 
Project. County third party monitors wlll be on-site as needed during construction activities to insure any oftheae 
Impacts are a 1111 than significant impact. 

IO Solar Gen 2 Solar Array Project Draft Environmental Impact Report, SCH# 2011121011. 
11 Draft Environment11l lmpac1 Repgrt for the Seville Solar Farm Complex, SCH. No. 2013091 039, April 2014. 
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Potentially Significant Less Than 
Significant Unless Mitigation Significant 

Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI) 

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip 
or an airport land use plan or where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public 
use airport, would the project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

□ □ □ 

c) The Project would not generate a significant permanent noise lncrea■e above levels existing without the project 
During daytime hou11 the inverters and ste~up transformers would produce a slight humming or buzzing 
sound, estimated at 70 dBA at 10 feet 12, 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, 
prlmarlly 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 11 not 
located within the Brawley Airport land use compatibility plan area, and would not expose people residing or 
working In the project area to exce11ive noise levels. There would be no impact from this i11ue. There are no 
private airstrips within ten miles of the Project site, and thue would not expose people residing or working in the 
project area to excessive noise levels. The Impact from this issue is le11 than eigniflcant. 

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING Would the project: 

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, 
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and 
business) or indirectly (for example, through extension of 
roads or other infrastructure)? □ □ □ 181 

b) 

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 aubatantlal 
populatlon growth, as it would not extend any growth-Inducing infrastructure. This i11ue has no impact 

Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing D D O 181 
elsewhere? 
b) With very few employees, the Project would not displace existing housing, and houaing would not be required off-site. 
There i1 no impact from thi1 l11ue. The Project would not displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the 
construction of replacement hou1lng elsewhere. Thia i11ue 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 governmental facilities, need for new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response limes or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services: 

1) Fire Protection? 
□ □ □ 

a1) Previously reviewed as part of lnlUel Study IS 19,0023 The propoaed Project would place leu than aignlflcant 
impact on fire and emergency aervicea. The Project site plan accommodates the requirements of emergency 
sarvicet which may need to rnpond to an emergency at the Project eite. The Project eite would be acceasible 
from both a primary and secondary acct111 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 th■ PV arrays, • well as around the perimeter of the Project site inside the perimeter 
security fence, to provide accau for operational and emergency vehicles. Thia would allow fire trucks accnt 
to the entire site accommodating the 300-foot long fire hoaea. Fire extinguishers would be available around 

12 Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Seville Solar Farm Complex, SCH. No. 20 13091039, April 20 14. 
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Potentially Significant Less Than 
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Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact 
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI) 

the site during construction. Water that is ueed for con1tructlon would 1110 be available for flre-flghUng during 
construction. 

The Project would be operated remotely and would not include any regular on-aite employees or habltable 
1tructurt1. Further, once con1tructed, the Project area would houee, use or create few h1zardou1 material,. 
The Project 1it1 and acceu roads would be cleared of all vegetation and would be maintained 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 servlcu Is less than significant. 

2) Police Protection? 0 [8l D D 
12) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The Project would also place very little demand on 

police protection services, which would be provided by the Imperial County Sheriff's Department. A seven (7) 
foot high security fencing would be installed around the perimeter of the Project site (Mitigation Measure A-
1) at the commencement of construction and site accesa would be limited to authorized lite 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 awing gates with "Knox Box" for keyed entry. An estimated 
maximum of 2, construction workers would be on site at any one time. During operations, there would be no 
staff on-site on a daily basl1. During operation a motion detection system and closed circuit camera 1Y91em 
may 1110 be installed, and the site would be remotely monitored 2, hours per day, 7 days per week. In addition, 
routine unscheduled security rounds would be made by the aecurity 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 unle11 mitigation is incorporated. 

MITIGATION MEASURE: 

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

3) Schools? 0 D D [8l 
13) The Proposed Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts to school facilities. The Proposed Project would not 
involve the modlfication 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? D D D [8l 
4) The Proposed Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts to parks. The Proposed Project would no! 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? D D D [8l 
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 facilities. 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) 

b) 

Would the project increase the use of the existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other reaeational D D D ~ 
facll iUes such that substantial physical deterioration of the 
facillly would occur or be accelerated? 
a) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 The Project 11 an industrial use with no on-1lte operational workers 
and few construction worker1. Thus, there not expected to be any lncreaae in the uae of exlaUng parks that would cauu or 
accelerate eubstantlal physical deterioration. There would be no Impact to this l11ue 

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might D D D ~ 
have an adverse effect on the environment? 
b) The Project does not Include or require the construction or expan,lon of recreational facllltles. There would be no Impact. 

lmparlll County Planning a Devolapmanl Sarv'As Department 
PsoeSTaf,flJ 

lnllll Study, En~ranmantal Ched<llst Fonn 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG. 



Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless Mitigation 
Incorporated 

(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No Impact 
(NI) 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION Would the project: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing 
the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and D D [81 D 
pedestrian facilities? 
a) A letter analyzing the potential traffic related-Impacts a11ociated with the conatructlon and day-to-day operations of the 
proposed Project prepared by Chen-Ryan (see CUP application and Hsociated attachments). Based on the low traffic 
volumet and good level of operaUona of both Harris Road and Dogwood Road, 11 well II the limited number of trips In which 
the proposed Project 11 estimated to generate during construction and operation, the analysis concluded that no 
traffic-related impacts would be auoclated with the Project during its typical dally 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 ettabllshing meuuret of effectlveneaa for the performance of the circulation system. 
There would be le11 than significant impacts. Previously reviewed as part of lnlUal Study IS 19-0023 

Would the project conflict or be Inconsistent with the CEQA D D [81 D 
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 
b) For the same reason, dhscuned In the rnponae above, the Project would not conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program, Including but not limited to level of service standard and travel demand meaaurea, or other ttlndards 
establlshed by the county congeatlonlmanagement 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 geometric design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous Intersections) or D D [81 D 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 
c) The Brawley Municipal Airport, located 4 mites north of the Project 1He, is the closest airport. The Project site Is not 
located within the Brawley Airport land use compatlbllity plan area. The next closest airport ia tht Imperial County Airport, 
located about 6.3 milea southwest of the Project area. The Project site is also not located within the Imperial County Airport 
land use comp■tlbility plan area. Thua, the Project would not be expected to result in a change in air traffic patterns, including 
either an increne in traffic levels or a change in location that results In substantial safety risks. There would be 1111 than 
1ignlflcant impacts. Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 

Result In inadequate emergency access? D O [8] D 
d) The amendment to add the Gen-tie line along Public Works Right of Way will require a review and approval for an 

encroachment permtt with Public Works. Other than the construction of one new driveway (another 11 already 
existing), the Project is propoIing no changes to the public road syatem. The project would not substantially 
increase hazards due to 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 
requlrernentl of emergency services which may need to rnpond to an emergency at the Project The Project 1ite 
would be acce11lble from both a primary and secondary access driveway. These driveways would each be 
provided with a minimum of 30-foot double swing gatet with "Knox Box" for keyed entry. Nominal 20.loot-wide 
roads would be provided between the PV arrays, as weJI as around the perimeter of the Project site Inside the 
perimeter security fence, to provide acceas for operational and emergency vehiclea. This would allow fire trucks 
access to the entire alte accommodating the 300-foot-long fire hosea. Thus, the construction and oparaUon of the 
Project would not reeult in Inadequate emergency acceaa 

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a) Would the project cause a substanUaf adverse change In the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, 
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size 
and scope of the landscape, sacred place or object with cultural 
value to a California Native American tribe, and that is: 

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

lmJMnl County Planning & Development S1Nicl& Department 
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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 
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider 
the significance of the resource to a California 
Native American Tribe. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

□ 

Potentially 
Significant Less Than 

Unless Mitigation Significant 
Incorporated Impact No Impact 

(PSUMI) (LTSQ (NI) 

□ □ 

a) (I) No llstlngs were found In the California Register of Historical Resources, in the local register of historical 
r11ources as define In Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k) 
(ii) No resources were Identified. No Impacts. Addltlonally, the County aent formal AB 52 consultation letters to 

Torres - Martinez TribH and Quechan Tribes on May 13, 2020 and no formal consultation has been requested. 

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would ffle project: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or 
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stomi-water 
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications D O 181 D 
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 utilities or services. 
The Proposed Project would not require the conatruclion of any water, wastewater, storm water, or energy facilities to 
accommodate the demands of the Proposed Project. Water use associated with the Propo11d Project would be llmlted lo the 
construction phaae, and no Infrastructure would be required to provide water to the Proposed Project area; water for dust 
control wlll be from a contract with HD. The Proposed Project would not generate wastewater that would need to be treated 
by a wastewater treatment facility. Storm water control would be implemented for each well pad and access road. Due to the 
lack of public utilltiea and aervices available within the Proposed Project area, and the lack of need to provide expanded 
services to accommodate the Proposed Project. These impacts are leas than significant. 

