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SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION

A. PURPOSE

This document is a [] policy-level, [X] project level Initial Study for evaluation of potential environmental impacts
resulting with the proposed Parcel Map #02484, where the intent of the project is to separate existing houses from
farmland. For purposes of this document, the abovementioned project will be called the “proposed application”.
(Refer to Exhibit “A”" & “B").

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Pursuant to the County of Imperial Guidelines for Implementing CEQA, depending on the project scope, the County

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

C. INTENDED USES OF INITIAL STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION

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

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

D. CONTENTS OF INITIAL STUDY & NEGATIVE DECLARATION

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

SECTION 1

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

SECTION 2

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

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

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

SECTION 3

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

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Depariment Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form & Negative Declaration for Susan K. Casey, Parcel Map 02484 - IS #20-0006
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IV. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED identifies those persons consulted and involved in
preparation of this Initial Study and Negative Declaration.

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

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

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

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

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

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

F. POLICY-LEVEL or PROJECT LEVEL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

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

G. TIERED DOCUMENTS AND INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

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

1. Tiered Documents

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

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form & Negative Declaration for Susan K. Casey, Parcel Map 02484 - IS #20-0006
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“Tiering refers to using the analysis of general matters contained in a broader EIR (such as the one prepared
for a general plan or policy statement) with later EIRs and negative declarations on narrower projects;
incorporating by reference the general discussions from the broader EIR; and concentrating the later EIR or
negative declaration solely on the issues specific to the later project.”

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

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

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

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

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

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

Incorporation By Reference

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

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

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

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

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form & Negative Declaration for Susan K. Casey, Parcel Map 02484 - 1S #20-0006
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These documents must summarize the portion of the document being incorporated by reference or briefly
describe information that cannot be summarized. Furthermore, these documents must describe the
relationship between the incorporated information and the analysis in the tiered documents (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15150[c]). As discussed above, the tiered EIRs address the entire project site and
provide background and inventory information and data which apply to the project site. Incorporated
information and/or data will be cited in the appropriate sections.

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

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

. ]
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Il.

Environmental Checklist

I

10.

11.

12.

13.

Project Title:  Parcel Map #02484 for Susan K. Casey / Initial Study #20-0006
Lead Agency: Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department
Contact person and phone number: Diana Robinson, Planner IlI, (442) 265-1736, ext. 1751
Address: 801 Main Street, El Centro CA, 92243
E-mail: dianarobinson@co.imperial.ca.us
Project location: The project site (“site”) is located at 2040 Dunham Road, Brawley, CA, being approximately
0.75 miles east of the intersection of Butters and Dunham Roads, approximately 9.15 miles northeast of the
Brawley city limits, and approximately 0.95 miles west of the East Highline Main Canal. The parcel is identified as
Assessor's Parcel Number (APN) 039-020-031-000 and is legally described as Lots 22 and 23, Section 6,
Township 13 South, Range 16 East, S.B.B.& M. in an unincorporated area of the County of Imperial.
Project sponsor's name and address: Taylor Preece, P.L.S.

Precision Engineering and Surveying

P.O. Box 2216, El Centro, CA 92244
General Plan designation: Agriculture
Zoning: A-2-R (General Agriculture/Rural)

Description of project: The applicant intents to subdivide the previously referenced parcel to separate the
existing houses from farmland. The current size of the property is approximately 80 acres and the project consists
of splitting the parcel into two lots, one being 2.87 acres and the other being 77.13 acres approximately. Exhibit
“B” shows the tentative Parcel Map as proposed by the applicant.

Surrounding land uses and setting: The project site is surrounded by agricultural fields, parcels with houses
and farmland, and undeveloped fallow land.

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

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area requested
consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.17 If so, is there a plan for consultation
that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources,
procedures regarding confidentially, etc.?

Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted and invited to participate in the Request for Review
and Comments as part of the Initial Study review process. On April 20, 2020, we received a comment letter from
them with negative results. A list of tribes was provided from NAHC so that we would contact them and ask for
comments. Efforts to reach out to these tribes included phone, mail, email and fax. We received an email from one
of the tribes saying that they did not what to make any comments on the project. No other comments were received.

