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SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION

A. PURPOSE

This document is a [_] policy-level, X project level Initial Study for evaluation of potential environmental impacts
resulting with the proposed Conditional Use Permit #20-0019 (Refer to Exhibit “A" & “B"). For purposes of this
document, the Conditional Use Permit will be called the “proposed project’”.

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

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

(] According to Section 15065, an EIR is deemed appropriate for a particular proposal if the following conditions
oceur;

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

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

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

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

(] 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 Imperial'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
e ————
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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
principal responsibility for approving the necessary environmental clearances and analyses for any project in the
County.

C. INTENDED USES OF INITIAL STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION

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

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

D. CONTENTS OF INITIAL STUDY & NEGATIVE DECLARATION

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

SECTION 1

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

SECTION 2

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

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

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

SECTION 3

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

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

V. REFERENCES lists bibliographical materials used in preparation of this document.
VI. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - COUNTY OF IMPERIAL
VIl. FINDINGS
SECTION 4
VIIl. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS (IF ANY)
IX. MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP) (IF ANY)
E. SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS
For evaluation of environmental impacts, each question from the Environmental Checklist Form is summarized
and responses are provided according to the analysis undertaken as part of the Initial Study. Impacts and effects

will be evaluated and quantified, when appropriate. To each question, there are four possible responses, including:

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

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

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

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

F. POLICY-LEVEL or PROJECT LEVEL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

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

G. TIERED DOCUMENTS AND INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

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

1. Tiered Documents

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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:

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

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

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

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

e The material to be incorporated in this document will include general background information (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15150]f]). This has been previously discussed in this document.

Lo ——————— |
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Il Environmental Checklist
1. Project Title: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) #20-0019, Cabaj Zbigniew & Martha Blaszczyk

Lead Agency: Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department

Contact person and phone number: Mariela Moran, Planner Il, (442)265-1736, ext. 1747
. Address: 801 Main Street, El Centro CA, 92243

. E-mail: marielamoran@co.imperial.ca.us

Project location: 1 Coyote Well Rd., Ocotillo CA

Project sponsor's name and address: Cabaj Zbigniew & Martha Blaszczyk
5713 Desert View Dr.,
La Jolla, CA 92037

N o oo woN

8. General Plan designation: Ocotillo/Nomirage Community Area Plan
9. Zoning: R-1-L-40 (Low Density Residential)

10. Description of project: Applicant proposes to use the existing water well and extract 1 acre feet of water a year
for the family's proposed vacation home. The entitlements for the existing well were originally granted under CUP #935-
90.

11. Surrounding land uses and setting: The site is located southerly of the San Diego and Arizona Railroad, in
proximity to the West with the townsite of Ocotillo. There are vacant parcels to the North, South and West: and a
residential dwelling on property located West of the project site. The parcel is surrounded by native desert landscape.

12. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement.): Planning Commission, Imperial County Public Health Department.

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?

The Quechan Indian Tribe have requested to be consulted under Assembly Bill 52. Consultation letter was sent on
October 14, 2020 and an email from the Quechan Indian Tribe Historic Preservation Officer received on October 20,
2020 stated that they did not have comments on this project.

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form & Negative Declaration for Zbigniew & Blaszczyk CUP #20-0019
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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.

[0  Aesthetics O Agriculture and Forestry Resources O  AirQuality

[  Biological Resources O Cultural Resources O  Energy

[0  Geology /Scils O Greenhouse Gas Emissions [0  Hazards & Hazardous Materials
O  Hydrology / Water Quality O Land Use / Planning [0  Mineral Resources

O Noise O Population / Housing [0  Public Services

[0  Recreation O Transportation [0  Tribal Cultural Resources

O O O

Utilities/Service Systems Wildfire Mandatory Findings of Significance

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE (EEC) DETERMINATION

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

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

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

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

[ ] Found that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially significant unless
mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document
pursuant 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 s required, but it must analyze
only the effects that remain to be addressed.

[] 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 pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing
further is required.

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE DE MINIMIS IMPACT FINDING: ] Yes [ 1No

<
m
W

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

ABSENT

OooOoood]
1 o o o 5
I o

Jim Minnick, Director of Planning/EEC Chairman Date:

————
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PROJECT SUMMARY

A. Project Location: The project site is located at 1 Coyote Well Rd., Ocotillo CA 92259. This parcel is located
on Imperial County Assessor Parcel (APN) 033-620-006-000. The legal description for this parcel is Portion
of Tract 49, Township 16 South, Range 10 East, SBBM.

B. Project Summary: Applicant proposes to use the existing water well and extract 1 acre feet of water a year
for the family's proposed vacation home. The proposed vacation home was submitted to this Department
under Building Permit #51287 and it is currently under ministerial review. The entitlements for the existing well
were originally granted under CUP #935-90.

C. Environmental Setting: The project is located in a disturbed parcel with an existing water well and a mobile
home that is in the process of being demolished and would be replaced by a new geodesic dome as a dwelling
for family's vacation home. The project site is a relatively flat terrain in a fenced lot with native desert landscape
and sand. The project site is located southerly of the San Diego and Arizona railroad, approximately 700 feet
South from the Kumeyaay Highway (I-8) and 1.3 miles approx. east of the townsite of Ocaotillo.

D. Analysis: Under the Land Use Element of the Imperial County General Plan, the project site is designated
as “Residential" per Ocotillo/Nomirage Community Area Plan. It is classified as R-1-L-40 (Low Density
Residential) under the Imperial County Land Use Ordinance (Title 9). Pursuant to Ocotillo/Nomirage
Community Area Plan, the entire planning area is dependent on groundwater.

E. General Plan Consistency: Under the Land Use Element of the Imperial County General Plan, the project
site is designated as “Residential” per the Ocotillo-Nomirage Community Area Plan. The proposed project
could be considered consistent with the General Plan since no change is being proposed to the existing use
and a Conditional Use Permit has been applied for a water well, pursuant to Imperial County Land Use
Ordinance (Title 9), Division 21 Water Well Regulations §92102.00.

e e e e ——— e
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Exhibit “A”
Vicinity Map

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Depariment
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Exhibit
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1) Abrief 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) Al 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).

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.

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

6)  Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential
impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). 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

R ——
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Potentially

Potentially Significant Less Than

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

| AESTHETICS

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

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista or scenic
highway? O U O X
a) The project site is not located near any scenic vista or scenic highway according to the Imperial
County Circulation and Scenic Highway Element!; therefore, no impact is expected.

b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within ] O ] X
a state scenic highway?
b) As previously stated, the proposed project is not located near a Scenic vista or Scenic Highway
and would not substantially damage scenic resources. Therefore, no impact is expected.

¢) 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 publicly accessible vantage point.) If the project is in an O O 0 i
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?
c¢) The proposed project would not substantially physically degrade the existing visual character
since it is for continuing the use of an existing water well. Therefore, no impacts are expected.

d)  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? L [ U X
d) The proposed project is to continue the use of the existing water well and does not include any
sources of substantial light or glare as a part of the project. Therefore, no impacts are expected.