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 
from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development D O ~ D 
during nonnal, dry and multiple dry years? 
b) All water needed during construction and operetlon would be obtained from the existing, adjacent 11D laterals or trucked 
in from off-site. Water for construction (primarily dust control) would be purchased from local 11D irrigation canals or laterals 
in confonnance with the 11D 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 HD 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, is eatimatad at up to 15 acre feet per year. Because the potential water requirements are 
small and obtained from axlatlng facilltiea, the Project would not require or result in the construction of new water or water 
treabnent facilltlas or expansion of existing facilities, the conatruction of which could cause significant environmental effects. 
This Impact 11 leH than significant . Previously reviewed as part of lnltlal Study IS 19,0023 

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment 
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has D D ~ D 
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in 
addition to the provider's existing commitments? 
c) Because the potential water requirements are smell and obtained from existing facllltlea, the Project would not require or 
result in the construction of new water or water treabnent facilities or expansion of exlating facilities, the construction of 
which could cauae significant environmental effects. The Project would generate smell quantities of solid waate during the 
five-month construction phase. The operation of the facility is expected to generate very little solid waste. Non-hazardoua 
construction and operation• refuae and aolld waste would be disposed of at a local landfill pennilted to receive this waate, 
while any hwrdous waate g111erated during Project construction would be disposed of at a permitted hazardous wa,te 
disposal facility. Becauee the amount of solid wate expected to be generated is small, local landfills have more than 
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sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's solld waste dispoaal needs. This impact is Ins than significant. 
This impact is less than significant. , Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 

Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or 
in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise O D ~ D 
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 
d) The Project would generate small quanlHles of solid waste during the five-month construction phaae. The operation of 
the facillty Is expected to generate very llttle solid waste. Non-hazardous construction and operations refuse and solid 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 landfill• have more than sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's 
solid waste disposal needs. This impact is lea than eignilicanl Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023 

Comply with federal, state, and local management and D D IZI D 
reduction statutes and regulations relatlld to solid waste? 
e) As noted above, the Proposed Project would comply with all applicable statutes and regulations related to solid wasta. 
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, would the Project: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or O D D l'vl 
emergency evacuation plan? ~ 

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 (Cal Fire 2007). Al previously noted, construction of the Proposed Project would 
not involve blocking or r•trictlng any emergency ace•• routn. The Proposed Project would not interfere with emergency 
response plan, or operations near the Proposed Project area. No impact would occur. 

Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate 
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to O D D IZI 
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled 
spread of a wildfire? 
b) Previously reviewed as part of Initial Study IS 19-0023The Proposed Project would not involve development of sbuctures 
of infrastructure that would introduce new populations to the Proposed Project area that could result 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 ufety measures to protect residents within the Proposed Project 
area. No impact would occur 

Require the installation or maintenance of associated 
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water 
sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire D D D ~ 
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts lo the 
environment? 
c) Al noted above, the Proposed Project would not Involve development of structuree of Infrastructure that would introduce 
new populatlons to the Proposed Project area that could result In Impacts involving wildfires. No impact would occur 

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 lnltlal Study IS 19-0023As noted above, the Proposed Project would not Involve 
developmant of structures of lnfraatructure that would introduce new populations to the Proposed Project area that could 
reault in impacts involving wildfires. No impact would occur 
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SECTION 3 
Ill. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

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

a) 

b) 

c) 

Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade 
the quality of the environment, substanUally 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, substanUally reduce the number or D D D D 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, 
eliminate tribal cultural resources or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of California 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 to reduce any potentially significant impacts to 
biological resources. Addltlonally, 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 significant 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 D D D D 
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 above, all environmental impacts associated with D D D D 
implementation of the Proposed Project can be reduce to less 
than significant via implementation of mitigation measures. 
The Proposed Project would not result in significant 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 Proposed 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 w~h 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 
• Sheriffs Office 

B. OTHER AGENCIES/ORGANIZATIONS 
• IID 
• Public Works 
• Division of Environmental Health 
• Callfomla Fish and WIidiife 
• 
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1. "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 

2. "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 

3. "Mesquite Lake Specific Plan" approved by the Imperial County Board of Supervisors on March 14, 2006 
4. 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 
5. Williamson Act map created in 2012 by the Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department for the 

Imperial County Board of Supervisor Order #10a 
6. Imperial County Air Pollution Control District's CEQA Air Quality Handbook (November 2007) 
7. U. S. Department of Homeland Security, Federal Emergency Management Agency's Flood Insurance Rate Maps, 

effective September 26, 2008 
8. California Department of Conservation, Imperial County Important Farmland 2012 Map published June 2014 
9. 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 Fam1land 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 I: Baseline Cultural Resources Survey Report 
Attachment J: Traffic Impact Analysis 
Attachment K: Preliminary Project Site Restoration Plan 