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

e —————
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

[0  Aesthetics O Agriculture and Forestry Resources O - AirQuality
[0 Biological Resources O - Cultural Resources O  Energy
- O ' Geology /Soils O Greenhouse Gas Emissions O Hazards & Hazardous Materials
[0  Hydrology / Water Quality O Land Use / Planning [J  Mineral Resources
O Noise O ! Population / Housing [l Pubiic Services
O  Recreation O Transportation [0  Tribal Cuitural Resources
[0  Utilities/Service Systems O Wildfire [0  Mandatory Findings of Significance

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE (EEC) DETERMINATION

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

-
m
w

EEC VOTES ABSENT
PUBLIC WORKS
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SVCS
OFFICE EMERGENCY SERVICES
APCD

AG

SHERIFF DEPARTMENT

ICPDS

Oo000O0|
OO00000B
OOoOoooog

Jim Minnick, Director of Planning/EEC Chairman Date:
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PROJECT SUMMARY

Project Location: The project site (“site”) is located at 2040 Dunham Road, Brawley, CA,
being approximately 0.75 miles east of the intersection of Butters and Dunham Roads,
approximately 9.15 miles northeast of Brawley city limits and approximately 0.95 miles west
of the East Highline Main Canal. The parcel is identified as Assessor's Parcel Number
(APN) 039-020-031-000 and is legally described as Lots 22 and 23, Section 6, Township
13 South, Range 16 East, S.B.B.& M., in an unincorporated area of the County of Imperial.

Project Summary: The applicant intents to subdivide the previously referenced parcel to
separate the existing houses from farmland. The current size of the property is
approximately 80 acres and the project consists of splitting the parcel into two lots, one
being 2.87 acres and the other being 77.13 acres approximately. Exhibit “B" shows the
tentative Parcel Map as proposed by the applicant.

Environmental Setting: The project site is surrounded by agricultural fields, parcels with
houses and farmland, and undeveloped fallow land.

Analysis: The project site is designated as “Agriculture” and is zoned “A-2-R” (General
Agricultural/Rural) per Zoning Map #38 under Title 9 Land Use Ordinance. The proposed
subdivision would create two lots and one of them is being proposed below the minimum
lot size within the A-2 Zone, which is 40 acres per Title 9 Division 5 Chapter 8 Section
90508.04; however, since the parcel meets the conditions under Lot Reduction Exception
#1, the proposed subdivision is consistent with the General Plan. The existing houses on
the property were built prior to April 1, 1976, the subdivider agrees to convey and surrender
development rights to the County and the project shows compliance with all other
requirements in Title 9. The agricultural use shall continue to be the principal use.

General Plan Consistency: As previously mentioned, since the project meets the
conditions under Lot Reduction Exception #1 under the A-2 Zone (per Section 90508.04),
it is consistent with Imperial County's Title 9 Land Use Ordinance Divisions 5, Zoning Areas
Established and Division 8 Subdivision Ordinance. The project is also consistent with the
existing land use designation of Agriculture, since the existing uses, agricultural and
residential, are allowed.

S —
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Exhibit ‘A’
Vicinity Map
PROJECT LOCATION MAP

et ——— T

— o s = - e S g e e

[ === WELLINGTON RD™

e

gﬂ%‘ SUSAN K. CASEY D Existing Parcel
= -y PARCEL MAP #02484 Proposed Parcel 1

APN #039-020-031 Proposed Parcel 2
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Exhibit “B”

Site Plan
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

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

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

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

4)  "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact’ to a "Less Than Significant
Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly expiain how they reduce the effect
to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be
cross-referenced).

5)  Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect
has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a
brief discussion should identify the following:

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

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of
and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether
such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earier analysis.