IL. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

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

a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring ] ] ] X
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?
a) The proposed project site located outside of the “Survey Boundary” area per the Imperial County

Important Farmland 2016 Map2, therefore the proposed project will not convert any type of Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance to non-agricultural use;
therefore, no impact is expected.

b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act Contract? O O 0 X
b) The proposed project's parcel is designated as “Non-Enrolled Land” per The California
Department of Conservation Imperial County Williamson Act FY 2016/2017 Map3, therefore, no
impacts are expected.

1 Imperial County General Pian Circulation and Scenic Highways Element
2 Imperial County Important Farmland 2016 Map
3 \mperial County Williamson Act FY 2016/2017 Map
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c)  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest
land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section ] | ] X
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined
by Government Code Section 51104(g))?
c) The General Plan Land Use Map* designates this parcel as “Ocotillo-Nomirage Community Area
Plan®, and no forest land is near the vicinity of the project. The proposed project will not conflict with
the existing zoning and will not cause rezoning of forest land, timber land, or Timberland Production:
therefore, no impact is expected to occur.

d)  Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to
non-forest use? O O O X
d) As previously stated in item c) above, the proposed project will not result in the loss of forest land
or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, no impacts are expected.

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land O L 0 D¢
to non-forest use?
e) This parcel is located outside of the “Survey Boundary” area per the Imperial County Important
Farmland 2016 Map as stated previously above on item a), therefore no change of Farmland to
non-agricultural use, or forest land to non-forest use is expected. No impact is expected.

w AIR QUALITY

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

a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air

) quality plan? P i 0 O X [
a) The proposed project is to continue the use of the existing water well, however a residence is
proposed under Building Permit #59894 and will be required to adhere to 2019 California Building
Code requirements and will also be subject to Air Pollution Control District approval and
requirements; therefore, any impacts are considered to be less than significant.

b)  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality O [ X [
standard?
b) As previously stated, under item a) above, the proposed project is to continue the use of the
existing water well, if there would be any impacts they would be considered less than significant.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutants
concentrations? [ [ X [
¢) The project is not expected to expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations
as the well is already built on site. Impacts are considered less than significant.

d)  Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors 7
adversely affecting a substantial number of people? [j 0 X O

d) As mentioned above under item a) the project is for the use of the existing well, therefore the
proposed project is not expected to result in other emissions; therefore, any impacts are expected to
be less than significant.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the project:

4 Imperial Coung Land Use Plan Map http://www.icpds.com/CMS/Media/LANDUSE—Mae.Edf
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b)

d)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through

habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,

sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, ] ] X ]
policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish

and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

a) According to the Imperial County General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element5, Figure
1 “Sensitive Habitat Map”, the project is not located within a sensitive habitat map; and according
to Figure 2 “Sensitive Species Map”, the project is located within the “Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard
Species Distribution Model” area. However, the proposed project is to continue the use of an
existing water well and it is not likely it would have a substantial adverse effect either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies or regulations. Less than significant impacts are expected.

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or

other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional

plans, palicies, regulations, or byythe California Depanm%nt of O L X [
Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) According to the Imperial County General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, the
project site is not within a sensitive or riparian habitat, or other sensitive natural community;
therefore, it does not appear to have a substantial effect in local or regional plan, policies, and
regulations regarding sensitive natural communities or by the Departments of Fish and Wildlife.
Less than significant impacts are expected.

Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally

rotected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal

Eool, coastal, etc.) t(hrough girect remaval, filling, hydrological O O I O
interruption, or other means?

c) As stated above under item a), according to the Imperial County General Plan Conservation and
Open Space Element, Figure 1 “Sensitive Habitat Map”, the project is not located within a sensitive
habitat map, neither is located within state of federally protected wetlands; therefore, less than

significant impacts are anticipated.

Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or

migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native

resgidentry or migratory wildlifF:a corridors, or impede the use of O O X L
native wildlife nursery sites?

d) The proposed project is to continue the use of an existing water well; therefore, it is not likely that
it would interfere substantially with the movement of any residential or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established resident or migratory wildlife, corridors or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites. If there would be any impact, it is expected to be less than significant.

Conflict with any local policies or ordinance protecting

biological resource, such as a tree preservation policy or O ] [l X
ordinance?

e) The proposed project does not conflict with any local policy or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance. Therefore, no impact is expected.

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or

other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation O [ O ¢
plan?

f) The proposed project is not within a designated sensitive area according to the Imperial County
General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, therefore, it would not conflict with the
provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. No impacts are expected.

51C General Plan Conservation and Open Space - hitp:/iwww.icpds.com/CMS/Media/Conservation-&-Open-Space-Element-2016.pdf
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a n n = n

historical resource pursuant to §15064.5?

a) According to the Imperial County General Plan’'s Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure
5, the area is classified under “1000m buffer around Named Streams and Waterbodies”, however
the site is in a disturbed land with an existing water well, therefore it is not likely that the project
may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource. Additionally,
the Quechan Indian Tribe have requested to be consulted under Assembly Bill 52. Consultation
letter was sent on October 14, 2020 and an email from the Quechan Indian Tribe Historic
Preservation Officer received on October 20, 2020 stated that they did not have comments on this
project. Less than significant impacts are expected.

b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
) archaeological resource pursuant t% §15064.59? [ O I u
b) As previously mentioned under item a) above, the proposed project is located on disturbed land
and it is not likely to cause a substantial change to an archeological resource. Less than significant
impacts are expected.

c)  Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside
of dedicated cemeteries? O O I O
¢) No new construction is anticipated for the proposed project, therefore, any impacts are expected

to be less than significant.

VI. ENERGY Would the project:

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy [l ] X N
resources, during project construction or operation?
a) The proposed project is to continue the use of an existing water well; therefore, it is not expected
to result in a significant environmental impact due to wasteful inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources during project construction or operation. Less than significant
impacts are expected.

b)  Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable
energy or energy efficiency? P O O X L
b) As mentioned above under item a), the proposed project is to continue the use of an existing well
and it is not expected to conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency. Less than significant impacts are expected.

VIl. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project:

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse

) effects%lincluding riskyof loss, in?ury, or death involving: L U X O
a) The proposed project is to continue the use of an existing well and does not appear to conflict
with the geology and soils of adjacent properties and does not appear to directly or indirectly cause
potential substantial adverse effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death. The proposed vacation
home is currently under ministerial review on Building Permit #51287 and would be subject to
compliance to the latest edition of the California Building Code, including seismic requirements.
Therefore, any impacts are expected to be less than significant.

1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based ] D X O
on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
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Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 427?

1) The project is located approximately 0.4 miles west of the Imperial fauit and it is under the
State of California’s Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone Maps — Coyote Wells Quadrangle
Mapb, released September 21, 2012; therefore, the site could be affected by the occurrence of
seismic activity, in similitude to the surrounding residences; however since the proposed project
is to continue the use of an existing well and the construction of the proposed home is under
ministerial review (BP #51287), impacts are considered less than significant.

2)  Strong Seismic ground shaking? ] [ X N
2) As stated above on item 1), the proposed project may be affected by the occurrence of
seismic ground shaking, however since the proposed project is to continue the use of an
existing well, impacts are expected to be less than significant.

3) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction

) and seiche/tsunagmi? o L O I O
3) As stated above under item a), the project is to continue the use of an existing well and the
project site is not located in a Tsunami inundation area according to the California Official
Tsunami Inundation Maps’, seismic-related ground failure impacts including liquefactions and
seiche/tsunami are considered to be less than significant.

4)  Landslides? [l ] ] %
4) The proposed project is not located within a Landslide Activity area according to the Imperial
County Seismic and Public Safety Element8, Figure 2 (Landslide Activity). The topography
within the project site is generally flat, and therefore will not be directly or indirectly affected by
a landslide. No impacts are expected.

b)  Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? N ] ]
b) The proposed project is not located within an area of substantial soil erosion according to Imperial
County Seismic and Public Safety Element, Figure 3 (Erosion Activity). Less than significant impacts
are expected.

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslides, Iatergl streading, O O 2 L
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
c) The proposed project site is not located on a geological unit that would become unstable or
collapse as a result of the project as the water well is already built on site, therefore, any impacts
are expected to be less than significant.

d) Belocated on expansive soil, as defined in the latest Uniform
Building Code, creating substantial direct or indirect risk o life | ] X N
or property?
d) The proposed project soil site may not be considered highly expansive, in addition the proposed
project is to continue the use of an existing well and the proposed vacation dwelling will be subject
to a ministerial review under BP #51287, therefore, the proposed project impacts are expected to
be less than significant.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems O ] il 4
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste

8 State of California Special Studies Map http://amw.consrv.ca.gov/SHP/EZRIM/Maps/COYOTE WELLS EZRIM.pdf
7 Department of Conservation Tsunami Inundation Maps http://maps.conservation.ca.govicas/informationwarehousefindex. him/?map=tsunami
8 Imperial County Seismic and Public Safety Element - https:/wwv.icpds.com/assets/planning/seismic-and-public-

safety. |‘u.‘| I
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water?

e) The proposed project is to continue the use of an existing well, the proposed vacation dwelling
will be subject to a ministerial review under BP #51287 and subject to the latest edition of the
California Building Code; therefore, any impacts are expected to be less than significant.

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource

or site)(l)r unique ge)zlologic f):aatureg P ? O O X O
f) The proposed project is to continue the use of an existing water well in a disturbed parcel and
there are no known unique paleontological resources or geologic features on the site; therefore,
less than significant impacts are expected to directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION Would the project:

a)

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the ] ] X ]
environment?

a) The proposed project is to extract one acre feet of water from an existing water well for a vacation
home, and it is not expected to generate greenhouse gas emissions, that either directly or indirectly,
may have a significant impact on the environment. Any impacts are expected to be less than
significant.

Conflict with an applicable plan or policy or regulation adopted

for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse ] ] X |:|
gases?

b) The proposed project is not expected to conflict with an applicable plan or policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. Less than significant
impacts are expected.

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 ] ] ] X
materials?
a) The proposed project is not expected to create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment since it does not include any handling of hazardous materials. No impacts are
expected.

b)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the O O O 2
environment?
b) As stated above under item a), the proposed project does not anticipate handling hazardous
materials. No impacts are expected.

¢)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter ] ] ] X
mile of an existing or proposed school?
¢) The proposed project is not located within ¥4 mile of a school, thus, the project would not represent
a risk to school facilities; therefore, no impacts are expected.

d) Belocated on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant D D & []
hazard to the public or the environment?
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d) The proposed project site is not located on a site included on a list of hazardous material sites®:
therefore, less than significant impacts are expected.

e)  Fora 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 'l ] ] =
hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the
project area?
e) The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan, or within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, and would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working
in the project area; therefore, no impacts are expected.

f)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation ] ] O X
plan?
f) The proposed project is not expected to interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan; therefore, no impacts are expected.

Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a
g sigFr)lificarEt rigk of loss, injury or death invol\ying wiIdIandyfires? 0 u X O

g) The project site is classified as LRA Moderate under the Fire Hazard Severity Zone according to
the “Draft Fire Hazard Severy Zones in LRA" Imperial County map dated September 19, 2007. The
proposed project is to continue the operation of an existing well and the proposed vacation home
would be subject to ministerial review (BP #51287); therefore, any impact related to expose people
or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires is considered to be less than significant.

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ] | X [
ground water quality?
a) The proposed project is to continue the operation of the existing well, it would extract one acre
feet of water a year as initially requested under CUP #935-90, therefore it is not expected to violate
any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or substantially degrade surface or
ground water quality. Any impacts are expected to be less than significant.

b)  Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project
may impede sustainable groundwater management of the U O X O
basin?
b) As commented above under item a), the proposed project anticipates the extraction of one acre
feet of water from an existing well and it is not expected to substantially decrease groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede
sustainable groundwater management of the basin; therefore, less than significant impacts are

expected.

¢)  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream
or river or thr%ugh tﬁe addition of impervious surfaces, in a O O I O
manner which would:
c) As stated above under item a), the proposed project is for the extraction of one acre feet of water
a year from an existing well and it is not likely that it will substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area. Less than significant impacts are expected.

9 EnviroStor Database hito:/Awww envirostor disc. ca.govipublic)
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(i) resultin substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; I O X O

(i) As stated above under item c), the proposed project is to continue the extraction of one acre-
feet of water a year from an existing water well and it is not likely that it would cause substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off- site. Less than significant impacts are expected.

(i) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or ] ] X ]
offsite;
(ii) The proposed project is not expected to substantially increase the rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite. Less than significant impacts

are expected.

(ili) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage
systerr?s ory provide sgubs?antial additional sources gof L O I O
polluted runoff; or;
(iii) The proposed project would not appear to create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff. Impacts appear to be less than significant.

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? O ] X ]
(iv) The proposed project would continue the operation of the existing water well and it is not
expected to impede or redirect flood flows. Less than significant impacts are expected.

d In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of
) pollutants due to project inundation? O O X O
d) The project site is not located within a Tsunami Inundation Area and it is not expected to expose
people or structures to a significant risk release of pollutants due to project inundation. Less than
significant impacts are expected.

e)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water qualit

) control plan or sustainable gr%undwater management p?an? ! L O D L
e) The proposed project would continue the extraction of one acre feet of water a year from an
existing water well and it is not expected to conflict or obstruct implementation of a water quality
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan.

LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project:

a)  Physically divide an established community? ] ] ] X
a) The proposed project is to continue the use of an existing water well which would be used for
residential purposes and it is not expected to physically divide an established community; therefore,
no impact is expected.

b)  Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with
any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the Il O X ]
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
b) The proposed project would continue the use of an existing water well for residential purposes.
The parcel is zone R-1-L-40 (Low Density Residential), the residential use is proposed to continue,
therefore it would comply with the Imperial County Land Use Ordinance, and it is not expected to
cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. Less than
significant impacts are expected.
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XIl.  MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project:
a)  Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the ] ] ] X
state?
a) The proposed project is not located within the boundaries of an active mine per Imperial County
General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 8 “Existing Mineral Resources”.
Therefore, no impacts are expected.
b)  Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral

resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, ] ] ] X
specific plan or other land use plan?

b) The proposed project is not expected to result in the loss of availability of a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use
plan. No impacts are expected.