3. http://www.quake.ca.gov/gmaps/FAM/faultactivitymap.html#. 2015-07-20. 
4. http://www.quake.ca.gov/qmaps/WH/regulatorymaps.htm. 2015-07-20 
5. http://www.calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/CorteseList/SectionA. htm (07/21/2015) 
6. http://www.calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/SectionB.htm (07/21/2015) 
7. http://www.calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/SectionC.htm (07/21/2015) 
8. http://www.calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/SectionD.htm (07/21/2015) 
9. Mesquite lake Specific Plan, 2006 
10. Solar Gen 2 Solar Array Project Draft Environmental Impact Report, SCH# 2011121011. 
11. Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Seville Solar Farm Complex, SCH. No. 2013091039, April 2014. 
12. California Ethanol and Power Imperial Valley 1 Draft Environmental Impact Report SCH# 201210136 
13. Imperial County Air Pollution Control District's comment letters dated January 24 and 29, 2015 
14. 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. 

~ (1) 

(2) 

(3) 

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. 

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

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. 

- /(-2.o C 
Date of Determination Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Developmen 

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. 

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department 
Page 45of45 
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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: 

Monitorlnc 
Verfflcatlon 

MM• Mltlptlon Measure Tlmln1· (Oateand 
- Responsibility 

lnltlals) -
Aesthetics 

Imperial County 
The permittee shall provide a solid fence on the east and south boundaries of the project area Planning & 
where the height of the fence shall be seven (7) feet above grade, which are depicted on the Development 

Prior to 
A-1 Valencia Solar Project 3 site plan. The fence shall be installed prior to the operational phase of the Services 

operational 

project. Department 
phase 

(ICPDS) 

Alr'O,ualttv 
The Permittee shall comply at all times with the Imperial County Air Pollution Control District's ICPDS& During all 

AQ-1 (ICAPCD) Regulation VIII, Fugitive Dust Control. The primary pollutant controlled by this Imperial County phases of the 
regulation is PM lO, "fugitive dust." All identified PMlO sources associated with the Air Pollution project 
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MM# 

AQ-2 

AQ-3 

AQ-4 

AQ-5 

AQ-6 

Mitigation Measure 

construction an<J operation or tne facility, sucn as open areas, roads, stock piles, material 
transport and grading activities, shall be controlled such that surface areas are stabilized and 
visible dust emissions are below 20%. Any control measure not listed within the appropriate 
sections of Regulation VIII, such as but not limited to water ing, 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 
Enhanced Measures, identifying all sources of PMl0 emissions and associated mitigation 
measures during the construction phases of the project, 30 days prior to the issuance of a 
building permit. 

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. 

The permittee shall submit to the ICAPCD a "Construction Notification Form" ten (10) days 
prior to commencement of any earthmoving activity. 

The perm ittee shall submit payment to the ICAPCD of "Rule 310 Operational Development 
Fees" for all applicable structures prior to the issuance of a 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 
regulations, such as: 

• Utilize all Tier 3 or Tier 4 construction equipment. 

• Prohibit idling of equ ipment not in use; for equipment in use reduce idling time to a 
maximum of 5 minutes. 

CUP #20-0004 (MM&RP) 2 

Verification 
Monitoring 

Timing (Date and 
Responslblllty 

Initials) 
Control District 
(ICAPCD) 

30 days prior 
to the 

ICPDS & ICAPCO issuance of a 
building 
permit 

30 days prior 
to the 

ICPDS & ICAPCD issuance of a 
building 
permit 

10 days prior 
to the start of 

ICPDS & ICAPCD any earth 
moving 
activity 

Prior to the 

ICPDS & ICAPCD 
issuance of a 
building 
permit 

During 

ICPDS & ICAPCD 
construction 
phase of the 
project 
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MM# Mltiption Measure 

• Where feasible replace tossil tuel burning equipment with electrically ciriven equivalents 
provided they are not powered via a portable generator. 

• Register all portable engines SO horse power or greater with the ICAPCD . 

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, 

AQ-7 
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 S. Policy number 5 allows a project to pay in-lieu impact fees utilizing the 
most current Carl Moyer Cost Effective methodology to reduce excess NOx emissions. 

liololical Resources 

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, 

BR-1 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. 

In accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFW 2012), a preconstruction 

BR-2 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. 

CUP #20-0004 (MM&RP) 3 

Monltorln1 
Verification 

Tlmln1 (Date and 
Responsibility Initials) 

During 

ICPDS & ICAPCD 
construction 
phase of the 
project 

Prior to any 
ICPDS construction 

activities 

Survey prior 
to any 

ICPDS construction 
activities. If 
species 
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MM·I 

BR-3 

Mitigation Measure 

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

Occupied burrows shall be avoided during the breeding period from February 1 through August 31 
(CDFW 2012). "Occupied" 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 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 owl 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, 
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 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. 