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

6)  Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential
impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document
should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

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

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

9)  The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance

)
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Potentialty

Potentially Significant Less Than

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

| AESTHETICS

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

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista or scenic Ve
) highway? L L O X
a) The project site is not located near a scenic highway per the Imperial County Circulation and Scenic Highway Element.
The roads surrounding the parcel do not meet the scenic highway criteria found on the California Scenic Highway Programz;
therefore, no impacts are expected to occur.

b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within Il O | X
a state scenic highway?
b) There are no scenic resources surrounding the project site; therefore, no impacts are expected.

¢) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of public views of the site and its
surrounding? (Public views are those that are experienced
from publicly accessible vantage point.} If the project is in an O U O 0
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable
zoning and other reguiations governing scenic quality?
¢) The proposed project would not modify the existing visual character of the site nor its surroundings since it consists of a
minor subdivision and no physical changes are being proposed; therefore, no impacts are expected.

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? O L O X
d) The application does not include any proposals of new sources of light or glare; therefore, no impacts are expected.

Il AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

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

a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmiand of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring [l [l ] X
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?
a) According to the California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (2016), the project
site is designated as “Farmland of Statewide Importance”3, there is no conversion of agricultural use to non-agricultural use
being proposed; therefore, no impacts are expected.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act Contract? L O 0 X
b) The existing farming and residential uses are consistent with the A-2 (General Agriculture) zone. In addition, the
Williamson Act Contract expired and County of Imperial issued Non-Renewals; therefore, no impacts are expected.

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

1 Imperial County General Plan Circulation and Scenic Highways Element, page 30
Imperial County General Plan Circulation and Scenic Highways Element, pages 80-108
California Department of Conservation Farmland Mappin
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Potentially

Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant Unless Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI)
¢) The project is not within any forest land; therefore, no impacts related to the conversion of timberlands or forest land are
expected.
d)  Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to u u ] X

non-forest use?
d) As previously stated, the project site is not within or close to any forest land; therefore, no impacts would occur.

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land 0 O O ¢
to non-forest use?
e) No changes are being proposed other than the minor subdivision to separate the existing houses from farmland. No
impacts are expected to occur.

n.  AIR QUALITY

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

a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air =
quality plan? O [ O X
a) The project is not expected to cause any impacts to air quality since no changes are being proposed to the existing
structures nor farmland. Future development, if any is subject to County agencies’ review (i.e. Air Pollution Control District).

b)  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality O U L ¢
standard?
b) Since no physical changes are being proposed, no impacts are expected to occur regarding increase of pollutant levels.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutants <
concentrations? O O O X
¢) The proposed project would not cause for the release of pollutants since no changes to the existing uses nor structures
are being proposed; therefore, no impacts are being proposed.

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors
adversely affecting a substantial number of people? O O [ X
d) No emissions are expected to impact a substantial number of people since the project consists of a minor subdivision
and the parcels surrounding the project site are mostly agiricultural fields; therefore, no impacts are expected.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the project:

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, [ Il X Il
policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
a) After research, it was found that the project site is not within a designated sensitive habitat area, but is within the
“Burrowing Owl Species Distribution Model” according to the Imperial County General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space
Element, Figure 24, The proposed project is not expected to have adverse impacts on any species or their habitats since the
subdivision will not physically affect the environment and no development is being proposed. The applicant shall contact
ICPDS prior to any future development; therefore, less than significant impacts are expected.

b)  Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional 0 0 ] )
plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

4 Imgerial Ccunz General Plan "Conservation and Ogn Sgace Element’, Figure 2
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Potentially

Potentially Significant Less Than

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

b) The project site is not near any type of wetland and is therefore not a riparian habitat. The parcel has been previously
disturbed as it has been used for agricultural and residential purposes since at least 1960’s. No impacts are expected.

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal u ] O =
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
c) The project site is surrounded by agricultural fields and no bodies of water; therefore, no impacts on wetlands are
expected.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or
migratory fish or wildiife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of O L O X
native wildlife nursery sites?
d) The project site is not located in or near a body of water, so no fish or wildlife species could be affected by the subdivision;
therefore, no impacts are expected.