Xlll. NOISE Would the project result in:

3)

Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase

in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess

of standards established in the loc);I general Jplan or noise O 0 X O
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

a) It is not expected that the continuation of the use of the existing water well would generate
substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise, however during construction of the
proposed residence noise would be expected. The construction phase of the residence would be
subject to the Construction Noise standards per Noise Element'? of the Imperial County General
Plan. Compliance with such standards would bring impacts to less than significant.

Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or

groundborne noise levels? g [ O X O
b) During the construction of the residence groundborne vibration and noise levels are expected to
increase in a short term; however as stated above under item a), the construction phase of the
residence will be subject to the Construction Noise standards per Noise Element of the Imperial
County General Plan. Compliance with such standards would bring impacts to less than significant.

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or

an airport {and use plan or where such a plan has not been

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use ] ] X Ol
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in

the project area to excessive noise levels?

c) The proposed project site is located 2.7 miles approximately from a private airstrip located to
the northwest of the project; however it is not expected to expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels. As stated above under item a), during the construction
of the subsequent residence, groundborne vibration and noise levels are expected to increase in a
short term; however during this period the proposed project will be subject to the Construction
Noise standards per Noise Element of the Imperial County General Plan. Therefore, less than
significant impacts are expected.

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 ] J 4 i
business) or indirectly (for example, through extension of

10 imperial Coun Noise Element - htt

[lwww.icpds.com/planning/land-use-documentsigeneral-plan/noise-element
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roads or other infrastructure)?

a) The proposed project is to continue the use of an existing residential well for a single family
dwelling. Therefore, the proposed project is not expected to induce substantial unplanned
population growth in the area either directly or indirectly. Less than significant impacts are expected.

Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,

necessitating the construction of replacement housing [l ] | X
elsewhere?

b) The proposed project will not displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the
construction or replacement housing elsewhere. Therefore, no impact is expected.

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 ] ] X ]

cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain

acceptable service ratios, response times or other

performance objectives for any of the public services:

a) The proposed project is not expected to result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with potential impacts foreseen on public services. However, any impact would be less than

significant.

1) Fire Protection? ] ] X ]
1) The proposed project is not expected to result in substantial impacts on fire protection; any new
impacts would be less than significant.

2) Police Protection? ] ] 1 X
2) The proposed project is not expected to have result in substantial impacts on police protection;
no impacts are expected.

3) Schools? ] ] ] X
3) The proposed project is not expected to have a substantial impact on schools. No impacts are
expected.

4) Parks? ] ] ] X
4) The proposed project is not expected to create a substantial impact on parks. No impacts are
expected.

5) Other Public Facilities? ] O X O
5) The proposed project is not expected to create a substantial impact on other public facilities;
however, any impacts would be less than significant.

XVI. RECREATION

a) Would the project increase the use of the existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the O L X O
facility would occur or be accelerated?
a) The proposed project is not expected to increase the use of the existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated since no changes to the current use are being proposed. Less than
significant impacts are expected.
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Does the project include recreational facilities or require the

construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might ] ] ] X
have an adverse effect on the environment?

b) The proposed project does not include or require the construction of recreational facilities. No

impacts are expected.

XVIl.  TRANSPORTATION Would the project:

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

the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and ] ] il X
pedestrian facilities?
a) The proposed project is not expected to conflict with the Imperial County General Plan’s
Circulation and Scenic Highways Element; a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities; therefore, no impacts
are expected.

b)  Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with the CEQA <
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 0 O O X
b) The proposed project will not conflict or be inconsistent with the CEQA Guidelines section
15064.3, subdivision (b) since it is not expected to have a significant transportation impact within
transit priority areas and no change is proposed in the existing use. No impacts are expected.

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

c) The proposed project does not appear to substantially increase hazards due to design features
or incompatible uses. No impacts are anticipated.

d)  Resultin inadequate emergency access? ] ] X ]
d) The proposed project would not result in inadequate emergency access since no change to the
existing use is proposed; any impact would be less than significant.

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

a)  Would the project cause a substantial 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 ] ] X ]
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place or object
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and
that is:

a) The proposed project is to continue the use of an existing well on disturbed land and it is not
expected that the project would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074. Additionally, the Quechan
Indian Tribe was consulted under Assembly Bill 52 and no comments were received at this time.
Therefore, less than significant impacts are expected.

(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 [ [ X L

Code Section 5020.1(k), or

(i) The proposed project is not listed or is not likely that it would be 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) since as stated above under item a), the
Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form & Negative Declaration for Zbigniew & Blaszczyk CUP #20-0019

Page 24 0f 33



Potentially

Potentially Significant Less Than

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

project area has an existing water well and to date, there is no evidence of cultural resources
on site. Therefore, less than significant impacts are expected.

(i) 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 1 [l X [l
subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section
50241, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native
American Tribe.
ii) As stated above, under item i), the proposed project is on a disturbed land and to date,
there is no evidence of cultural resources on site. Therefore, any impact would be less than

significant.

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project:

a)  Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications ] [] X ]
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?
a) The proposed project is to continue the operation of an existing well for residential purposes, the
applicant has submitted a Building Permit for the construction of a residential dwelling that would
replace the existing dilapidated mobile home, therefore, it is not expected that the proposed project
would require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded utilities and service
system facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. Less than
significant impacts are expected.
b)  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development ] O] X ]
during normal, dry and multiple dry years?
b) The proposed project intends to continue the extraction of one acre feet of water a year for
residential purposes; therefore, it is expected that there is sufficient water supplies to serve the
proposed project from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development. Less than
significant impacts are expected.
c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
rovider which serves or may serve the project that it has
gdequate capacity to serve thg project's prgjecj:ted demand in O O X L
addition to the provider's existing commitments?
¢) The proposed project is to continue the extraction of one acre feet of water a year for residential
purposes, applicant has also submitted a building permit for a new single family dwelling proposing
to use an existing septic system, such permit has been submitted to the ICPDS for review and it
would require to comply with the California Building Code and the requirements of Agencies
including Environmental Health Department for approval; therefore, it is expected that such
compliance would bring impacts to less than significant levels.
d)  Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or
in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise ] ] X ]
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
d) The proposed project would continue the residential use, therefore, it is not expected that it
would generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of
local infrastructure. Impacts are considered less than significant.
e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and
) redugti)clm statutes and regulations related to soliéJ waste? U L & O

Page 250f 33



Potentially

Potentially Significant Less Than

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

e) The proposed project does not require a solid waste plan. The proposed project site appears to
comply with all federal, state and local management and reduction status and regulations related to
solid waste. Less than significant impacts are expected.

XX. WILDFIRE

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

a)  Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or

emergency evacuation plan? L] ] X ]

a) The proposed project is not located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as
very high fire hazard severity zones, the proposed project parcel is within an area classified as
“Local Responsibility Area (LRA Moderate)-Unincorporated” under the Fire Hazard Severity Zones
in SRA adopted by Cal Fire on November 7, 2007. However, the proposed project is not expected
to substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Less
than significant impacts are expected.

b)  Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to
pollutant concentrations frgm apwildfirz cir the unc%ntrolled [ O X O
spread of a wildfire?
b) As stated above under item a) the area is classified as “Local Responsibility Area (LRA)-
Unincorporated”, the proposed project parcel is flat and surrounded by desert vacant parcels and a
residential dwelling to the east of the property, therefore, it is not expected that the proposed project
will expose occupants to poliutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire. Less than significant impacts are expected.

