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sEcTtoN 1

INTRODUCTION

A. PURPOSE

This document is a n policy-level, X pCIect level lnitial Study for evaluation of potential environmental impacts
resulting with the proposed Parcel Map (Refer to Exhibit "A" & "8").

B. CALIFORNIA ENVTRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEOA) REQUTREMENTS AND THE IMPER|AL 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 lmplementation of CEQA, as amended", an lnitial Study is
prepared primarily to provide the Lead Agency with information to use as the basis for determining whether an
Environmental lmpact Report (ElR), Negative Declaration, or Mitigated Negative Declaration would be appropriate
for providing the necessary environmental documentation and clearance for any proposed pqect.

fl According to Section 15065, an EIR is deemed appropriate for a particular proposal if the following conditions
0ccur:

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

The proposal has the potential to achieve short{erm environmental goals to the disadvantage of long{erm
environmental goals.

o The proposal has possible environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable.

o 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 proposalwould 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 lnitial 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 lnitial Study and Negative Declaration are prepared in conformance with the California Environmental Quality
Act of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et. seq.); Section 15070 of the State & County
of lmperial's Guidelines for lmplementation 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 lmperial; and the regulations, requirements, and procedures of any other responsible public agency or
an agency with jurisdiction by law.

Pursuant to the County of lmperial Guidelines for lmplementinq CEQA, depending on the project scope, the County
of lmperial 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

lmperial County Planning E Development Seruices Departnent
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principal responsibility for approving the necessary environmental clearances and analyses for any project in the

County.

C, INTENDED USES OF INIT]AL STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION

This lnitial Study and Negative Declaration are informational documents which are intended to inform County of
lmperial 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 lnitial Study and Negative Declaration, prepared for the project will be circulated for a period of 20 days (30-

days if submifted to fhe Sfafe 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 1O-days of any project consideration.

D. CONTENTS OF INITIAL STUDY & NEGATIVE DECLARATION

This lnitial Study is organized to facilitate a basic understanding of the existing setting and environmental

implications of the proposed applications.

SECTION 1

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

sEcTtoN 2

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

PROJECT SUMMARY, LOCATION AND EVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS describes the proposed project

entitlements and required applications. A description of discretionary approvals and permits required for project

implementation is also included. lt 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 prolect

implementation.

sEcTroN 3

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

lV. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED identifies those persons consulted and involved in

preparation of this lnitial Study and Negative Declaration.

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Deparfnent
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V. REFERENCES lists bibliographical materials used in preparation of this document.

VI. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - COUNTY OF IMPERIAL

VII. FINDINGS

sEcfloN 4

vilr. RESPoNSE TO CoMMENTS (rF ANY)

rx. MtTtGATtoN MONTTORTNG & REPoRTTNG PROGRAM (MMRP)(rF 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 lnitial Study. lmpacts and effects

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

1. No lmpact: A "No lmpact" response is adequately supported if the impact simply does not apply to the
proposed applications.

2. Less Than Significant lmpact: 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 lncorporated: This applies where incorporation of mitigation

measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant lmpact" to a "Less Than Significant lmpact".

4. Potentially Significant lmpact: 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 lnitial Study and Negative Declaration will be conducted under a n policy-level, I 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

lnformation, findings, and conclusions contained in this document are based on incorporation by reference of tiered

documentation, which are discussed in the following section.

1. Tiered Documents

As permitted in Section 15152(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, information and discussions from other documents

can be included into this document. Tiering is defined as follows:

"Tiering refers to using the analysis of general matters contained in a broader EIR (such as the one prepared

for a general plan or policy statement) with later ElRs and negative declarations on narrower projects;

lmperial County Planning & DevelopmentSeruices Departnent
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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 I 5152(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. lncorporation Bv Reference

lncorporation by reference is a procedure for reducing the size of E|Rs/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]). lf 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 unsuppoded by evidence or analysis (San Francisco Ecology
Centerv.CW and County of San Francisco [1975,48 Ca.3d 584,595]). This document incorporates by

reference appropriate information from the "Final Environmental lmpact Report and Environmental

Assessment for the "County of lmperial General Plan ElR" prepared by Brian F. Mooney Associates in 1993

and updates.

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

The incorporated document must be available to the public or be a matter of public record (CEQA

Guidelines Section 15150[a]). The General Plan EIR and updates are available, along with this document,

at the County of lmperial Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, El Centro, CA

92243 Ph. (442) 265-1736.

a

a

a

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 lmperial Planning &

DevelopmentServices Department, S0l Main Street, ElCentro, C492243Ph.(442)265-1736.

These documents must summarize the portion of the document being incorporated by reference or briefly

describe information that cannot be summarized. Furthermore, these documents must describe the

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Department
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a

relationship between the incorporated information and the analysis in the tiered documents (CEOA

Guidelines Section 15150[c]). As discussed above, the tiered ElRs address the entire prolect site and

provide background and inventory information and data which apply to the project site. lncorporated

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

These documents must include the State identification number of the incorporated documents (CEQA

Guidelines Section 15150[d]). The State Clearinghouse Number for the County of lmperial General Plan

EIR is SCH #93011023.

The material to be incorporated in this document will include general background information (CEQA

Guidelines Section 15150[fl). This has been previously discussed in this document.

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Deparlment
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il Environ mental Checklist

1

2

3

4

5

6

Project Title: David P. Church Subdivision Parcel Map #02496

Lead Agency: lmperial County Planning & Development Services Department

Contact person and phone number: MichaelAbraham, Assistant Director (442)265-1736

Address: 801 Main Street, EICentro CA,92243

E-mail: michael imnerial ca.rrs

Project location: APN: 054-210-078. The prolect is located within the townsite of Heber, within the jurisdiction

of lmperial County, California. Currently the project site is used for agricultural land use. The parcel abuts the

railroad tracts that intersects Heber.

7. Project sponsor's name and address: David P. Church

'15882 Wakefield Lane,

San Diego, CA92127

8. General Plan designation: Townsite of Heber Specific Plan Area - General Commercial and Light lndustrial

9. Zoning: C-2 (Medium Commercial)and M-1 (Light lndustrial)

10. Description of project: Applicant is proposing a minor subdivision to create four (4) parcels out of APN 054-

210-078-000, the project totals 56.46 AC approximately:

Three (3) parcels are proposed for Commercial Development within an existing C-2 (Medium Commercial) zoning:

r Parcel 1- 1.48 AC

. Parcel2- 3.35 AC

. Parcel3- 3.43 AC

One (1)parcelis proposed to remain in agriculturalwith M-1 (Light lndustrial)zoning

o Parcel 4 - 48.19 AC

11. Surrounding land uses and setting: The project site is located South of State Hwy 86, with residential and

commercial uses to the North, residential and agricultural uses to the East, a feed lot to the South, and industrial uses

to the West. The prolect is sunounded by diverse zoning: C-2 (Medium Commercial), R-4, R-3 to the North, M-1 and

GS to the West, A-3-G-SPA to the South, R-1 and R-3 to the East.

12. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.9., permits, financing approval, or participation

agreement.): Planning Commission.

13. Have California Native n tribes traditionallv and culturallv affiliated with the nroiect area reouested

consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3,1? lf so. is there a plan for consultation that
includes. for example, the determination of sionificance of imoacts to tribal cu resources. orocedures
reoardino confidentiallv. etc.?
The AB 52 Notice of Opportunity to consult was mailed via certified mail to the Quechan lndian Tribal Governments on

March 7, 2022for their review and comment. The Quechan lndian Tribe responded on March 7,2022 and does not

wish to comment on this prolect.

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Department
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PROJECT SUMMARY

A, Project Location: The project is located at1072 Mary Ave., Heber, CA92249 - APN: 054-210-078-000

B. Project Summary: Applicant is proposing a minor subdivision to create three parcels of APN 054-210-078-

000 for Commercial Development (Parcel 1-1.48 AC,2-3.35 AC and 3-3.43 AC) within a C-2 (Medium

Commercial) zone and an additional Parcel 4 -48.49 AC to remain in agricultural use zoned M-1 (Light

lndushial).

C, Environmental Setting: The existing land use surrounding the prolect site consists of developed land which

varies in zoning residential, commercial, and industrial.

D, Analysis: Proposed subdivision would create three parcels within an existing C-2zone designation and one
parcel within an existing M-1 zone designation, no change to the existing zoning is anticipated. The project is

also consistent with Section 90303.02 Length to width ratio and Section 90303.01 Lot Size as the minimum

parcel size for C-2 Zone of 20,000 square feet, and the minimum parcel size of M-1 Zone of 10,000 square

feet.

E, General Plan Consistency: Proposed subdivision would create three parcels within an existing land use

designation of Medium Commercial and one parcel within an existing Light lndustrial designation per Heber

Urban Area Plan, Figure 1 "Heber Urban Area Map". No change to the existing land use designation is

anticipated, therefore, the project could be considered consistent with the lmperial County General Plan.

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Deparfnent
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Exhibit "A"

Vicinity Map
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Exhibit "B"

Tentative Parcel Map
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5)

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No lmpact" answers that are adequately supported by the

information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No lmpact" answer is

adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to

projects like the one involved (e.9., the prolect falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No lmpact" answer should

be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.9., the project will not

expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as

well as projecllevel, 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 lmpact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be

significant. lf there are one or more "Potentially Significant lmpact" entries when the determination is made, an

EIR is required.