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinance protecting
biological resource, such as a tree preservation policy or O Il X O
ordinance?
e) The proposed subdivision does not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources;
therefore, less than significant impacts are expected.

fy  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation O O O X
plan?
f) According to the Imperial County General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, the project is not within a
designated sensitive habitat nor an agency-designated habitat area; therefore, no impacts are expected.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project:

a)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a =
historical resource pursuant to §15064.5? O O X O
a) A Sacred Lands File search was requested from the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and a letter dated April
20, 2020 came back with negative resuits. A list of tribes was provided for us to contact, and efforts were made to reach them
via phone, email and fax. No comments that could affect the project were received. The project site is not within or near any
“Known Areas of Native American Cultural Sensitivity” as per Imperial County General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space
Element; therefore, less than significant impacts are expected.

b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57 O O O X
b) As previously stated, it was found that the site location is not in or near any “Known Areas of Native American Cultural
Sensitivity”, nor within any Tribal Lands area according to the Tribal Lands in U. 8. Environmental Protection Agency

Region 9 Map3; therefore, no impacts are expected.

¢) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside
of dedicated cemeteries? O O X O
¢) There are no known cemeteries on or surrounding the project site. Should the property be developed in the future, the
applicant shall show compliance with California Health and Safety Code §7050.5, CEQA §15064.5, and California Public
Resources Code §5097.98. Less than significant impacts are expected to occur.

ENERGY Would the project:

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

5 Tribal Lands in U. S. Environmental Protection Aﬁencz Rﬁiun 9 MaE

e ———
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Potentially

Potentially Significant Less Than

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

a) No consumption of energy is anticipated for this proposed subdivision. No impacts are expected.

b)  Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable <
energy or energy efficiency? L O O 2
b) No local or state plans regarding energy are anticipated; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur.
Vi. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Would the project:
a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse
effects, including risk of loss, injury, or death involving: L U X L
a) According to the Department of Conservation’s Regulatory Maps®, the project site is not in a fault zone. Being that
imperial County is classified as a Seismic Category D by the latest California Building Code, any future development
would require incorporation to the most stringent earthquake resistant measures. Compliance with said codes and
County agencies’ approvals would bring potential impacts to less than significant levels at the time of future development.
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 O O X |:|
on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 427
1) As previously mentioned, the project is not located in a fault zone and the scope of work does not include any
structures nor earthmoving activities. Compliance with applicable County agencies’ requirements would bring any
potential impacts to less than significant levels.
2)  Strong Seismic ground shaking? O 'l = O
2) The proposed subdivision will not expose people to seismic ground shaking since the site is not near a known fault.
As previously mentioned, if any development were to be proposed in the future, it shall have to incorporate the
appropriate design measures. Less than significant impacts are expected to occur.
3) Seismic-related ground failure, including fiquefaction
and seiche/tsunami? O O 0 O
3) Less than significant impacts are expected regarding ground failure, liquefaction andlor seiche/tsunami since the
project site is not near a body of water of the characteristics that could cause those impacts.
4) Landslides? O | O <
4) The site is not located within a landslide hazard zone; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur.
b)  Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? | O [ O
b) The proposed project does not include any earthmoving activities that could cause soil erosion or loss of topsoil. Should
any future development occur, it shall be done in accordance with local and state standards; doing so will bring potential
impacts to less than significant levels.
¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and =
potentially result in on- or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, O O O X
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
c) The project site is not known to be located on unstable geological units or soil, and the conditions for lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction and collapse are not present; therefore, no impacts are expected.
d)  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in the latest Uniform
Building Code, creating substantial direct or indirect risk to life O [l X I
or property?
d) The proposed subdivision will not cause physical changes in the environment. The applicant shall confirm with ICPDS
Building Division Manager whether a Soils Report will be required prior to future development plans, if any. Compliance
with County agencies’ requirements will bring project impacts to less than significant levels.
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 0 O 0 X

septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems

6 Depariment of Conservation Regulato Maps

Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department
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Potentially Significant Less Than

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

VIIL.