CUP #20-0004 (MM&RP) 4 

Monitorin& 
Verification 

Tlmln1 (Date and 
Responsibility 

Initials) 
present, 
timing as 
indicated in 
mitigation 
measure and 
prior to any 
impact to the 
species. 

Survey prior 
to any 
construction 
activities. If 
species 
present, 

ICPDS timing as 
indicated in 
mitigation 
measure and 
prior to any 
impact to the 
species. 
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MM• 

BR-4 

Mltiptlon Measure 

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 authority to execute the following functions: 

• Establish construction exclusion zones and make recommendations for implementing 
erosion control measures in temporary impact areas. 

• Ensure all construction activities stay within the staked construction zone and do not go 
beyond the limits of disturbance. 

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

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

• 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 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 

CR-1 

CR-2 

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 the 
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. 

A qualified 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. 

CUP #20-0004 (MM&RP) 5 

Monitoring 
Responsibility 

ICPDS 

ICPDS 

ICPDS 

Tlmln1 

Survey 
to 

prior 
any 

construction 
activities. If 
species 
present, 
timing as 
indicated in 
mitigation 
measure and 
prior to any 

impact to the 
species. 

During 
ground­
breaking 
activity and 
possibly 
during 
construction 
phase. 
During 
1:_round-

Verification 
(Date and 

lnltlals). 
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CUP #20-0004 (MM&RP) 6 

Monitor!• 
Verification 

MMI Mltlptlon Measure n1111n1 (Date and ResponslblRty 
lnltlals) 

It cu1tura1 oeposits 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 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). 

"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 

GS-1 
Project structures, including liquefaction, corrosion, seismic shaking and shrink swell evaluations. County issuance of 
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 

The Permittee may provide barbwire on the top side of the required fence prior to operational 
construction 

PS-1 ICPDS and 
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) 

RFIS:IAPNI040\360\034\CUP20-0004\EEC\MMRP (CUP20-0004).docx 
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May 7, 2020 

Jim Minnick, Director 
Imperial County Planning & Development Services 
801 Main Street 
El Centro, CA 92243 

DLIPHONI: (~) .,_UGO 
PAX: (4G) 18°lfH 

SUBJECT: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 20-0004-Valencia 3 Gen-tie Line Minor 
Modification (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 c•Project1 that 
would amend CUP 15-0021 and CUP 19-0018 to allow construction of a Gen-tie Electrical Une 
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• tine 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.SkV 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;/ /apaUmperialcounty.org. Please feel he to contact the Air District should you have any 
questions at (442) 265-1800. 

Res ectfu 

CUP Z0-0004 

I Coordinator 

RECEIVED 
NAY 07 2020 
Mfl'EHW. COOHTY 

PLANHIHG & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

AN BQIW. Ol'l'OJffllNll'Y I AnlDLU'1'Q ACTION IMPLOna 
Page 1 of 1 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG. 



516/2020 Mail - Kimberly Noriega - Outlook 

Mario Salinas <MarioSalinas@co.imperial.ca.us> 
r111, ,1/28/~020 1 'i 7 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.fmperial.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 
<5ergioRubio@co.1mperia1.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, 

Marlo Salinas, MBA 
Environmental Health Compliance Specialist I 

Imperial County Public Health Department 
Division of Environmental Health 

797 Main Street Suite B, El Centro, CA 92243 

mariosalinas@co.imoerial.ca.us 
Phone: (442) 265-1888 

Fax: (442) 265-1903 
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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(sj. 

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. 
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5/6/2020 Mail - Kimberly Noriega - Outl00k 

<.:!oig,~S,:,r.!rio@ru in,pe,ia! eci us>; IC:nb::.:rly Noricg;:i <l(irnbcrlvN11ri0gd(<'!)rn. in1per!al ca LVi>, larv~si.l Alvarado 

<L,1 ry~,;;ii1h .. ir;1dorl'ilrn 11nm!I ic1I c;1 LI,>: l 1ncia Hunt <L ind,1 Hunt@lcn impe, lill ca us.>: Mar 1a Scoville 
.::rn<11u·,ur-.li!le,J'il,:.n !!•1;1P.ri i! c~.u•;>; 1V!J:icl,1 !\llor::iP <M;.ir112fi!~/lo1 ,111(0r.r,.1mpe,i.:il CJ us:, Mari(~ ~,;:,i1ru; 