¢) 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 ] ] X ]
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?
c) As previously stated under item a) above, the proposed project is not located in or near State
responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, therefore, it would
not 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 risk or that may
result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment. Less than significant impacts are
expected.

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result ] O X ]
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?
d) As previously stated under item b) above, the proposed project is generally flat, and it is not
located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, therefore it not expected to expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or
drainage changes. Less than significant impacts are expected.

Note. Authorily cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov. Code, Sections 21080(c), 21080.1, 21080.3, 21083,
21083.05, 21083.3, 21093, 21094, 21095, and 21151, Public Resources Code, Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino,(1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296; Leonoffv. Morterey Board of
Supervisors, (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Citizens for Responsiie Gout v. Cly of Eureka (2007) 147 Cal. App.4th 357; Protect the Historic Amedor Waterways v. Amador Water
Agency (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th at 1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downfown Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal App.4th 656.

EEEssSsss- . = e )
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Revised 2009- CEQA
Revised 2011- ICPDS
Revised 2016 - ICPDS
Revised 2017 - ICPDS
Revised 2019 - ICPDS
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SECTION 3
lll. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat
of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant
or animal community, substantially reduce the u 0 a 0
number or 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?

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

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

V- 1
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IV. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED

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

A. COUNTY OF IMPERIAL

Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services

Michael Abraham, AICP, Assistant Director of Planning & Development Services
Mariela Moran, Project Planner

Imperial County Air Pollution Control District

Ag Commissioner

Environmental Health Services

B. OTHER AGENCIES/ORGANIZATIONS
e Quechan Indian Tribe

(Written or oral comments received on the checklist prior to circulation)

L ae———————————
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V. REFERENCES

Imperial County General Plan Circulation and Scenic Highways Element

Imperial County Important Farmland 2016 Map

Imperial County Williamson Act FY 2016/2017 Map

Imperial County Land Use Plan Map - http://www.icpds.com/CMS/Media/lLANDUSE-Map.pdf

IC General Plan Conservation and Open Space - http://www.icpds.com/CMS/Media/Conservation-
&-Open-Space-Element-2016.pdf

6. State of California Special Studies Ma?-
http.//gmw.consrv.ca.qov/iSHP/EZRIM/Maps/COYOTE WELLS EZRIM.pdf

7. Department of Conservation Tsunami Inundation Maps ,
hitp://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=tsunami

O AW N -

8. Imperial County Seismic and Public Safety Element-
https://www.icpds.com/assets/planning/seismic-and-public-safety.pdf

9. EnviroStor Database - http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.qovipublic/

10. Imperial County Noise Element - https://www.icpds.com/planning/land-use-documents/general-
plan/noise-element

e e ..o ——————  ———— ————— —————————}
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VL. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - County of Imperial

The following Negative Declaration is being circulated for public review in accordance with the California Environmental
Quality Act Section 21091 and 21092 of the Public Resources Code.

Project Name: Initial Study #20-0027 for Conditional Use Permit #20-0019
Cabaj Zbigniew & Martha Blaszczyk — Water Well

Project Applicant: Cabaj Zbigniew & Martha Blaszczyk

Project Location: The project site is located at 1 Coyote Well Rd., Ocotillo CA 92259. This parcel is located on Imperial
County Assessor Parcel (APN) 033-620-006-000. The legal description for this parcel is Portion of Tract 49, Township
16 South, Range 10 East, SBBM.

Description of Project: Applicant proposes to use the existing water well and extract 1 acre feet of water a year for the
family's proposed vacation home. The proposed vacation home was submitted to this Department under Building Permit
#51287 and it is currently under ministerial review. The entitiements for the existing well were originally granted under
CUP # 935-90.

B R ——————
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VL. 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:

I:l 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.

D The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects but:

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

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

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

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

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

NOTICE

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

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

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

Applicant Signature Date

e ——————————
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SECTION 4

VIil. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

(ATTACH DOCUMENTS, IF ANY, HERE

S:\AllUsers\APN\033\620\006\CUP 20-0019\EEC\IS 20-0027 - Environmental Checklist CUP20-0019.docx

_—————
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ATTACHMENT “A”
CUP APPLICATION AND SUPPORTING
DOCUMENTATION



CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT I.C. PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT.
801 Maln Street El Centro CA 92243 (760) 482-4236

- APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE ALL NUMBERI:D (black) SPACES Please type or print -

1. PROPERTY OWNER'S NAME EMAIL ADDRESS _ R
By (40247 3 HARTA Bldsz R K ca@%gé,gﬂ/fd%ww cony
2. _ MAILING ADDRESS (Street ox, City, State Z E PHONE NUMBER
57/3 DESELT Z/I/E'éfz O,eaéc L 44” Joud <4 ??03 7 % - RLOO
3. APPLICANT'S NAME EMAIL ADDRESS
(ZBene cfeAT cabayibigniec) Sgmail . cony
4.  MAILING ADDRESS (Strest 0%, Ci ZIP CODE — PHONE N E
5703 lesgar Vith pR i aouAd CA 950537 | bo- 893 - Ao
4. ENGINEER'S NAME CA. LICENSE NO. | EMAIL ADDRESS
cz/rxa« REDER ENGINEERING (7058
5. MAILING ADDRESS (Strest/ P O Box, City, State) ZIP CODE PHONE NUM@_ER
1098 MOSTELLER (N. WEST (yestee O | 45069 573 - 851 -1AR3
6. ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO. SIZE OF PROPERTY (in acres or square foot) ZONING (existing)
033 - 640 — pob - OO0/ 5O ACrES

7. PROPERTY (site) ADDRESS

4 CORPTE WELL RD 000776t D | CA FRR5F

GENERAL LOCATION (i.e. ccty town, cross slree{}

U 07 D &
S LEGALDESCRIFTION _ P)N 77 49 7768 RIOE LY seiy OF 5249 o?//uL

OF AN DEGD AND ARIZond RAILRIAD

Beliow of TRAk M&m&a@ RONGE [0 EAST, Lyin'& S0YTH ENSTEA

44

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

10. DESCRIBE PROPOSED USE OF PROPERTY (ist and describe in detail) Vﬂéﬂnﬁﬂ WE Fé_ﬂ (’A
10, “CEORGIAY STAE
a2y fler Yexy, oaPMm, 1Bo- & &a_wl

12. DESCRIBE PROPOSED SEWER SYSTEM EXIDTING SEPTIC ﬂﬁ/{
13. DESCRIBE PROPOSED WATER SYSTEM éx/jﬁﬂ@ WELL

14. DESCRIBE PROPOSED FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEM EXSTING ; (NTEL. T

11. DESCRIBE CURRENT USE OF PROPERTY 67-0)?/;36'5 69;- %50,(//4 / Pﬁﬂ?&fﬁ]_ﬁj 5‘_”% m‘

LEX.