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation lncorporated" applies where the incorporation of

mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant lmpact" to a "Less Than Significant

lmpact." 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).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program ElR, or other CEM process, an effect

has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). ln this case, a

brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. ldentify and state where they are available for review.

b) lmpacts Adequately Addressed. ldentify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of

and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether

such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures lncorporated,"

describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the

extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

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

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

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

Supporting lnformation Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals

contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies

should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects

in whatever format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question, and

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance

6)

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Department
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I AESIHEI'CS

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

a) 
lfi;ilr**ttial 

adverse effect on a scenic vista or scenic n n n X
a) Four areas within the County have the potential as state-designated scenic highways, however
the project site is not located near any scenic vista or scenic highway according to the lmperial
County General Planl 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 n n n 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.

c) ln non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing

visual character or quality of public views of the site and its

sunounding? (Public views are those that are experienced n n X nfrom publicly accessible vantage poinl.) lf the project is in an u
urbanized area, would the pqect conflict with applicable

zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?

c) The proposed project would not substantially physically degrade the existing visual character
since there are existing residences near the proposed project. Therefore, any impacts are
considered to be less than significant.

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

d)The proposed project would create three parcels for commercial and one parcel to remain for
agricultural use; however it is not expected that it would be a substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. Any impacts are considered to be less than
significant.

II. AGRICULTUREAIVDFORESTRESOURCES

ln determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effecls, 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, ln 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 prolect; and forest

carbon measurement melhodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. -Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of

Statewide lmportance (Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring n n X n
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-

agricultural use?

a) The proposed project site is listed as "Farmland of Statewide lmportance" per the lmperial County
lmportant Farmland 2016 Map2, the parcel has an existing non-conforming agricultural use that is
proposed to remain. lf the proposed parcel map is approved, Parcels 1,2 and 3 (8.27 +/- AC) would
be used for a commercial use and would cease the agricultural use of the parcel. Proposed Parcel
4 would continue the existing agricultural use, however they would continue to be zoned M-1 Light
lndustrial and could allow for industrial permitted uses per lmperial County Land Use Ordinance
Title 9 Division 9 Chapter 15'M-1 Light lndustrial". Since the agricultural use is an existing non-
conforming use of the property, the conversion of the agricultural use to a non-agricultural use is
considered less than significant.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a

1 lmperial County General Plan
z County lmportant Farmland 2016 Map

X



Williamson Act Contract?

b) The proposed project is listed as "Non-Enrolled Land", therefore it is not expected to conflict with
existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act Contract. No impact is expected.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest
land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(9)),

timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section n n n X
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined

by Government Code Section 51 1 0a(g))?

c) The proposed prolect is consistent with the zoning, and it is not located within a forestland or
timberland; therefore, it is not expected to conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(9)), timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code Section 511Oa(g)). No impacts are expected.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to n n n XnonJorest use?

d) The proposed project is not located in a forest land, therefore, it is not expected to result in the
loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. No impacts are expected.

e) lnvolve other changes in the existing environment which, due

to their location or nature, could result in conversion of n n X nFarmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land Lr
to non-forest use?

e) The project proposes a minor subdivision to create three parcels for commercial development
and one parcel to remain for agricultural use; no new construction is proposed as a result of this
project, and it is not expected to change the existing environment that could result in the conversion
of farmland. Therefore, impacts are expected to be less than significant.

rrr ,AlR 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 Pqect:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air n n X nquality plan?

a) The proposed project is for a minor subdivision, and it is not expected to conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality plan. Per APCD comment letter3 dated March 17 ,2022,
any future development on the three commercial zoned parcels must adhere to Air District rules
and regulations. Said measures would bring the project's impact less than significant.

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any

criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment n n X nunder an applicable federal or state ambient air quality .-
standard?

b) The proposed project is for a minor subdivision, As previously stated, under item a) above, any
future construction as a result of the subdivision shall comply with the rules and regulations of
APCD, therefore, it is not expected that proposed project would contribute substantially to an
existing or prolected air quality violation. Therefore, less than significant impact is expected.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutants n n X nconcentrations?

c) The project proposes a minor subdivision to create three parcels for commercial development,
proposed one parcelwould continue the existing agricultural use and the existing industrialzoning
is expected to remain. The nearest receptor are the residences located in close proximity North and
West of the project site. However, as stated above under item a) any future development shall
comply with APCD rules and regulations. lt is expected that compliance with APCD requirements
would bring impacts to less than significant levels.

3 ApCp comment letter dated March l7
Imperial County Planning & Development Seruices Departrnent
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d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors n n X n
adversely affecting a substantial number of people?

d) lf the Parcel Map is approved, the subsequence construction and operation of the commercial
and industrial development may result in other emissions which may affect the residences abutting
the project site, however, any new development shall be consistent with the land use designation
and APCD rules and regulations. Since the minor subdivision does not anticipate any change in the
existing land use designation which is C-2 (Medium Commercial) and L-1 (Light lndustrial), impacts
are considered less than significant.

lV. BIOLOGICALRESOURCES Woutdtheproject:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through

habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,

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

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

a) The proposed project site is located within disturbed land and does not appear to have a
substantially adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modification, or any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plan, policies,
or regulation, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Services. lmpacts are considered less than significant.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional rr
plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Oepartt"ent oi Ll n X n
Fish and Wildlife or U S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) According to the lmperial County General Plan's Conservation and Open Space Element,
the project site is not within a riparian habitat per Figure 1 "Sensitive Habitats", or an "Agency-
Designated Habitat" per Figure 3 of the Open Space Element, 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.

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

c) The project is not located within a riparian habitat, therefore it is not expected to cause a
substantial adverse effect on federal protected wetlands (including but not limited to, marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means. Less
than significant impacts are anticipated.

d) lnterfere substantially with the movement of any resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native n n X nresident or migratory wildlife conidors, or impede the use of t-J

native wildlife nursery sites?

d) The proposed project site has an existing agricultural use and it is approximately +/- 56 acres.
Additionally, it is not located within a Sensitive Habitat; therefore it is not expected 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. lf there would be any impact, it is expected to be less than significant.

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinance protecting

biological resourie, such as a tree preservation policy or n n X n
ordinance?

e) The proposed project is not expected to conflict with any local policy or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree prese rvation policy or ordinance. Therefore, any impact is

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Depadment
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considered less than significant.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or n tr X nother approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation .-
plan?

f) The proposed project is not within a designated sensitive area according to the lmperial 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. lmpacts are expected to be less
than significant.

V. CULTURALRESOURCES Woutdtheproject:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a n n X n
historical resource pursuant to $1 5064.5?

a)According to the lmperial County General Plan's Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure
5 "Areas of Heightened Historic Period Sensitivity, the project site may be located within a Historic
Period Railroad Town. Figure 6 "Known Areas of Native American Cultural Sensitivity" does not
locate the project within a designated area of possible impact. The project also received on March
7 ,2022 an email from the Quechan Hlstoric Preservation Officer stating that they had no comments
on this project. The site is already disturbed with an existing agricultural operations with no known
historical resources. Therefore, impacts are expected to be less than significant.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an n n X n
archaeological resource pursuant to $15064.5?
b) The proposed project is located on disturbed land with existing agricultural use 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 n n X n
of dedicated cemeteries?

c) As mentioned under ltem b) above, the proposed prolect site is located on disturbed land with an
existing agricultural use and no cemeteries are located adjacent to the project site; therefore, it is
not expected to result in the disturbance of any human remains, including those interred outside of
dedicated cemeteries. Less than significant impacts are expected.

Vl EVERGY Wouldtheproject:

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to

wasteful, inefficieni oiunnecessary consumption of energy n n X n
resources, during prolect construction or operation?

a) The proposed project is for a minor subdivision from an existing agricultural use parcel. lf
approved, the subdivision is not expected to result in potentially significant environmental impact
due to wasteful, inefficient or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during construction or
operation. New habitable construction, should it occur in the future as a result of the subdivision,
said construction and site improvements would require compliance with the latest edition of the
California Building Code and administrative permit with lmperial County Planning and Development
Services Department. lmpacts are expected to be less than significant.

b) Conflict with or obslruct a state or local plan for renewable n n X n
energy or energy efficiency?

b) As previously mentioned under item a), the proposed project is for a minor subdivision, future
new development would be reviewed through an administrative permit to ensure compliance with
energy efficiency and renewable energy regulations at the time of construction. Therefore, the

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Department
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proposed project will not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy of energy
efficiency. Less than significant impacts are expected.

Vll GEOLOGY ANDSO|S Wouldtheproject:

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse Tr n X neffects, including risk of loss, injury, or death involving: LJ

a) The proposed project does not appear to conflict with the geology and soils on site as future
development on the parcels will be subject to compliance with the California Building Code and will
go thru an administrative building permit review, therefore, it is not expected that the proposed
subdivision would directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including risk of
loss, injury, or death. lmpacts are considered 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 t] n X n
on other substanlial evidence of a known fault? Refer to

Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42?

1) The most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Mapsa does not identify the site
within any Earthquake Fault Zones as created by the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Act; the Calexico Seismic Zone is located approximately 6 miles Northeast of the proposed
project. Therefore, impacts are expected to be less than significant.

2) Strong Seismic ground shaking? n n X n
2) As discussed above, under item 1)the Calexico Seismic Zone is located 6 miles Northeast
of the proposed project, and therefore, ground shaking is expected in the event of seismic
activity in the region. However, the lmperial Valley is located in an active seismic area and
seismic ground shaking is expected in similitude to the adjacent parcels. As previously
mentioned, future development on the parcels will be subject to compliance with the California
Building Code and will go thru an administrative permit review; therefore, impacts are expected
to be less than significant.

3) Seismic+elated ground failure, including liquefaction

and seiche/tsunami?

3) The project site is not located in a Tsunami inundation area according to the California
OfficialTsunami lnundation Mapss. lmpacts are expected to be less than significant.