(MJrioSalinc1::..(r_llc.u iinpe;iul ca.u'>>; Nlatl Dc '.,:;ert ::M::iltDcssctl@co.1mp,!rial.cJ.us>; Melissa Pc1checo 
<M1~li•;~.=11\1c:h t: : ncipr.11 il'JqJ0ri-1i C,1 U', :-; M1d;.:wl ,:\(11c1hi.J111 ..;:Mic.l-1del.<-\b1cih,rn11i~U} illlPf'fldl ld 11s;,; M1cl1t'lle 

[dg1non -:.f\/11;:llE-llc!:dgrnnn(@co imr.itcri,il c.:1 us>; l\o'lic:hc=>ll1! Go:1rcia <MkhelleG,mia@co imperial r;;;1 ,J~>; Monica 

Soucie, <Mu11icaSL1Uc1e1@w.imp::.:ri:il.c.i .us>; Pdt1h:id Vc1lenzuela <Pc1tricia'Jalenwela@c0.irnpe1ial.c:a.us>; Paul 

Dl:"!ul <-P.iulDeulii~u:i 1111µe1icd.1_ci u~:.., Reyb Rur11fru ,Ri::ye.!.Eon11::1u@.c.(, i11q:i~11cii.c.1 u-,;..., Rilct Rc11r,,:i-, 
..:Riti!Rarnos@coimpt!rial.eci.us>; Robert Malek <HobertMalek@co.irnperial.ca.L1s>; Hosa l.opez 

<Rosal 1)pe2(tilco imperial ca us>; Rosu Soto <HosaSoto@)co.imperialr.;1.us>; Sandra Mendivil 

<S<1r;dr"aM~~11divil(~c:o ,mpe, i.il c:;1 tts~; 5,itilh Sauer <':iar.:=thSar1er@co.in1(lcn;.il cc1 .us>; Sergio Rubi0 

<Sr.rg1okubio('J)co imperial u.1.u,>; ·rony Houhotas-:.: ronyRouhotas(1Jco imp1'ric1I Gl us>; Vanessa Rr.1rnire2 
"- Va,,e: :;si'. R dnii r ez(fi)L.o iiY: peric.11 .,.r1 .u,;, 

Subject: rime & MJterial Proiect CUP20 000'1-Valencia 3 

Tri'. irik '/Ui.J, 

Ca.h.i....a. of-. <icnH.eL 
Administrative Secretary 

IMPERIAL COUNTY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
;'-;(11 fv1Hin SI El Ce111tro Ci\ C)J2,n 

rJ 111 ~ ) ) :i f-i c; - i n F F ( ,) <P i Hi c; 1 n lj 

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 net an intended 

recipient of this message, please notify the sender by replying to this message and then delete ii from your system. Use, dissemination, distribution, or 

reproduction of this message by unintended recipients is not authorized and may be unlawful. 
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/ 
/llllllllf'IIIIIAL I··~ ·~■"T I.C. PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT. """"'I'""" .,~,. r5J ' 801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243 (760) 482-4236 

• APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE ALL NUMBERED (block) SPACES - P /98Stl type or print -

1. PROPERTY OWNER'S NAME EMAIL ADDRESS 
Jonea & union • (Vallndl t 3) c/o Jurgheuberger@gmalt.com 

2. MAILING ADDRESS (Sited tPO ea., Cly, S.) ZIP CODE I PHONE NUMBER 
804 ~ st., SUit D. Folsom. Ce 95830 916-985-9461 

3. APPLICANT'S NAME EMAIL ADDRESS 
IGS (NNIZayed) NaeJZayed@Jgs.com 

4. MAILING ADDRESS (Slreet/POeax, Clty.8111e) iricoDE I P~f1~f9ER 6100 Emlf'llld Parkway. Dublin, OH, 016 

4. ENGINEER'S NAME CA. LICENSE NO. EMAIL ADDRESS 
NA 

5. MAILING ADDRESS (Slrllt/PO llllr. cay, SIiia) ZIP CODE I PHONE NUMBER 
NA 

6. ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO. I SIZE OF PROPERTY (In aaes ~ 5QIIR IIIIII) ,Z~ING .... ) 
040-360-034-000 40 ofwlch 19.,. being used 

7. PROPERTY~alte)ADORESS 
20 Well Ha a Rd., lmpeffal, Ca. 

8. GENERAL LOCATION (I.e. ~ · town. crou street) 
Ult af Dogwood Rd., norl'I Hams Rd. (tM COffllf) 

9. LEGAL DESCRIPTION TIUU T 14 S, PU4 E 

PLEASE PROVIDE CLEAR & CO SE INFORMATION NCI (ATTACH SEPARATE IHEET IF NEEDED) 

10. DESCRIBE PROPOSED USE OF PROPERTY ,-.-..,._111C1111a) 

Minor modllcdon to nMl'lltlllon nne routing per requnmem ar 110, ... dacMd doc:umenl. Project,.,,...,. Ille Mme and 11 
l!llff'IPlll9 unaer 1!8111mll!tll5". 