15. IS PROPOSED USE A BUSINESS? IF YES, HOW MANY EMPLOYEES WILL BE AT THIS SITE?
[1 Yes R No
I/ WE THE LEGAL OWNER (5) OF THE ABOVE PROPERTY REQUIRED SUPPORT DOCUMENTS

CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION SHOWN OR STATED HEREIN

1S TRUE AND CORRECT ‘9 2 A SITE PLAN
-25-20 .
Pyl Mam ' Date B EE
A pa'} v st D C. OTHER
' - 9-495-20 D. OTHER
o8 ((Ze 2
(- - 2
/Slgnature \ /
| APPLICATION RECEIVED BY: 17 DATE l 0 g REVIEW / APPROVAL BY |
/1/1 /Lt /3 )\ Q3L OTHER DEPT'S required '
. APPLICATION DEEMED COMPLETE BY: DATE O pw i
! R [dEHS |
| APPLICATION REJECTED BY DATE O APCD ﬂ
. TENTATIVE HEARING BY: DATE S G:E8 d
| FINAL ACTION: [  APPROVED [0 DENIED DATE |
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Planning Department
County of Imperlal

Courthouse o 'f
El Centro, CA 92243 DOLORES PROVENGI®

T T 90013 7”608 BOOK 1 653 Fice 864

COUNTY RECORDER REG |3 =
|--—-- And When Recorded Mail To —] 500K1653PRE 864 ‘ RIF $ :
Planning Department g n- PITY MC $
County of Imperial LD 30 JUL 23 8N nH NiL S
ESjr ciigise “0 OFFICIAL RECORDS ToTaL {§57

| E1 centro, ca 52243 | IMPERIAL COUNTY, GA

MEMORANDUM OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

This is a Memorandum of Conditional Use Permit recorded by the County of Imperi-
al,-to-witness -that: . 2 . USRS SRS

Pursuant to County Ordinance Section 56350 , a Conditional Use Permit
I .

(Pérmit ' # 935-90 ) to Paul Jarand for a

Domestic Water Well has been granted by the County of

Imperial for certain premises located at

North of Nomirage . further described as  (LEGAL

DESCRIPTION) Portion of Tract 49, Townshhip 16 South, Range 10 Fast, and further
Lying southeasterly of SancDiego and-Arizona Railroad
described by Assessor's Parcel #033-620-06-01 situated in Imperial County,

California.

The term of the Conditional Use Permit (Permit # 935-90 ) is for Three years
commencing on the date of recordation, and the permit does have provisions for
extensions. (This is an optional and should be checked).

A complete copy of the Conditional Use Permit Ts available for review at the
Office of Imperial County Planning Department, 939 Main Street, El Centro,
California. - - )

Executed on _ 7/43/90 at El Centro, Imperial County, California.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT!
STATE OF CALIFORNIA)
Iss.
COUNTY OF IMPERIAL )
On this 23¥g day JULY of 19 90, ©before me,
LINDA K. WEAVER appeared Jurg Heuberger, Planning Direc~

tor, in and for the County of Imperial, a political subdivision of the-State of
California, known to me to be the Planning Director of said County, and whose
name is subscribed hereto, and hereby acknowledges to me that he executed the
within Instrument.

In witness whereof, | have hereunto set my hand, the day and year in this

Memdrandum first above written.

LTNDR WEAVER, Clerk of the:
Board of SuperV|sors e
County of Ilmperial pERrS




CONDITIONAL USF >0 PR M IT <o

HAVING DULY APFLIED FOR 4 CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT as PER SECTION 36350 of oromance No. 1017 P
AND THE [T rLanning DiRECTOR, T XX PLANNING conmission, [ 180ARD OF SUPERVISORS, HAVING DULY CONSIDERED  SAID
APPLICATION AS PER THE ABOVE ORDINANCE, HERERY GRANT THIS PERMIT TO THE BELOW SPECIFIED, AND SUBJECT 70 THE

FoLLOWING  CONDITIONS === ( | through

)

See attached sheets

THIS PERMIT SHALL EXPIRE BY LIMITATION: AND SHALL BE NULL AND
VOID IF THE USE AUTHORIZED HEREIN IS NOT COMMENCED WITHIN SIX PRGE
NMOTICE MONTHS OF DATE ISSUED AND/OR IF CONDITIONS ARE NOT OR HAVE

NOT BEEN COMPLIED WITH. Tef_ s
REQUESTS FOR EXTENSION MUST B N WRITING TO THE DEPT. PRIOR
TO THE EXPIRATION DATE ti1
PROPERTY OWNER Paul Jarand
PROPERTY ADDRESS North of Nomicagec '
AYTHORIZED “USE" Domestic Water Well
2 L A zark 22 '
\" ‘:‘ ABBESS. PARCEL 033-620-06-01
JUuR HEUBERRGER, nl.muwa DIRECTOR REVIEW CYCLE _Three Years

® Ni® DEPREBTMEGNT
ceunty of imperial, c®.

DATE 18SUED: ZL@%O‘

PERMIT NO: _‘335-_90 =4iy)




FOR
PAUL A. JARAND, FOR A DOMESTIC WATER WELL

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT £935-90

Pursuant to the completed application and site plan
attached hereto, the County of Imperial hereby grants
this Conditional Use Permit to Paul A. Jarand, subject
to the terms and conditions specified below. This
permit authorizes the drilling of a water well for
domestic use of up to one (1) acre foot of water per
year on that parcel legally described as a Portion of
Tract 49, Township 16 South, Range 10 East, lying
Southeasterly of San Diego and Arizona Railreocad, and
also identified by Assessor’s Parcel #033-620-06-01.

ENE CONDITIONS:

Gl Costs:

Permittee shall pay any and all amounts as determined
by the County to defray all costs for the review of
reports, field inspections, or other activities related
to compliance with this permit, ' County Ordinances,
and/or other laws that apply.

G2 PERMITS/LICENSES:

The Permittee shall obtain any and all local, state,
and/or federal permits, licenses, and/or other
approvals for the construction and/or operation of this
project. This shall include, but not be limited to
Health, Building, Sanitation, APCD, Public Works,
Sheriff, Regional Water Quality Control Board, Offices
of Emergency Services, etc. Permittee shall like-wise
comply with all such permit requirements for the life
of the project. Additionally Permittee shall submit a
copy of such additional permit and/or licenses to the
Planning Department within 30 days of receipt.

G3 RECORDATION:

This permit shall not be effective until it is recorded
at the Imperial County Recorders Office, and payment of
the recordation fee shall be the responsibility of the
Permittee. If the Permittee fails to pay the
recordation fee, this permit shall be deemed null and
void.




G4 COMPLIANCE/REVOCATION:

Upon the determination by the Planning Department that
the project is or may not be in full compliance with
any one or all of the conditions of this Conditional
Use Permit, or upon the finding of that the project is
creating a nuisance as defined by law, the issue shall
be bought immediately to the appropriate enforcement
agency or to the Planning Commission for hearing to
consider appropriate response including but not limited
to the revocation of the CUP or to consider possible
amendments to the CUP. The hearing shall be held upon
do notice having been provided to the permittee and to
the public in accordance with established
ordinance/policy.