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

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? n n X n
b) The proposed project is not located within an area of substantial soil erosion according to lmperial
County Seismic and Public Safety Element, Figure 3 (Erosion Activity). Any impact is expected to
be less than significant.

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and r-.1 n X npotentially result in on- or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, L-r

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 proposed minor subdivision project; compliance with California Building

j AQuist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Maps- https//maps.conservation.ca.gov/qs/EQZApp/app/
5 California Official Tsunami lnundation Maps- https//www.conservation,ca.govicgs/tsunami/maps
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Code (CBC) for any future construction would make any impact less than significant.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in the latest Uniform

Building Code, creating substantial direct or indirect risk to life n n X n
or property?

d) The proposed project is for a minor subdivision to create three parcels within the existing
commercial zone and one parcel would remain within the existing Light lndustrial zone, however
the future development of the structures would require an administrative permit to comply with the
California Building Code latest edition, which establishes a minimum standard intended to protect
life safety. Therefore, impacts are expected to be less than significant.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of

septic tanks or aliernative wastewatei disposal systems where n tr n X
sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?

e) The proposed project anticipates water and sewer system connection to Heber Public Utility
District. No septic tanks or other alternative wastewater disposal systems are being proposed;
therefore, no impacts are expected.

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

f) The project site has an existing agricultural land use, and the proposed subdivision does not
seem to directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature as there are no known unique paleontological resource or unique geologic feature on site.
Less than significant impacts are expected.

Vlll GREENHOUSE GAS EltSSIOw Woutd the proiect:

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

environment?

a) The approval of the proposed project is to subdivide the existing parcel into four individual parcels
for future commercial development on three of the four parcels. The action is not expected to
generate greenhouse gas emissions that would either directly or indirectly may have a significant
impact on the environment. Per lmperial County Air Pollution Control District letter dated March 17,

2022, all future development on the three parcels must adhere to Air District Rules and Regulations.
lmpacts of the project would be less than significant provided applicant complies with APCD.

b) Conflict with an applicable plan or policy or regulation adopted

for the purpose of reducing the'emiisioniof greenhouse n n X n
gases?

b) The proposed project is for a minor subdivision and would not conflict the regulations under AB
32 of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases emission to 1990 levels by 2020 provided the
applicant adheres to APCD regulations. lmpacts are expected to be less than significant.

lX. HAARDS AND HAARDOUS MATENALS Would the proiect:

a) Creale a significant hazard to the public or the environment

through thJroutine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous n n n 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.

lmperial County Planning & oevelopment Seruices Deparlment
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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

environment?

n

b) The proposed project is not expected to create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release
of hazardous materials into the environment as no hazardous materials are anticipated in the
proposed project. Any impact is expected to be less than significant.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely

hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quartei n n X n
mile of an existing or proposed school?

c) The nearest school is located at Heber Elementary School District which is 0.20 miles West
approximately of the proposed project; the minor subdivision does not anticipates to emit or handle
hazardous materials, thus, the project would not represent a risk to school facilities; impacts are
considered less than significant.

d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code n n n X
Section 65962,5 and, as a result, would it create a significant L-r

hazard to the public or the environment?

d) The proposed project site is not located on a site included on a list of hazardous material sites6;

therefore, no 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 n n n X
hazard or excessive noise for people residing orworking in the

project area?

e) The proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan, the closest airport is the
Calexico Airport located approximately 3.8 miles South of the proposed project, and therefore, it

would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area; therefore, no

impact expected.

f) lmpair implementation of or physically interfere with an' 
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation n n X n
plan?

f) The proposed project is not expected to interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan; therefore, less than significant impacts are expected.

S) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a n n X n
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires? .-
g) The proposed project site is located within an unincorporated Local Responsibility Area classified
as LRA Unzoned per Cal Fire Draft Fire Hazard Severity Zones in LRA for lmperial County. Any
new development may be subject to the inclusion of fire sprinklers and have either a private water
source for firefighting or public source such as pressurize hydrants. Compliance with ICPFD would
lessen impacts to less than significant levels.

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Woutd the proiect:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge

6 EnviroStor Database htto://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca,gov/oublic/
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requirements 0r otherwise substantially degrade surface or
ground water quality?

a) The applicant will be within the water purveyor distributor of Heber Public Utility District (HPUD)
and will be referred to follow all State and County standards for construction management of water
runoff, i.e., SWPPP. Future development shall comply with Environmental Health Department
standards for compliance with federal and state Safe Drinking Water Acts and any additional
requirements that may be imposed by lmperial County Planning and Development Services
Department and/ or the County Public Health Department. lmpacts are expected to be less than
significant.

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere

substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project - n X nmay impede sustainable groundwater management of lhe t-J

basin?

b) The proposed project does not anticipate the use of ground water and 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. Any impacts
are expected to be less than significant.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream

or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a

manner which would:
n

c) Per lmperial County Public Works, there shall be filed with each tentative map a grading plan
showing any and all grading proposed or required for the creation of building sites within the
subdivision or for construction or installation of improvements to serve the subdivision. This grading
plan shall clearly show all on-site grading and shall show how off-site drainage resulting from the
subdivision is managed or controlled to prevent adverse impacts. (Per lmperial County Code of
Ordinances, Chapter 3 9083 .04 Grading plan). Grading plans shall be submitted for review and
approval by Department of Public Works prior to recordation of the parcel map. lt is expected that
compliance with Public Works would bring any impact to less than significant levels.

(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site, n
(i) According to Figure 9 (Erosion Activity) of the Conservation and Open Space Element of the
lmperial County General Plan, the area is on a designation of a low activity. Additionally, the grading
plan required prior the Parcel Map recordation as per item c) above would ensure that substantial
erosion or siltation would occur; therefore, impacts are expected to be less than significant.

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface

runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or n n X n
offsite;

(ii) Per lmperial County Public Works developer shall furnish a Drainage and Grading Plan to
provide for property grading and drainage control, which shall also include prevention of
sedimentation of damage to off-site properties. Said plan shall be completed per the County of
lmperial Department of Public Works Engineering Design Guidelines Manual for the Preparation
and Checking of Street lmprovement, Drainage, and Grading Plans within lmperial County.
According to Public Works, the developer shall implement the approved plan. Employment of the
appropriate Best Management Practices (BMP's) shall be included. Grading plans shall be
submitted for review and approval by Department of Public Works prior to recordation of the parcel
map. Therefore, it is not expected that the proposed project would substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite. lmpacts are
considered less than significant.

(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed

the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage

systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or;

n X

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Departrnent
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(iii) As stated above under item c), lmperial County Public Works will require a grading plan prior
the recordation of the Parcel Map which shall clearly show all on-site grading and shall show how
off-site drainage resulting from the subdivision is managed or controlled to prevent adverse impacts.
Additionally, a will serve letter for water and drainage services will be required from Heber Public
Utility District. lt is expected that such compliance would ensure that runoff water impacts be
reduced to less than significant levels.

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? n n n X
(iv) The project site is located within Zone X per Federal Emergency Management Agency's
(FEMA)7 Flood lnsurance Rate Map Panel 06025C2075C (FIRM effective September 2S, 2003).
Therefore, no impact is anticipated.

d) ln flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of n n n Xpollutants due to pqect inundation?

d) The proposed project topography is generally flat and it is not within a flood hazard, tsunami or
seiche zone, therefore, no impacts are expected.

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality ;-1 n X ncontrol plan or sustainable groundwater management plan? .-
e) As stated above under item c (ii), the proposed project would require a grading plan approved
by lmperial County Public Works prior the recordation of the parcel map, therefore, it is not expected
that the minor subdivision would conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control
plan or sustainable groundwater management plan. Any impacts are considered less than
significant.

Xl. LAND USE AND PI;/,NNING Wouldtheproject:

a) Physically divide an established community? n n n X
a) The proposed project is located within the Townsite of Heber, the minor subdivision would create
four parcels, each proposed parcel is not anticipated to change the existing land use designation
and zoning, therefore, it is not expected that it would physically divide an established community,
thus, no impact is expected.

Cause a significanl environmental impact due to a conflict with

any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the n n n X
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

b) The proposed project could be considered consistent with the lmperial County General Plan
since no change is being proposed to the existing land use designation or zoning. The project is
also consistent with Section 90303.02 Length to width ratio and Section 90303.01 Lot Size as the
minimum parcel size for C-2Zone of 20,000 square feet, and the minimum parcel size of M-1 Zone
of 10,000 square feet. Therefore, no impacts are expected.

Xll. MINERALRESOURCES Woutd theproject:

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 n n n X
state?

a) The proposed project does not anticipate the removal of mineral resources and it is not located
within the boundaries of an active mine per lmperial County General Plan's Conservation and Open
Space Element, Figure S "Existing Mineral Resources". No impacts are expected.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locallyJmportant mineral n n n X

7 FEMA- https://www.fema.gov/flood-maps/national-fl ood-hazardJayer

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Deparfnent
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resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan,

specific plan or other land use plan?

b) The proposed project will not 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, wOrSE Wouldthe projectresultin:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase

in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the pqect in excess 1--1 n X nof standards established in the local general plan or noise .-
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

a) The proposed project would generate temporary noise during construction development and
permanent commercial and industrial related noise once the buildings became operational,
however, it is not expected to expose persons to or generate noise levels in excess of standards.
The project is subject to the lmperial County General Plan's Noise Element which states that
construction equipment operation shall be limited to the hours of 7 a.m. to 7p.m., Monday through
Friday, and 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. Saturday; additionally, construction noise, from a single piece of
equipment or a combination of equipment, shall not exceed 75 dB Leq, when averaged over an
eight (B) hour period. No change to the existing commercial and industrial zoning and land use
designation is anticipated, therefore, it is expected that compliance with the Noise Element would
bring any impact to less than significant levels.