11. DESCRIBE CURRENT USE OF PROPERTY vacan -current!~ under constructk>n for 3 MW erol!£!!l 
12. DESCRIBE MOPOSED SEWER SVS1'EM NA 
13. DESCRIBE PROPOSED WATEft SYSTEM NA 
14. DESCRIBE PftOPOSED FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM 

15. IS PROPOSED USE A BUSINESS? 
111 Vea n No 

I / WE THE LEGAl OWNER (S) OF THE ABOVE PROPERTY 
CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION SHOWN OR STATBJ HEREIN 
IS TRUE ANO CORRECT. 

jurgheu!JBrDerCI Mardi 24, 2020 

Dalo 

PrinlName Dalo 

SilJ)atun, 

APPLICATION RECEIVED BY: 

APPLICATION DEEMED COMPLETE BY: 

.APPLICATION REJECTED ev-
TENTATIVE HEARING BY: 

FINAL ACTION: □ APPROVED □ DENIED 

on lltt 1torage tanka supplied from canal by 110 

I IF YES, HOW MANY EMPLOYEES WIU BE AT THIS SITE? 

DATE 

DATE 

DATE 

D/\TE 

DATE 

IIIIUIIID IUfl'CNIT DOCHIElTI 
A. SITEPLAN 

I. FEE 

C. OTHER ------------D. OTiiEPl 

Rl:Vl.EW I ~PROVAL llY 
OTHER 01:Pl'S 11:'QUlred. 
0 P. W. 
[J E."H.S ~ 
0 A. P. C. O, 
C O. E.S. 

□ ----
□ ----



April 13, 2020 

TO: Jim Minnick, Director ICPDS 

T,annnlll•I ■•••• ,,.. 
IURG NIUIIRGII 

yp/ a,,(..,~~ r t ,.,,-,.LJ.j 

I'?-

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 110 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 110 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 11D 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 "world" environment surrounding COVID 19 has placed some limitations 
on your and your staff. However, as you can see given the change necessitated by the HD 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 I DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG. 

1/ 



Minor Modification/Amendment Request for: 

REQUESTED ACTION: 

CUP 15-0021 
Valencia 3 

APN: 040-360-034-000 

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

d. Protect 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 electricity to the 
eastern edge of the Project site, where the underground electric lines would be routed to 
a step up transformer which would raise the voltage to 92 kV. The 92 kV conductors 
would be routed up a new /ID pole (located inside the fenced Project boundary) on risers, 
through a meter and switch. and on to the approximately 100 foot interconnection with 
the /ID 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 following 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 with in 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 11D 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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MIIMal 
No. 

30IIOll210 

30000211 
40002938 
40002948 
4<m2948 
4ml2lli50 
40003009 
40003320 
4CXI03883 
40003661 
40003680 
4CIOm57D 
4CXIOfflil 
4000:J780 
4CIOOml3 
400037'4 
4G003786 
40003790 
40008018 
40IJOall5 
40004187 
411)1)41111 
40004184 
amomea 
30000286 
30000782 
40003117 
40003283 
40003814 
-40003834 
40004221 
3111111311 
3IIICll290 
GlOlllll5l8 
30000080 
30000000 
40003128 
«II03160 
40003781 
40008881 
400IXllll5 
30000034 
40003608 
4000lli85 
40004330 
400IJIQt 
30000001 
300IQlQ3 
40004308 
4CIOll2Jl81 
40002ll86 
400041115 

300ll05l85 

400m940 
40002837 

DNcrtpUon 

45 FT. POLE WOOO DISTRIBUTION 
1111.1 r- I. f"OlE WUUU Dl9TRalT10N 
ttULT-MAIAIINE112 XBUIILV~ 
80I. T-MAa«E 618 X 10 GALVANIZED 

VAI.ENOA 3 PROJEa 
1521 DIST. CICT. 