G5 INDEMNIFICATION:

At no cost to the County Permittee shall indemnify and
deem harmless the County, the Board of Supervisors, and
all officers and agents of the County against any and
all claims or actions and liabilities arising out of
the permitting and/or operation of this project.

G6 PROV ON TO WIT H

The provision of this project are to run with the
land/project and shall bind the current and future
owner(s) successor(s) of interest, assignee(s) and/oxr
transferee(s) of said project. Permittee shall not
with out prior notification to the Planning Department
assign, sell, or transfer, or grant control of project
or any right or privilege therein. The Permittee shall
provide a minimum of 60 days written notice prior to
such proposed transfer becoming effective. In the
event Lhat the new owner or assignee or transferee has
a history of non compliance with environmental laws or
is not of substantial equivalent or superior financial
capability and/or responsibility or is not willing to
or has not agreed to in writing to abide by the terms
or conditions of this permit, the Planning Department
shall bring this matter to the Planning Commission for
either revocation or modification to the permit.

G7 SE ITY:

Should any condition(s) of this permit be determined by
a Court or other agency with proper jurisdiction to be
invalid for any reason, such determination shall not
invalidate the remaining provision(s) of this permit.

G8 OF ENTRY:

The County reserves the right to enter the premises to
make the appropriate inspection(s) and to determine if
the condition(s) of this permit are complied with.
Access to authorized enforcement agency personnel shall
not be denied.
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G9 TIME LIMIT:

Unless otherwise specified within the project specific
conditions this project shall be. limited to a maximum
of (3) three years from the recordation date of the
CUP. The CUP may be extended for successes three
year(s) by the Planning Director upon a finding by the
Planning Department that the project is in full and
complete compliance with all conditions of the CUP and
any applicable land use regulation(s) of the County of
Imperial. Unless specified otherwise herein no
conditional use permit shall be extended for more than
four consecutive periods. If an extension is necessary
or requested beyond fifteen years. Permittee shall
file a written request with the Planning Director for a
hearing before the Planning Commission. Such request
shall include the appropriate extension fee. An
extension shall not be granted if the project is in
violation of any cone or all of the conditions or if
there is a history of non-compliance with the project
conditions.

G10_DEFINITIONS:

In the event of a dispute the meaning(s) or the intent
of any word(s) phrase(s) and/or conditions or sections
herein shall be determined by the Planning Commission
of the County of Imperial. Their determination shall
be final unless an

appeal is made to the Board of Supervisors within the
required time.

PECI ROJ CONDITIONS: (WATERWELL/domestic)

81 The Conditicnal Use Permit (CUP) allows the
Permittee to draw a maximum of one (1) acre foot of
water per year, for on-site domestic and on-site plant
irrigation purposes only. Exceeding the amount of water
specified herein will result in action by the Planning
Department to rescind the CUP for noncompliance.

52 No water from this well shall be sold, given,
exported, or transported off the site as identified
herein.

83 A flow meter 'shall be installed and sealed by the
water well drilling contractor. Permittee shall submit
an annual report to the Department of Public Works and
the Planning Department indicating the total amount of
water consumed yearly. The report shall be received
within thirty (30) days following the anniversary date
of the issuance of the Conditional Use Permit.

84 The water well shall be drilled by a california
State Licensed water well drilling contractor.
Permittee shall provide the name and contractor’s
license number to the Planning Department prior to the
water well being drilled. Permittee shall submit well
driller’s logs including all well dimensions to the
Public Works and to the Planning Department within
ninety (90) days following the drilling of the well.

85 A site plan shall be submitted to Environmental
Health Services and Planning/Building Department for
their review and approval of the location of the water
well and any improvements, structures, sewage systems,
etc.:

Bé This permit does not authorize Permittee to "slant
drill" under adjoining property.
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87 Permittee shall practice prudent water
conservation methods during the life of the Conditional
Use Permit.

88 Permit is issued on property legally described as a
Portion of Tract 49, Township 16 South, Range 10 East,
lying Southeasterly of the San Diego and Arizona
Railroads, and also identified by Assessor’s Parcel
#033-620-06-01. No other property is effected by this
permit.

B89 The Permittee shall submit and have received by
the County Health Department a bacteriological test
conducted by a State approved laboratory following the
drilling of the well. Prior to finalization of any
residential building permits, this test result shall be
made available to Planning/Building Department.

810 If tLe subject well is abandoned by Permittee
without being secured or sealed and/or subject well is
found to be a potential life/safety hazard the Building
Official is hereby authorized to secure said well in a
manner acceptable to the Building Official.
Furthermore, any. cost incurred by the County Planning?
Building Department as a result of such action shall be
billed against the property owner of record, and if not
paid shall become a lien against the property and/or
the property owners personal possession.

811 should the water well be abandoned at any time for
more than 360 consecutive days, Permittee shall
seal/cap the well according to standards set by the
State and in a manner acceptable to the County Building
Official. (Abandonment shall mean as follows:)

ABANDONMENT : A well is Deemed abandoned when it
has not bee used for one (1) year. An owner may have
the well deemed "inactive" by filing a written notice
with the Department stating his/her intentions to use
the well under specific conditions and/or time frames.
As evidence of his/her intentions, the conditions
contained in Bulletin 74-81 (Sec. 21) shall be met. Any
well that is open or whose service/operating equipment
such as pumps/motors/pipes, etc. have been removed
shall be deemed abandoned.

812 Construction of the well shall be in accordance

with Bulletin 74-81 Water Well Standards-State of
California, and the County’s Water Well Ordinance.
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COMMENT LETTERS
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o Due lo/27) 2620 M#W¢o’o®ﬁ bu, ] cababww R, oeetillo - 10sku(oey)

imperial County Planning & Development Services
Planning / Building

October 12, 2020

Jim Minnick

DiAECTOR L | REQUEST FOR REVIEW
AND COMMENTS

The attached projéct and materials are belng sent to you for your review and a8 an early notification that the following project is being requested
and being processed by the County's Rlanning & Development Services Department. Please review the proposed project based on your
aaencv/department area of Interest, expartise. and/or jurisdiction. ‘

I Lo }
To: . County Agencles ‘ State l(ger)nlesIOther, Clties/Other
Ag. Commissloner ~ Carlos OrtizZSandra Mendivil 5
Jolene DessertPavl Deol (X CUPA - Robert kg / 11D - Donald Vargas/Rudy Leal
y . . Coyote Valley Mutusl Water Co - Mike

X APCD - Matt DassertManica Saucler J Unlon Pacile RR Peterson
EHS - Jolf Lamoure/Vanessa Marlinez/Alphonso

AndradelJorge Perez/Mario Salinas [X] 5an Dlago & Arizona Eastem RR B3 Ocotilto Mutual Water Company - Board of Directors

X Fort Yuma - Quachan Indian Tribe - Jill MeCormick/

[ IC Fire/OES - Robert MaleldAndrew Laper Jardan D Joaquin

X Public Works - John Gay/Carlos Yee
X IC Sheriifs Office — Robert Banavidez

From: Mariela Moran, Planner If - (442) 265-1736 extension 1747 or via-emall at ICPDSCommentLetlers@co.imperial.ca.us
Project ID: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) #20-0019
Project Location:  APN 033-620-006-001, 1 Coyote Well Read, Ocotlllo, CA

Project Description:  The applicant proposes to use the existing water well and extract 1 acre feet of water a year for the famlly’s proposed
vacation home. Origlnally, the well was granted under CUP #935-80.