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

b) Temporary groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels are expected during construction
however they will be subject to lmperial County General Plan's Noise Element and it is not expected
to be excessive, such compliance expects to bring any impacts to less than significant levels.

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or
an airport land use plan or where such a plan has not been

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use n n n X
airport, would the proyect expose people residing or working in

the project area to excessive noise levels?

c) The proposed project site is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip; therefore, no impacts are
expected.

XlV. POPUUTION AND HOUSING Would the project:

a) lnduce substantial unplanned population growth in an area,

either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and n n X n
business) or indirectly (for example, through extension of u
roads or other infrastructure)?

a) The proposed project would create four parcels which would be consistent with the existing
zoning and land use designation which is commercial for the northern three parcels and industrial
for the fourth southern plrcel. lf developed, the new buildings may generate new businesses,
however it is not expected that such development would lnduce substantial unplanned population
growth since the zoning and land use would remain as it is currently designated. Therefore, it is not
expected that it would induce substantial unplanned population growth in the area either directly or
indirectly. lmpacts are expected to be less than significant.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,

necessitating the construction of repiacement housing n n n X
elsewhere?

b) The proposed project will not displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the
construction or replacement housing elsewhere as it has an existing non-conforming agricultural
use with no residents. Therefore, no impact is expected.

lmperial County Planning & Development Seruices Department
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XV. PUBLIC SERY'CES

a) Would the prolect result in substantial adverse physical

impacts associated with the provision of new or physically

altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically

altered g-overnmentalfacilities, ihe construction otwnic'n coutO n n X n
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 would create three parcels within an existing commercial zoned designation
and a fourth parcel within an existing industrial zoned designation. lt is not anticipated that the
project would result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios. Any impact would be less than significant.

'1)FireProtection? n n X n
1) The proposed project is not expected to result in substantial impacts on fire protection. Any future
construction may be subject to fire sprinklers and have either a private source for firefighting or
public source such as pressurize hydrants. Compliance with ICFD would lessen impacts to less
than significant levels.

2)PoliceProtection? n tr X n
2) The proposed project is not expected to result in substantial impacts on police protection; any
impacts would be less than significant.

3)Schools?nnXn
3) The proposed project is not expected to have a substantial impact on schools as the project
would generate four non-residential use parcels, therefore, it would not generate any school-aged
children requiring public education. lt is not expected that new schools would be required as a result
of the proposed project. Any impact is expected to be less than significant.

4)Parks?nnX[]
4) The proposed project is not expected to have a substantial impact on schools as the project
would generate four parcels. Any impact is expected to be less than significant.

5) Other Public Facilities? n n X n
5) Per llD's comment letter dated on March 16,2022, after reviewing of the project, the agency has
the following comments:

1. llD water facilities that may be impacted include the Daffodil Lateral 2 located along the proposed
parcel #4's southern boundary. Proposed parcels #1, #2, and #3 do not have llD water facilities.

2. Should parcel #4 remain for agricultural use and retain its current zoning of M-1 lndustrial Use,
the applicant should be advised to establish a point of water delivery and drainage discharge for
each parcel. For additional information on water service the applicant should call the llD's South
End Division Office at (760) 482-9800.

3. Should future developmentof proposed parcel#4befor considered for industrial use and require
site access from Fawcett Road, an llD crossing, and encroachment permit will be required. When
new crossings or modification to the existing crossings are needed, the applicant will be responsible
for the cost of these improvements and llD will design and construct them.

4. Fences should be installed at the boundary of llD's right of way for safety purposes and to allow
access for llD operation and maintenance activities. The project's fencing plan should address llD's
right of way.
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5. The applicant may not use llD's canal or drain banks to access the project site. Any abandonment
of easements or facilities will be approved by llD based on systems (lrrigation, Drainage, Power,
etc.) needs.

6. Currently an llD Service Planner, Joel Lopez, has been in contact with the applicant for a Dollar
General store in one of the resulting lots. To serve this project, existing distribution overhead lines
will need to be extended and then transitioned to underground. Furthermore, llD's existing 92kV'P'
transmission line may be affected due to the proposed development. Consequently, the upgrades
and impacts to this electrical infrastructure should be addressed in the environmental analysis for
the future development of these parcels.

7. Any construction or operation on llD property or within its existing and proposed right of way or
easements including but not limited to: surface improvements such as proposed new streets,
driveways, parking lots, landscape; and all water, sewer, storm water, or any other above ground
or underground utilities; will require an encroachment permit, or encroachment agreement
(depending on the circumstances). A copy of the llD encroachment permit application and
instructions for its completion are available at the website https://www.iid.com/about-iid/department-
directory/real-estate. The district Real Estate Section should be contacted at (760) 339-9239 for
additional information regarding encroachment permits or agreements. No foundations or buildings
will be allowed within llD's right of way.

8. ln addition to llD's recorded easements, llD claims, at a minimum, a prescriptive right of way to
the toe of slope of all existing canals and drains. Where space is limited and depending upon the
specifics of adjacent modifications, the llD may claim additional secondary easements/prescriptive
rights of ways to ensure operation and maintenance of llD's facilities can be maintained and are not
impacted and if impacted mitigated. Thus, llD should be consulted prior to the installation of any
facilities adjacent to llD's facilities. Certain conditions may be placed on adjacent facilities to mitigate
or avoid impacts to llD's facilities.

9. Any new, relocated, modified or reconstructed llD facilities required for and by the prolect (which
can include but is not limited to electrical utility substations, electricaltransmission and distribution
lines, water deliveries, canals, drains, etc.) need to be included as part of the project's CEQA and/or
NEPA documentation, environmental impact analysis and mitigation. Failure to do so will results in

postponement of any construction and/or modification of llD facilities until such time as the
environmental documentation is amended and environmental impacts are fully analyzed. Any and
all mitigation necessary as a result of the construction, relocation and/or upgrade of llD facilities is
the responsibility of the project proponent.

Compliance with llD requirements is expected to bring impacts to less than significant levels.

XVI. RECREAT'O'V

a) Would the project increase the use of the existing

neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational n n X tr
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the .-
facility would occur or be accelerated?

a) The proposed project may increase the use of existing and regional parks as per applicant the
subdivision would generate four new parcels; however, it is not expected that the increase to the
use of the existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities would generate
substantial physical deterioration of the recreational facilities. Any impact would be less than
significant.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the

construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might

have an adverse effect on the environment?
n
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b) The proposed project does not include or require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities as it would only generate four parcels. Therefore, less than significant impacts are
expected.

XVll. TRANSPORTATION Wouldtheproject:

a) Con{lict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing

the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and n n X n
pedestrian facilities?

a) The proposed project is not expected to create a substantial impact to surrounding roads and
does not conflict with the lmperial County General Plan's Circulation and Scenic Highways Element,
however any new impacts would appear to be less than significant.

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

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 significanttransportation impactwithin
transit priority areas. However, the proposed project site it is not located within one-half mile of
either an existing major transit stop or a stop along an existing high quality transit corridor. The
project would generate four new parcels that would trigger the subsequent development of four new
residences. Less than significant impacts are expected.

c) Substantially increases hazards due to a geometric design

feature (e.g, sharp curves or dangerous intersections) 
-or 

n n X n
incompatible uses (e.9., farm equipment)?

c) The proposed project use is compatible with the land use; the site design is not expected to
increase hazards. The future development of buildings would require a Ministerial Permit to be
reviewed by lmperial County Planning Department, lmperial County Public Works Department and
Caltrans. Development would also require an Encroachment Permit for any work within the Caltran's
R/W prior to construction per Caltrans' comment letter dated March 29,2022. lt is expected that
impacts to less than significant levels.

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? n n X n
d) Access are off Main Street (SR-BO), Mary Ave and Clifford Road. lt is not expected that it would
result in inadequate emergency access. lmpacts are considered less than significant.

XVIII TRIBAL CU LT U RAL 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 n n X n
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 project site has an existing agricultural use and the proposed project would create four
parcels, there is no substantial evidence that the proposed project would cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code
Section 21074. The County has consulted with appropriate tribes with the potential for interest in
the area, a notification via email was received on March 7, 2022 from the Quechan Historic
Preservation Officer stating that they do not wish to comment on this project 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
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historical resources as define in Public Resources

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 within lmperial Countys, 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), there is no known evidence of cultural resources on site. Less than
significant impacts are expected.

(ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to

be significant pursuanl to criteria set forth in

subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section

5024.1. ln applying the criteria set forth is

subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section

5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the

significance of the resource to a California Native

American Tribe.

(ii) No significant resources as defined in the Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 are
expected to be impacted by the proposed project as it appears to be no history or association
in the past with evidence of historical resources for the project site. Therefore, any impact
is considered to be less than significant.

XlX, UTILITIES AND SERVTCE SySIEMS Would the project:

a) Require or result in lhe relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications n n X n
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant

environmental effects?

a) The project proposes to divide a +l- 56.67 acre parcel into four individual parcels and would
connect to Heber Public Utility District (HPUD) service area for future development. The prolect will
require a will serve letter from HPUD prior approval, therefore, it is not expected to require or result
in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater
drainage, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities.

Per llD comment letter dated March 16,2022 to serve the subsequent development of the Dollar
General store, existing distribution overhead lines will need to be extended and then transitioned to
underground. Furthermore, llD's existing 92kV "P" transmission line may be affected due to the
proposed development. Additionally, any construction or operation on llD property or within its
existing and proposed right of way or easements including but not limited to: surface improvements
such as proposed new streets, driveways, parking lots, landscape; and all water, sewer, storm
water, or any other above ground or underground utilities; will require an encroachment permit, or
encroachment agreement (depending on the circumstances). lt is expected that compliance with
llD requirements would bring impacts to less than significant levels.