■ILL 0P MATBUAL: 

80l T-MACHI NE &II X 12 I NOH <W.VANIZED 
BOlT-MACH NE fill X 14 GALVANIZED 
BRACE-REVERS. WOOOX-ARM72 SP X1Z' DRP 
CROSSAIM-10 FOOT a.PIN n:NIA TREATED 
MARICER-C0MMON NEU11W. "CN" 
INSll.ATal-f'tl TYPE F-NECIC WHITE SM 
INSUI.ATOR-O.E. OIS1Rl8. POl.Tll'l:K. 16 KV 
INSlllATOR-ffl 1YPE 14.4 KV F-NECK GREV 
1MJT..ux.K. MF , n-a:: ,a IN. SQUARE GALV 
NUT-lOCK, MF I wt: Ml Iii. :IUUNU: GALV 
WASHEFW.OCK DBLEOOILSPAING 112" CW.V 
WASHER-lOCK D8U: OOI. SPRING f.ilr GALV 
WASHER-LOCK DBLEOOILSPRINB3/411 GALV 
~1NSUL LO 9HANC &IBX1f.112" WINUTS .. -~~-~ \IEU.OW 4 X:111" 
~HIV P •Vl:lil HI U1Y2Jt 1~- IYP&i. Yl:IJ..OW 

WASHER.ffOI.N>WIII IN.Ufl) 
WASHER.salMRE 11/111 N.-2X2X 111 INCH 
WASHER-SO CURVED 1111119 3 X 3 X 1/4 INCH 
TIE DISTRIBUT10N IYIKN" LOCK) ALL su:ES 
~ OM UIHIHIHUT~ AU. SIZES 
OEADeND STRAIN a.AMP 
a.AMP GR<UID ROD 
~ 

,._ OROUND-..:ZCU. 
ROD. GROUND 61111" xB' OOPPERWB.D 
STAPLF OROl.N) WIRE COPPERWELD 1-114" x 114" 
WIRE-COPPER .. SOLS.D. BARESI LS OOIL -~ OROUtONO 
AJ/PACr. WH TN' SEE STANWIRD 203.8 TABI.£ 18A. 

.11..<L ... IOfTA~~•on 

Nlf> Cltl PRIMARY' COMECTORS 
GUVIIMNLD 
a.MF-sTRAIN OESlR a.EVIS#'J.-477 MCMt 
a&'IS-THMIE Mr'GALV FOR8ED STEEL 
MIT-1..ulx MFTl'PE 314 IN SQUARE 
SIGN-l.A8EL "CN" \'Ell.OW ON Bl.AO< 3_6"Jj4• 

STRIP-VISIIIUTY 2 X 14" lYPE-l \'Ell.OW 
GUVANCHOR 
OUARDalY 8 FT YELLOW PCX.YETlM.BE 
INSULATOR-STRAIN OUY 1211 INCH X30 000# 
.....,.., ""IV 71111' JCTRA.HI ~ GALV n .a._cu:A 
GRIP-STEEL GUY 7/111" INCH 8ALVANIZED 
m,y ITMIU HD 
GUY.DOWN 
WIRE-AI.Ut.lNUMTE• SO MAE SOFT DRAWN 
BOLT~314 X 12 GALVANIZED ..... - ·-x:ioruu:v~ 
WA.SHBI-SQ r.HNS:n 13/lr 4 X4 X 1/4 IN. 
ANQIOR • HE1.D(: 
DOU8lE r OR, D0lllLE 10" OR, SIIIOlE 12" OR, SINOlE 14" 

1■-7' nnm- #0-100 CHANCE 112334-P 
EVENl1T FOR 1"ANCHORROD1WIN-EVE 

• t 

Unit Item Add, 
llllmTotll lub-Tolll 1111111 - 20 0.0 ~ ... 3 0.0 a - 42 4.2 48 - 1 0.1 1 

-- 20 2.0 22 - 2, 2.1 23 

-- 42 4.2 48 ... 21 2.1 23 - 2 0.2 2 - 22 2.2 24 - 20 2.0 22 - 88 8.8 76 - 42 4.2 46 - 43 4.3 47 - 44 4.4 48 - 43 4.3 47 - 7 0.7 8 

-- 81 11.t 100 

-- 23 2.3 26 

-- 128 12.8 139 - 42 4.2 48 

-- 21 2.1 22 - 42 4.2 48 - 24 2A 211 - 22 2:2 24 - 1 0.1 1 - 411 4.8 51 

-- 23 2.3 25 - 48 4.8 61 
ea. 616 51.6 rm 
~- 141 14.1 155 
ea. 23 2.3 26 - 23 2.3 26 - 4 0.4 4 
ea. 2 0.2 2 

-- 1 Q.1 1 
ea. 18 1.8 18 ... 2 0.2 2 
ea. 8 D.I 7 - 8 0.8 7 - 12 1.2 13 - .. 0A .. - 4 0.4 4 - 4 0.4 4 - 220 22.0 242 ... 4 0.4 .. 
-- 2 0.2 2 .. 1 0.1 1 
lb. O.li 0.1 1 - 8 0.8 7 - " 0.5 6 
ea. 4 0.6 6 

-- 4 0.4 4 

-- 4 0.4 4 - 4 0.4 4 
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