Applicant: Cabaj Zbigniew & Mariha Blaszcayk

Services can review them for appropriateness and incorporate it as part of projact conslderation. Please submit your response to the Case Planner.

Your written comments, recommendations, or conditions are requested by the deadline below so that the Director of Planning & Development
Jim Minnlck, Director, Thank Youl

Comments dusby: October 27, 2020 PC Meeting: TBD
COMME;I}S: (attach @ separate shee! If necessary) (if no comments, pleasa &lsto below and mail, fax, or e-mall this sheatto Case Planner)

0 Comment” P P
Name: / H&VQO < SUMUe? Signature: e f;/ﬁ—\/ Tite: : ﬁnu Compmicsi cvey ,/ Sealin
Date: 10/2(e/20 Telephane No.: ,gJ_tED:_,Q . —Marge Sandue € co. hulyemﬁ. co . up-

804 ManiSEIE) Centro, CA 92243 (442) 265-1736 Fax (442) 2651735 planninginfo@co imperial.caus www.icpds.com




TELEPHONE: (442) 265-1800
FAX: (442) 265-1799

150 SOUTH NINTH STREET
EL CENTRO, CA 92243-2850

AIR POLLU

October 28, 2020

Jim Minnick, Director

Imperial County Planning & Development Services
801 Main Street

El Centro, CA 92243

SUBJECT: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 20-0019 —Water Well (Zbigniew & Blaszczyk)

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) 20-0019 that would allow
the use of an existing water well in conjunction with the proposed construction of a geodesic
dome-style vacation home at 1 Coyote Wells Road in Ocotillo, California (also identified as

Assessor Parcel Number 033-620-006).

Although the Air District has no comment on the existing well, the applicant is advised that future
development of the property, including the proposed vacation home and a new septic tank as
indicated on the site map, will be subject to Air District Rules and Regulations, including but not
limited to Regulation VIII, which is designed to mitigate fugitive dust (PM1q) during construction
and earthmoving activities. The applicant may review Air District Rules and Regulations at www.
https.//apcd.imperialcounty.org. The Air District asks for a copy of the Draft CUP prior to

recording.

Please feel free to contact the Air District should you have any questions at (442) 265-1800.

Refspectfully,
(ot el -

Curtis Blondell
APC Environmental Coordinator

Reviewed by,
Monica Soucier
APC Division Manager

CUP 20-0019 Page 1 of 1
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY / AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER



From: Mariela Moran

To: Quechan Historic Preservation Officer
Subject: RE: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) #20-0019
Date: Tuesday, October 20, 2020 4:11:00 PM

Good afternoon,
Thank you for reviewing the project.
Regards,

Mariela Moran

From: Quechan Historic Preservation Officer <historicpreservation@guechantribe.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2020 3:56 PM

To: Mariela Moran <MarielaMoran@co.imperial.ca.us>

Subject: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) #20-0019

|[CAUTION: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

This email is to inform you that we have no comments on this project.

dhank gou,
dt. Jill fleCormick, f1.cAR.

Quechan Indian Tribe
Historic Preservation Officer
P.0. Box 1899

Yuma, AZ 85366-1899
Office: 760-572-2423

Cell: 928-261-0254

E-mail: i r




From: Mari lin

To: Gabriela Robb

Cc: Rosa Soto; Carina Gomez; Maria Scoville; John Robb; Kimberly Noriega; Valerie Grijalva; Mariela Moran
Subject: RE: CUP20-0019 Request for Comments

Date: Tuesday, October 20, 2020 10:04:46 AM

Good morning Ms. Robb,

Pertaining to CUP20-0019, Division of Environmental Health does not have any comments at this
time.

Thank you,

Mario Salinas, MBA
Environmental Health Compliance Specialist |
Imperial County Public Health Department
Division of Environmental Health
797 Main Street Suite B, El Centro, CA 92243
i0sali .Amperial.ca.
Phone: (442) 265-1888
Fax: (442) 265-1903
www.jcphd.org
] Q\IB';I(-

:"'-._ T .-"::
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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(s). If you are not an intended recipient of this message, please notify the sender by replying to this
message and then delete it from your system. Use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction of this message by
unintended recipients is not authorized and may be unlawful.

From: Gabriela Robb <GabrielaRobb@co.imperial.ca.us>

Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 4:39 PM

To: Carlos Ortiz <CarlosOrtiz@co.imperial.ca.us>; Sandra Mendivil
<SandraMendivil@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jolene Dessert <JoleneDessert@co.imperial.ca.us>; Paul Deol
<PaulDeol@co.imperial.ca.us>; Matt Dessert <MattDessert@co.imperial.ca.us>; Monica Soucier
<MonicaSoucier@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jeff Lamoure <JeffLamoure@co.imperial.ca.us>; Vanessa
Ramirez <VanessaRamirez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Alohonso Andrade
<AlphonsoAndrade@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jorge Perez <JorgePerez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Mario Salinas
<MarioSalinas@co.imperial.ca.us>; Robert Malek <RobertMalek@co.imperial.ca.us>; Andrew Loper
<Andrewloper@co.imperial.ca.us>; John Gay <JohnGay@co.imperial.ca.us>; Carlos Yee
<CarlosYee@co.imperial.ca.us>; rbenavidez@icso.org; Robert Krug <Robert.Krug@dtsc.ca.gov>;
Donald Vargas - 11D <DVargas@11D.com>; rleal@iid.com; historicpreservation@quechantribe.com;



Quechan Indian Tribe <tribalsecretary@quechantribe.com>

Cc: Rosa Soto <RosaSoto@co.imperial.ca.us>; Carina Gomez <CarinaGomez@co.imperial.ca.us>;
Maria Scoville <mariascoville@co.imperial.ca.us>; John Robb <JohnRobb@co.imperial.ca.us>;
Kimberly Noriega <KimberlyNoriega@co.imperial.ca.us>; Valerie Grijalva
<ValerieGrijalva@co.imperial.ca.us>; Mariela Moran <MarielaMoran@co.imperial.ca.us>
Subject: CUP20-0019 Request for Comments

Good afternoon commenting agencies,

Please see attached Request for Comments Packet for CUP20-0019.
Comments are due by October 27, 2020 at 5:00 PM.

In an effort to increase the efficiency at which information is distributed and
reduce paper usage, the Request for Comments Packet is being sent to you via
this email.

Should you have any questions regarding this project, please feel free to
contact Mariela Moran, Planner II at (442)265-1736 ext. 1747 or submit your

comment letters to mf;d_&mmgtmts_@_co_lmne_@_&iu&
Thank you,

Gabriela Robb
Office Assistant Il
Imperial County Planning & Development Services
801 Main Street
El Centro, CA 92243
(442) 265-1736
(442) 265-1735 (Fax)
ri co. rial.
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