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the prolect

from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development n f] X n
during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

b) The proposed project is located within Heber Public Utility District service area and would connect
to their services, therefore, a will serve letter will be required prior approval of the Minor Subdivision.
Therefore, impacts are expected to be less than significant provided applicant provides a will serve
letter from HPUD

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment

8 California Register of Historical Resources - https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ListedResources/?view=county&criteria=13
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provider which serves or may serve the pqect that it has

adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in
addition to the provider's existing commitments?

c) The proposed project is located within Heber Public Utility District service area including sewer
services and would connect to their services, therefore, a will serve letter will be required prior
approval of the Minor Subdivision to ensure adequate capacity to serve the project's demand.
Therefore, impacts are expected to be less than significant provided applicant provides a will serve
letter from HPUD.

Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or
in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otheruise n n X n
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

d) The proposed project would create four parcels, the subsequent development is not expected
to generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. Applicant shall
contact the company that serves the townsite of Heber to assure capacity. lmpacts are expected to
be less than significant.

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

e) The proposed project shall comply with federal, state and local statues and regulations related
to solid waste. Any future development would be subject to all statutes and regulations. Therefore,
less than significant impacts are be expected

XX. WLDFIRE

lf 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?

a) The proposed project site is located in a Fire Hazard Severity Zone within an unincorporated
Local Responsibility Area classified as LRA Unzone per Cal Fire Draft Fire Hazard Severity Zones
in LRA for lmperial Countye; therefore, it is not expected that the project would substantially impair
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. lmpacts are expected to be
less than significant.

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate

wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupanls to r-'l t] X npollutant concenkations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled LJ

spread of a wildfire?

b) As previously stated under item a) above, the proposed project is classified as LRA Unzone and
not within a VHFHSZ; therefore, less than significant impacts are expected related due to slope,
prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants
to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire.

c) 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 n I X n
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the

environment?

c) Any new construction is subject to the inclusion of fire sprinklers and have either a private water
source for firefighting or public source such as pressurize hydrants. Compliance with ICFD would
lessen impacts to less than significant levels.

9 Cal Fire Draft Fire Hazard Severity Zones Map in LM for lmperial County

d)
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d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including

downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result n n X n
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

d) The proposed project site is generally flat and as stated above under item a) above, the proposed
project is classified as LRA Unzone and not within a VHFHSZ; therefore, impacts related 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 are considered less than
significant.

Note: Authority cited: Sectons 21083 and 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Secfion 65088.4, Gov. Code; Secfions 21080(c), 21080.1, 21080.3, 21083,
21083.05,21083.3,21093,21094,21095, and 21151, Publlc Resources Code; Surd$anv.Catntyof t/ertuino,(1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296; Lwetrv.lrlqiqeyhadd
Supenasors, (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; EuekaCitzqsbrReqpo,?st#Gorl v.Gtyof Ewe*a(2007) 147 Cal.App.4th 357; MteHigotbAntuWdervalsv,Andotwaler
Agtcy(200Q 116 Cal.App.4that 1109; tutFnrciscatsu@NteDc,utamPtutv.CtyatdCatr$of turFrwrciw(2002) 102 Cal.App.4th 656.

Revised 2009- CEQA

Revised 2011- ICPDS
Revised 2016 - ICPDS
Revised 2017 - ICPDS
Revised 2019 - ICPDS

SECTION 3
III. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines.
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a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat
of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant
or animal community, substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of a 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
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?

n n n

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
r Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services
o Michael Abraham, AICP, Assistant Director of Planning & Development Services
o Mariela Moran, Prolect Planner
. lmperial County Air Pollution Control District
. Department of Public Works
o Fire Department
. Ag Commissioner
o Environmental Health Services
. Sheriffs Office

B. OTHER AG ENCIES/ORGAN IZATIONS
. lmperial lrrigation District
. Quechan lndian Tribe

n
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(Written or oral comments received on the checklist prior to circulation)
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V, REFERENCES

1. "County of lmperial General Plan ElR", prepared by Brian F. Mooney & Associates in 1993;

and as Amended by County in 1996, 1998, 2001, 2003, 2006 & 2008, 2015, 2016.

2. County lmportant Farmland 2016 Map

3. APCD comment letter dated March 17 ,2022

4. AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Maps- https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/

5. California OfficialTsunami lnundation Maps- https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/tsunami/maps

6. ProTerra Soil Percolation Test Results

7 . E nvi roStor Database http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca. gov/public/

8. lmperial lnigation Diskict comment letterg dated MarchT ,2022

9. California Department of Transportation comment letter March 29, 2022

1 0. FEMA- https://www.fema.oov/flood-maps/national-flood-hazard-layer

11. Cal Fire Draft Fire Hazard Severity Zones Map in LRA for lmperial County
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Vl. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - County of lmperial

The following Negative Declaration is being circulated for public review in accordance with the California Environmental

Quality Act Secfion 21091 and 21092 of the Public Resources Code.

Project Name: David P. Church Subdivision - Parcel Map #02496

Project Applicant: David P. Church

15882 Wakefield Lane,

San Diego, CA92127

Project Location: The prolect is located at1072 Mary Ave., Heber, CA92249 APN: 054-210-078-000.

Description of Project: Applicant is proposing a minor subdivision to create three parcels of APN 054-210-078-000

for Commercial Development (Parcel 1-1.48 AC, 2-3.35 AC and 3-3.43 AC) within a C-2 (Medium Commercial) zone

and an additional Parcel 4 -48.49 AC to remain in agricultural use zoned M-1 (Light lndustrial).
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VII. 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: 

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

The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects but: 

(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 clearty
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 

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. 

lrl\)ellal CounlyPl;oi1W1g & Development5enoces1Je9;ment 
,,.Ud17 

ac:.'vl.-e 
Applicant Signature 

B/z.ie/ez 
Date 

lnial �122,012.Enwomienlal ChdislF-&Negai,oo lla:aalionforDMIP.� Sul)cS,,im\PMtQ2496 

EEC ORIGINAL PKG



sEcTtoN 4

VIII, RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

(ATTACH DOCUMENTS, IF ANY, HERE)
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tx. MlTtcATloN MONITORTNG & REPoRT|NG pRocRAM (MMRP)

(ATTACH DoCUMENTS, tF ANY, HERE)

MA\AG\S:!AllUsen\APN\054\210\078\PM02496\EEC\tS 22-0012 tNtTtAL STUDy,docx
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Kimberly Nonega

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Quechan Historic preservation Officer <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com>
Monday, March 7, 2022 2:12 pM
Kimberly Noriega
RE: PM02496- AB 52 Letter

r' ".,-, : :: j.,, This email outside our ization; lease use caution.

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

From : Kimberly Norieg-a [m9 ilto : KimberlyNoriega @co, im peria l.ca. us]
Sent: Monday, March 07,20222:17 pM
To: Quechan Historic preservation officer; euechan Indian Tribe
cc: MichaelAbraham; Jim Minnick; Diana Robinson; Mariela proi"n; carina Gomez; John Robb; Maria scoville; Rosa soto;Shannon Lizarraga; Valerie Grijalva
Subject: PM02496- AB 52 Letter

Good Afternoon,

Pleose see ottoched Formol Notificotion of Determinotion thof o project Applicotion is complete orDecision to undertoke o projecl, ond Notificotion of consullotion opportunity regording porcel Mop# 02496 for church subdivision with ApN:0s4-2r0-0zB-000.
lf you hove ony questions or concerns pleose feel free to contocl our office of (442| 265-1736.

Thonk you,

-@J/&
Office Assistant lil

lmperialCounty
Planning and Development Services
801 Main St.

El Centro, CA92243
SPhone: (442126s-1736
SFax: (4421265-L73s

l'. ,'t'j
l'l,,irl !

The preceding e-mail message (including any attachments) contains information that may be confidential, be protected by the attorney-crient or other applicabreprivileges' or constitute non-public information' lt is intended to be conveyed only to the designated recipieni(s). lf 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, disseminaiion, distribution, or reproduction of this message byunintended recipients is not authorized and may be unlawful.

G Virus-free www,avast.com



\ t..A ()
I5O SOTJTf, NINTII STAEET
EL CENTRO, CA 9224:l-2E50 tgf

TEtEFHoltlE: (t!12) 265-rE00
FAX; (tl{2) 165-17!D

AIR POLL

March 17,2022

Mr. Jim Minnick
Planning & Development Services Director
801 Main St.

ElCentro, CA92243

DISTRICT

Hltil 1 '7 'i{:''t

SUBJECT: Minor Subdivision - Parcel Map 02496 (Church)

Dear Mr. Minnick:

The lmperial County Air Pollution Control District ("Air District") thanks you for the

opportunity to review the application for Minor Subdivision - Parcel Map (PM) 02496

located at1072 Mary Road in Heber, California (also identified as Assessor Parcel Number

054-210-078-000). The applicant intends to subdivide the existing 56.47 acre parcel into

four individual parcels for future commercial development on three of the four parcels-

Any future development on the three parcels to be rezoned commercial must adhere to

Air District rules and regulations.

The Air District's rule book can be accessed via the internet at

https:/lapcd.imperialcounty.qrg/rulgs-ancl:regulation!l. Should you have questions,

please call our office at (442) 265-1800.

Curtis
Coordinator

Mo ca

re

r

APC

PM 02496

ger

AN EQUAL OPFORTUI\IITT / AFNRMATIVf, ACTION EMPTOYER
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Kimberlv Norieqa

Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

eu!U6

*"tiPr
.,l,,tF.*
?elrt$

From: Mario Salinas

Monday, March 7,2022 4:56 PM

Kimberly Noriega; Jorge Perez

MichaelAbraham; Diana Robinson; Mariela Moran; Carina Gomez; John Robb; Maria
Scoville; Rosa Soto; Shannon Lizarraga; Valerie Grijalva
RE: Request for Comment - PM02495 Church Subdivision

Good afternoon Ms. Noriega,

Pertaining to PM #02496, Division of Environmental Health does not have any comments at this time

Thank you,

Mario Salinas, MBA
Environmental Health Compliance Specialist
lmperial County Public Health Department
Division of Environmental Health
797 Main Street Suite B, El Centro, CA92243
m a riosa l i na.s (o qo -i $ps-na !.!-E !!s
Phone: 1442) 265-L8BB
Fax (442) 26s-1903

l,vlulu.rcPhd,ore

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. lt is intended to be conveyed only to the designated recipient(s). lf 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 thls message by unintended recipients is not authorized and may be unlawful.

From: Kim berly Noriega <KimberlyNoriega@co. im peria l.ca.us>
Sent: March 7,2022 2:03 PM
To: Carlos Ortiz <Carlosortiz@co.imperial.ca.us>; Sandra Mendivil <SandraMendivil@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jolene Dessert
<JoleneDessert@co.imperial.ca.u>; Paul DeolcPaulDeol@co.imperial.ca.us>; Margo Sanchez
<MargoSanchez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Ana L Gomez <analgomez@co.imperial.ca.us>; David Claverie
<DavidClaverie@co.imperial.ca.us>; Belen Leon <BelenLeon@co.imperial.ca.us>; Monica Soucier
<MonicaSoucier@co.imperial.ca.us>; Matt Dessert <MattDessert@co.imperial.ca.us>; Luis Plancarte
<LuisPlancarte@co.imperial.ca.us>; Eric Havens <EricHavens@co.imperial.ca.us>; Rosa Lopez
<RosaLopez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Esperanza Colio <EsperanzaColio@co.imperial.ca.us>; Ben Salorio
<BenSalorio@co.imperial.ca.us>; Alphonso Andrade <AlphonsoAndrade@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jorge Perez
<JorgePerez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Vanessa Ramirez <VanessaRamirez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Robert Menvielle
<RobertMenvielle@co.imperial,ca.us>; Mario Salinas <MarioSalinas@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jeff Lamoure
<Jefflamoure@co.imperial.ca.us>; Alfredo Estrada Jr <AlfredoEstradalr@co.imperial.ca.us>; Robert Malek
<RobertMalek@co.imperial.ca.us>; Andrew Loper <Andrewloper@co.imperial.ca.us>; Thomas Garcia
<tgarcia @icso.org>; cgonzalez@icso.org; Ray Loera - Sherriff <rloera@icso.org>; Robert Benavidez

L
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A cenfiury of senticc.

March 16,2022

Ms. Mariela Moran
Planner lll
Planning & Development Services Department
County of lmperial
801 Main Street
El Centro, CA 92243

Shrce l9ll

}'lAR I (i 2il21

l|',j' , j;,

i . ir:,;, ,,'.,

SUBJECT: ChurchSubdivisiouPM024g6

Dear Ms. Moran:

On March 7, 2A22, the lmperial lrrigation District received from the lmperial County
Planning & Development Services Department, a request for agency comments on Parcel
Map #02496. The applicant, Dubose Design Group, lnc./David Patrick Church, proposes
the subdivision of a parcel located at 1072 Mary Ave. in Heber, CA (APN 054-210-078-
000) to create three lots for commercial development with parcel#4 to remain for
agricultural use.

The llD has reviewed the application and has the following comments:

1. llD waterfacilities that may be impacted include the Daffodil Lateral 2 located along
the proposed parcel #4's southern boundary. Proposed parcels #r , #2, and #3 do
not have llD water facilities.

2. Should parcel #4 remain for agricultural use and retain its current zoning of M-1
lndustrial Use, the applicant should be advised to establish a point of waterdelivery
and drainage discharge for each parcel. For additional information on water
service the applicant should call the llD's South End Division Office al (76O) 452-
9800,

3. Should future development of proposed parcel #4 be for considered for industrial
use and require site access from Fawcett Road, an llD crossing and encroachment
permit will be required. When new crossings or modification to the existing
crossings are needed, the applicant will be responsible for the cost of these
improvements and llD willdesign and construct them.

4. Fences should be installed at the boundary of llD's right of way for safety purposes
and to allow access for llD operation and maintenance activities. The Project's
fencing plan should address llD's right of way.

IMPERIAL IRRIcATION DISTRICT P,O. BOX 937 IMPERIAL, CA 9225I



Mariela Moran
March 16,2022
Page 2

5 The applicant may not use llD's canal or drain banks to access the project site. Any
abandonment of easements or facilities will be approved by llD based on systems
(lrrigation, Drainage, Power, etc.) needs.

6. Currently an llD Service Planner, Joel Lopez, has been in contact with the
applicant fora Dollar General store in one of the resulting lots. To serve this project,
existing distribution overhead lines will need to be extended and then transitioned
to underground. Furthermore, llD's existing 92kV "P" transmission line may be
atfected due to the proposed development. consequenily, the upgrades and
impacts to this electrical infrastructure should be addressed in the environmental
analysis for the future development of these parcels as stipulated in comment no.

7. Any construction or operation on llD property or within its existing and proposed
right of way or easements including but not limited to: surface improvements such
as proposed new streets, driveways, parking lots, landscape; and allwater, sewer,
storm water, or any other above ground or underground utilities; will require an
encroachment permit, or encroachment agreement (depending on the
circumstances). A copy of the llD encroachment permit application and instructions
for its completion are available at the website httrur-:l/WW-rffjtqLg.o-Uygbqfit:
iidldenartnrent-cli /real-estate. The district Real Estate Section should be
contacted at (760) 339-9239 for additional information regarding encroachment
permits or agreements. No foundations or buildings will be allowed within llD's right
of way.

8. ln addition to llD's recorded easements, llD claims, at a minimum, a prescriptive
right of way to the toe of slope of all existing canals and drains. Where space is
limited and depending upon the specifics of adjacent modifications, the llD may
claim additional secondary easements/prescriptive rights of ways to ensure
operation and maintenance of llD's facilities can be maintained and are not
impacted and if impacted mitigated. Thus, llD should be consulted prior to the
installation of any facilities adjacent to llD's facilities. Certain conditions may be
placed on adjacent facilities to mitigate or avoid impacts to llD's facilities.

9. Any new, relocated, modified or reconstructed llD facilities required for and by the
prolect (which can include but is not limited to electrical utility substations, electrical
transmission and distribution lines, water deliveries, canals, drains, etc.) need to
be included as part of the project's CEQA and/or NEPA documentation,
environmental impact analysis and mitigation. Failure to do so will result in
postponement of any construction and/or modification of llD facilities until such
time as the environmental documentation is amended and environmental impacts
are fully analyzed. Any and all mitigation necessary as a result of the construction,
relocation and/or upgrade of llD facilities is the responsibility of the project
proponent,
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Should you have any questions, please do not heeitate to contact me at 760-482-3609 or
at dvargas@iid,com. Thank you for the opportunity to cornment on this matter.

Respectfully,

Compliance Admlnislrator ll

Enrlquo g. Msr{naz- General Msnsger
Mlka Psohsco * Menager, Wat6r DBpL
Madlyn Dsl Sosque Gllbert - Mansgsr, Enargy Dept,
Constance Bergmerk - Mgr. of Plannlng & Eng,/Chtel Elect. Engln€sr, Energy Dspt
tilayne K. strumpler, Gerreral Counsel
Jamlo Asbury -Assoc, G€n€rsl gounssl

Mleh{€l P. Kamp - $upodntgrdonl, Rogulatory & Envlronmontsl Cornpllance
Lsu.a Cgwantes. - Supswlaor. Rsal Eslato
J8sslos Humo8 - Envlronmonbl Prclsol Mgr. Sr., wet€r Dept,



CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

Colifornio Deporlment of Tronsportotion

DISTRICT II
4O5O TAYLOR STREET, MS-240
SAN DIEGO, CA 92I10
(6191 70e-51s2 | FAX (6191 688-4299 IIY 711
www.dol.co.qov

thlbans'

Morch 29, 2022
I t-rMP-86

PM 1.35
Church Subdivision

Tentotive Porcel Mop/Request for Review ond Comments
Ms. Morielo Moron
Plonner ll

lmperiol County Plonning & Development Services
80] Moin Street
El Centro, CA92243

Deor Ms. Moron

Thonk you for including the Colifornio Deportment of Tronsportotion (Coltrons) in the
review process for the Tentotive Porcel Mop ond the Request for Review ond
Comments Pockoge for the Church Subdivision Project locoted neor Stote Route 86
(SR-86). The mission of Coltrqns is to provide o sofe ond relioble tronsportotion network
ihot serves oll people ond respects the environment. The Locol Development Review
(LDR) Progrom reviews lond use projects ond plons io ensure consistency with our
mission ond stote plonning priorities.

Sofety is one of Ccrltrons' strotegic gools. Coltrons strives to moke the yeor 2050
the first yeor without o single deoth or serious injury on Colifornio's roods. We ore
striving for more equitoble outcomes for fhe tronsportoiion network's diverse
users. To ochieve these ombitious gocrls, we will pursue meoningful
colloborotion wiih our portners. We encouroge the implementqtion of new
technologies, innovotions, ond best proctices thot will enhonce the sofety on
the tronsportotion network. These pursuits ore both ombitious ond urgent, ond
their occomplishment involves o focused deporture from the stotus quo os we
continue to institutionolize sofety in oll our work.

Coltrons is committed to prioritizing projects thot ore equitoble ond provide
meoningful benefits to historicolly underserved communities, to ultimotely improve
tronsportotion occessibility ond quolity of life for people in the communities we serve

We look forword to working with the County in oreos where the County ond Coltrons
hove joint jurisdiction to improve the tronsporfotion network ond connections between

"Provide o sofe ond relioble tronsportoiion network lhol serves oll people ond respecis the environmeni"



Ms. Morielo Moron, Plonner ll
Morch 29, 2022
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vorious modes of trovel, with the gool of improving the experience of those who use
the tronsportotion system.

Coltrons hos the following comments

Condilions of Approvol

Coltrons requests thot the County of lmperiql condition the opplicont to
provide on eosement for q new street olong the proposed lot line between
Mory Avenue ond Clifford Rood, fo qllow occess to the proposed porcels (1-4).
Pleose see the highlighted lot line on ihe ottoched Tentotive Porcel Mop.

Troffic Engineering ond Anolysis

a ln occordonce with Senote Bill (SB) 743 ond os of July I , 2020, Coltrons
requires oll public ogencies to evoluote impocts qssociqted with future
developments to use Vehicle Miles Troveled (VMT) to evoluote
tronsportotion impocts on the Stote Highwoy System (SHS). Pleose
provide o Troffic lmpoct Study (TlS) using the Coltrons-Vehicles Miles
Troveled- Focused-Tronsportotion lmpoct Study Guide (Moy 20, 2O2O).
ln oddition to o VMT onolysis, o troffic impoct study moy olso be
required to review oll sofety ond operotions impocts olong SR-86. Pleose
include oll intersections ond segments olong SR-86 between Dogwood
Rood ond Pitzer Rood.
Any proposed intersection exponsion or modificotion olong SR-86 will
require on lntersection Control Evoluotion (lCE) report os required by the
Coltrons Troffic Operotions Policy Directive #13-O2. Provide q
comporison for eoch olternotive in occordonce with the ICE policy.
Follow the report formqt in the ICE process informotion guide. Pleose see
the link below for the "lCE process informotion guide" qnd other ICE
reloted policies ond guidonce. https://dot.co.qov/progroms/trqffic-
operotions/ice.
Within the ICE report, the olternqtives thot get selected for the Step 2
process will need to evoluote the sofety ond operotionol onolysis by
submitting o troffic study with supporting doto (electronic files), troffic
worronts, qnd benefit cost rotio. ln oddition to troffic ond operotionol
onolyses for existing conditions, eoch olternotive will need to include the
future 2}-yeor troffic volumes ond operotionol onolyses. A preferred
olternotive should be identified within the ICE report.
Provide Synchro files used to onolyze troffic for the project.

a

a

a

a

"Provide o sofe ond relioble tronsportotion network thot serves oll people ond respects the environment"
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Hydrology ond Drqinoge Studies

Coltrons' Hydroulics Brqnch will not be oble to provide comments until groding
plons with droinoge studies ore provided, once zoning is opproved ond the
development process begins.
Pleose provide off site hydrology ond hydroulics studies, proposed droinoge ond
proposed groding plons for Coltrons to review.

o Provide droinoge plons ond detoils. Provide existing ond
proposed droino ge focilities.

o Provide existing ond proposed 2-foot contour groding with legible
collouts.

o lnclude detention bosin deioils of inlets/outlet ond proposed
bqsin groding, include in deteniion bosin colculotions:

. Plon schemotic
' Elevotion vs storoge tobles
. Elevotion vs oreo tobles
' Elevotion vs outlet flow (stoge - outflow)
. lnflow vs outflow
. Elevotion vs time (stoge - time)
. Volume vs iime (storoge - time)

. Provide o Droinoge Study showing 1OO-yeor storm event cqlculotions ond
25- year storm event colculotions.

. Provide on-site hydrology ond hydroulic studies per the Highwoy Design Monuol
methodologies ond per Coltrons policies ond procedures.

o Provide oll ovoilqble Coltrons droinoge focility os-built ond Right-of-Woy
(R/W) Mops.

o Provide survey dotq of onsite system thot the development will
be droiningto.

. On oll plons, show Coltrons' R/W <rnd SR-86 centerline.

. Eorly coordinotion with Coltrons is recommended.

. Coltrons generolly does not ollow development projects to impoct hydroulics
within the Stote's R/W. Any modificotion to the existing Coltrons droinoge ond/or
increose in runoff to Stote fqcilities will not be ollowed.

Coltrons views oll tronsportotion improvements os opporiunities io improve sofety,
occess qnd mobility for oll trovelers in Colifornio ond recognizes bicycle, pedestrion
ond tronsit modes os integrol elements of the tronsporiotion neiwork. Coltrons
supports improved tronsit occommodotion ihrough the provision of Pork ond Ride
focilities, improved bicycle ond pedestrion occess ond sofety improvements, signol
prioritizotion for tronsit, bus on shoulders, romp improvements, or other enhoncements
thot promotes o complete ond integroted tronsportotion nefwork. Eorly coordinofion

Complele Slreels qnd Mobility Network

"Provide o sofe ond relioble tronsportolion nelwork lhot serves oll people ond respects the environment"
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with Coltrons, in locotions thot moy offect both Coltrons ond the County of lmperiol, is

encouroged.

To reduce greenhouse gos emissions ond ochieve Colifornio's Climote Chonge torget,
Coltrons is implementing Complete Streets ond Climote Chonge policies into Stote
Highwoy Operotions ond Protection Progrom (SHOPP) projects to meet multi-modol
mobility needs. Coltrons looks forword to working with the County to evoluote
potentiol Complete Streets projects.

Bicycle, pedestrion, ond public tronsit occess during construction is importont.
Mitigotion to mointoin bicycle, pedestrion, ond public tronsit occess during
construction is in occordonce with Coltrons' gools ond policies.

Lond Use ond Smqrt Growth

Colirons recognizes there is o strong link between tronsportqtion ond lond use.
Development con hove o significont impoct on troffic ond congestion on Stote
tronsportotion focilities. ln porticulor, the pottern of lqnd use con offect both locol
vehicle miles iroveled qnd the number of trips. Coltrons supporis colloborotion with
locol ogencies to work towords o sofe, functionol, interconnected, multi-modol
tronsportotion network integroted through opplicoble "smort growth" type lond use
plonning ond policies.

The County should continue to coordinote with Coltrons to implement necessory
improvements of intersections ond interchonges where the ogencies hove joint
jurisdiction.

Noise

The opplicont must be informed thot in occordonce with 23 Code of Federol
Regulotions (CFR) 772, Collrons is not responsible for existing or future troffic noise
impocts ossocioted with the existing configurotion of SR-86.

Environmenlol

Coltrqns welcomes the opportunity to be o Responsible Agency under the Colifornio
Environmentql Quolity Act (CEaA), os we hove some discretionory outhority of o
portion of the project thot is in Coltrons' R/W through the form of on encroochment
permit process. We look forword to the coordinotion of our efforts to ensure thot
Coltrons con odopt the oliernotive ond/or mitigotion meosure for our R/W.

An encroqchment permit will be required for ony work within the Coltrqns' R/W prior to
construction. As port of the encroochment permit process, the opplicont must provide
opproved finol environmentol documents for this project, corresponding technicol

"Provide o sofe ond relioble tronsportotion network thot serves oll people ond respects the environmeni"
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studies, ony necessory regulotory ond resource ogency permits, ond specificolly ony
CEQA determinotions or exemptions. The supporting documents must oddress oll
environmentol impocts within the Coltrons' R/W ond oddress ony impocts from
ovoidonce ond/or mitigotion meosures.

We recommend thot this project specificolly ideniifies ond ossesses potentiol impocts
coused by the project or impocts from mitigotion efforts thot occur within Coltrons'
R/W thot includes impocts to the nqturol environment, infrostructure including but not
limited to highwoys, roodwoys, structures, intelligent tronsportotion systems elemenis,
on-romps ond off-romps, ond oppurtenont feotures including but not limited to
lighting, signoge, droinoge, guordroil, slopes ond londscoping. Coltrons is interested in
ony odditionol mitigotion meosures identified for the project's droft Environmentol
Document.

Broodbond

Coltrons recognizes thoi teleworking ond remote leorning lessen the impocts of troffic
on our roodwcrys ond surrounding communities. This reduces the omount of VMT ond
decreoses the omount of greenhouse gos (GHG) emissions ond other pollutonts. The
ovoilobility of offordoble ond relioble, high speed broodbond is o key component in
supporting trovel demond monogement ond reoching the stqte's tronsportotion ond
climote ociion gools.

Right-of-Woy

Per Business ond Profession Code 8771, perpetuotion of survey monuments by o
licensed lond surveyor is required, if they ore being destroyed by ony consiruction
Any work performed within Coltrons' R/W will require discretionory review ond
opprovol by Coltrons ond on encroochment permit will be required for ony work
within the Coltrons' R/W prior to construction.

Additionol informotion regording encroochment permits moy be obioined by
contocting the Coltrons Permits Office ot (619) 688-6158 or emoiling
Dl l.Permits@dot.co.gov or by visiting the websiie ot
https://dot.co.qov/progroms/troffic-operotions/ep. Eody coordinotion with
Coltrons is strongly odvised for oll encroochment permits.

Right-of -Woy Utililies

The developer/opplicont sholl prepore ond submit to Coltrons closure plons os port of
the encroochment permit opplicotion. The plons sholl require thot closure or portiol
closure of SR-86 be limited to times os to creqte the leost possible inconvenience to
the troveling public ond ihot signoge be posied prior to the closure to oleri drivers of
the closure in occordonce with Cqltrons requirements. Troffic sholl not be

"Provide o sofe ond relioble tronsporiotion nelwork thot serves oll people ond respecis the environment"
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unreosonobly deloyed. The plon sholl olso ouiline suggested detours to use during the
closures, troffic, including routes ond signoge.

The Highwoy Closure Plon, os port of the encroochmenf permit, should be
submitted to Coltrons of leost 30 doys prior to initioting insiollotion of the
crossings. No work sholl begin in Coltrons' R/W until on encroochmeni permit is

opproved.

Any work performed within Coltrons' R/W will require discretionory review ond
opprovol by Coltrons ond on encroochment permit will be required for ony
work within the Coltrons' R/W prior to construction. As port of the
encroochment permit process, the opplicont must provide qn opproved finol
environmentol document including the CEQA determinotion oddressing ony
environmentol impocts with the Coltrons' R/W, ond ony corresponding
iechnicol studies.

Pleose see the following chopters in the Colfrons' monuols

Chopter 500 of the Encroochment Permits Monuol for requirements regordinga

utilities ond stcrte R/W -med rom
do m n

a Chopter 2-2.13 of the Plons Preporotion Monuol for requirements regording
utilities qnd stote R/W: https://dot.co.gov/-/medio/dot-

cod m-text-

a Chopter 17 of the Project Development Procedures Monuol hitps://dot.co.qov/-
documen

lf you hove ony questions or concerns, pleose contoct Chorlie Lecourtois, LDR
Coordinotor, ot (619) 985-4766 or by e-moil sent to Chorlie.Lecourt ois@dot.co.qov.

Sincerely,

?V/aaane 4, tat*o

MAURICE EATON
Bronch Chief
Locol Development Review

Attochment - Lot line highlighted_PM02496_IPM_Tentotive Subdivision_Church
Subdivision

"Provide o sofe ond relioble tronsportotion network ihot serves oll people ond respecis the environment"
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Michael Abraham

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Lecou rtois, Charl ie@ DOT < Charl ie. Lecou rtois@dot.ca.gov>
Wednesday, May 4,2022 1:38 PM

Jim Minnick; Michael Abraham
Eaton, Maurice A@DOT; Mariela Moran
Follow up email regarding Caltrans' access control rights - Church Subdivision - lmperial
County - Tentative Parcel Map/Request for Review and Comments - SR-86

lCnU't'lffN: This email originated outside our organization;please use caution.
Good Afternoon Jim ond Michoel,

I colled your office on Apri|21,2022, to discuss o few questions Coltrons Plonning hod on the
Church Subdivision. During our conversotion we spoke obout the possibility of plocing o
condition on the oppliconf 's subdivision mop to restrict occess onto Stote Route 86 (SR-86). lt
wos mentioned thot the County would not ploce our condition on the oppliconts subdivision
mop unless we provided some type of document thot shows the formol restriction of occess
olong this segment of SR-86 (PM I .2 - 1.5).

ljust wonted to inform you thot I reoched out to our Right-of-Woy Engineering folks ond they
soid Coltrons does not hove occess control rights olong this segment of SR-86 (PM I .2 - 1.5).
However, to provide sofe occess ond efficient operotions to ond from the site we would still
like to request thot the County ploce our condition of on eosemeni for o street on the
project.

Respectfully,

Chorlie Lecourlois
Tronsportotion Plon ner
Coltrons District ll LDR Bronch
4050 Toylor Street., MS 240

Son Diego, CA 92110
C horlie. Lecourtois@ DOT.co.qov
Cell: (619) 985-4766S'6'

Grurfin,A ocmltlEtfi or lRAlltFofrIArKn

From: Lecourtois, Cha rlie@ DOT

Sent: Tuesday, March 29,2022 3:14 PM

To: Mariela Moran <Ma riela Moran @co.imperia l.ca.us>

Cc: Eaton, Maurice A@DOT <maurice.eaton@dot.ca.gov>; lCPDSCommentletters
<lCPDSCommentLetters@co.imperial.ca.us>; MichaelAbraham <MichaelAbraham@co.imperial.ca.us>;
JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us
Subject: Caltrans Comment Letter - Church Subdivision - lmperial County - Tentative Parcel Map/Request for Review and

Comments - SR-86

1



Good ofternoon Ms. Moron,

Pleose see the ottoched Coltrons comment letter for the Church Subdivision Project, locoied
neor Stote Route 86 (SR-86), within lmperiol County. Also oitoched is the highlighted lot line
on the Heber Dollor Generol Tentotive Porcel Mop, in reference to the Condition of Approvol
(COA) section of our comment letter.

During o phone collwith Michcel Abrohom ond Jim Minnick on Morch 21,2022,I informed
Michoel ond Jim thot Coltrons will provide documentotion thot shows the restriction of
occess from privote property onto SR-86 olong this stretch of the Siote Highwoy System, os

verificotion/evidence for our COA request. Coltrons will provide on odditionol comment
letier to the County once our internol functionol units provide this documentotion

Feel free to contoct me if you hove ony questions

Best regords,

Charlie Lecourtois
Transportation Planner

Caltrans District 11 LDR Branch

4050 Taylor Street., MS 240

San Diego, CA 92110

Cha rlie. Lecou rtois@ DOT,ca.gev

Cell: (619) 98s-4766

(Currently Teleworking, M-F, 8-5)

ft*fiT:jt4hwr*.
GtLlFdiltrA niEErxrl$fl fif :xfflaFsFI*Tlora
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Application



MINOR SUBDIVITIOil I.C. PTANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT
801 Main Street, El Centro, CA92243 (7601482-4236

APPLTCANT MUST COMPLETE ALL NUI{BERED (btack) SpACES - p/ease type or print -

1 PROPERTY OW\ER'S NAME
David Pakick Churc*r

EMAIL ADDRESS
david@nnnrelalldevelopment.com

2. MAILING ADDRESS
'15882 Wsk€field Lane, Ssn Diego, CA

ZIP CODE
92127

PHONE NUMBER
(858) 3s4-0007

3. ENGINEER'S NAME CAL. LICENSE NO
LC Engineering Consultants, lnc., DuBose Dssign Group, lnc.

LS-8440 EMAIL ADDRESS
mauriciolarn@lcec-inc.com, tom@dubosedesigngroup.com

4 MAILING ADDRESS
1065 W. State Slreet, El Centro, CA

ZIP CODE
92243

PHONE NUMBER
(760) 353-81 I 0

5.
Main Street and Road

LOCATION
Heber, CA

b.
054-21 0-0?8

stzE oF acres or square foot)
56.47 AC +A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION (atlach separate sheot if necessary)
See Attached Exhibit "A"

O. EXPLAIN PURPOSE/REASON FOR MINOR SUBDIVISION

To create 3 Parcels for Commercial Development C-2 ( Parcels 1,2 and 3) and Parcel 4 to rernain tor Agricultural ljse and retain its current zon;ng M-1

PARCEL SIZE in acres
or Bo. faet

EXISTING USE PROPOSED USE ZONE

l orA 1.,19 Ag +A Gurrenl AG Use Commercial Use Dollar General C-2
2orB 3.35 AC +l Cunent AG Use Commercial Use U-a
3orC 3./13 AC +t Current AG Use Commercial Use c-2
4orD 48.19 AC +/- lndustrial Use lnduslrial Use M-l

ofthe above9. a8

PLEASE PROVIDE CLEAR & CONCISE INFORIT'IATION (ATTACH SEPARATE SHEET IF NEEDED}

I HEREBY APPLY FOR PERMISSION TO DIVIDE THE AAOVE SPECIFIED
PROPERTY THAI I E OWN N CONTROL. AS PEF ATTACHED
INFORMATION. AND PER THE Il,'lAP ACI AND PER THE SUEDIVISION
ORDINANCE

I. CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE INFORMATION, TO THE BEST OF MY
KNOWLEDGE, IS TRUE AND CORRECT

Print Name (ownerl Det€

L 6

ileunm tul'olt DocurtttTt
A. TENTATIVE MAP

.B. PRELIMINARY TITLE REPORT (6 monrhs or newer)

C. FEE

D. OTHER

Special Note:
An notarized owners eflidavlt iE rsquirsd if
applletion is sign€d by Ag6nt

Connected to HPUD

11

12. PROPOSEDDESCRIEE TOACCESS SUBDIVIDED

DESCRIBE PROPOSED WATER SYSTEM Connected to HPUD

13 IFTHIS or
Yes

APPLICATION RECEIVED BY:

APPLICATION DEEMED COMPLETE BY;

APPLICATION REJECTED BY:

TENTATIVE HEARING BY:

FINAL ACTION: ! APPROVED tr DENIED

DATE

DATE

DATE

DATE

DATE

REVIEW/ APPROVAL BY
OTHER DEPT'S required
tr PW
tr EHS
tr APco
E OESo_n-_-

PM#



TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP
BEING A PORTION OF THE TOWNSITE OF HEBER IN AN UNINCORPORATED AREA OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA PER SECOND AUENDED MAP THEREOF NO. 226 FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE IMPERIAL COUNTY RECORDER.
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DISCLAI!]ER:

THIs IS NOT AN OFFICIAL MAP.
THIS MAP \4iA5 CREATED FOR THE IMPERIAL COUNTY
A'SESSOR, FOR THE SOLE ruRPOSE OF AIDING IN
rHE PERFORT'IANCE 0F THE DUTIES oF THE ASsEssOR.
ANY ERRORs OR OMISSIONS IN IH1S MAP ARE NOT
THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE COUNTY OF IMPERIAL
oR-rHE ASSESSOR. (REV, & TM. CODE SEC.327)
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