where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste

water?

e) No septic tanks or other alternative wastewater disposal systems are being proposed as part of the scope of work for this
subdivision application and no structures are being proposed that would increase the capacity of the existing septic system;
therefore, no impacts are expected.

f)  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource
or site or unique geologic feature? O O O B3
f) The site has been previously disturbed for farming and residential purposes, and no paleontological resources have been
found. In addition, no physical changes to the environment are being proposed; therefore, no impacts are expected.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the O N | X
environment?
a) The proposed project consists of a minor subdivision to separate existing houses from farmland and would not cause
physical changes to the environment, so there are no impacts regarding greenhouse gas emissions.

b)  Conflict with an applicable ptan or policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse O Il | X
gases?
b) The regulations under AB 327 and the updated California Air Resources Board’s AB 32 Scoping Plan, do not include an

applicable threshold for GHG emissions for a project with these characteristics® since there would be no physical changes
to the property. As previously mentioned, any future development shall be reviewed by applicable County agencies and
would be subject to their approval prior to construction. At this time, no impacts would be expected.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Would the project:

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

a) The proposed project does not include any handling of hazardous materials and would therefore, cause no impacts or
hazards to the public or the environment.

b)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the O O O X
environment?
b) As previously mentioned, the project will not use or release any hazardous materials; therefore, no impacts are expected.

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter |:| |:| |:| Iz
mile of 4n existing or proposed school?
¢) No hazardous materials are being proposed in the project, and the project site is not within a quarter mile of an existing
school; therefore, no impacts are expected.

d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant O L L X
hazard to the public or the environment?
d) Government Code Section 65962.5 requires the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) the DTSC EnviroStor
Database® to compile and update a list of hazardous waste and substances sites. After review, it was found that the project
was not located under a listed hazardous and substances site nor is within a mile of such a site; therefore, no impacts are

7 Assembly Bill 32 Overview
8 CEQA AB 32 Scoping Plan
9 EnviroStor Database
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Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant Unless Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
(PSI) (PSUMI) (LTSI) (NI)
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 | ] Il X
hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the
project area?

¢) The project site is not located near a public airport or a known private airport; therefore, no impacts are expected to occur.

f)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation ] ] I X
plan?
f) The proposed subdivision will not create any physical changes to the environment, alter any access points to the property
or cause for a situation where an emergency plan would be required or altered; therefore, no impacts are expected.

g)  Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires? O O O X
g) According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection “Fire and Resource Assessment Program Map” 10
for Imperial County, the project site is not within a fire hazard zone; therefore, no impacts are expected.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or | N = O
ground water quality?
a) The project does not include water discharge and will not degrade surface or ground water quality since no development
is being proposed. Less than significant impacts are expected regarding water quality.

b)  Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project n ] X u
may impede sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?
b) No groundwater will be impacted by the proposed separation of farmland from the existing houses. Less than significant
impacts are anticipated. The property owners shall maintain compliance with the existing Conditional Use Permit (CUP#09-
0019) for the existing water well and shall not extract more that the allowed 0.95 acres of water per year.

]
2

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream n O] 0] X
or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a

manner which would:

c) The project site is not near a stream or river; therefore, no impacts are expected.

iy result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site;
0 O O O X

(i) Since no physical changes are being proposed on the environment, no erosion is expected to occur.

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

(i) No development is being proposed, so surface runoff is not anticipated. No impacts are expected to occur.

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

(iii) No impacts are expected to occur regarding the existing stormwater drainage system capacity since no portion of the

10 FRAP Fire Hazard Severly Zones
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Potentially Significant Less Than
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Xl

XIl.

Xl

scope of work involves water and no future development is being proposed.

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? O [l ] X
{iv) The existing drainage system will not be impacted by the proposed subdivision since no development is being
proposed. No impacts are expected to occur.

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

pollutants due to project inundation? O O O I

d) According to the California Emergency Management Agency and the Department of Conservation'!, the project site is not
within a Tsunami Inundation Area for Emergency Planning, and is not within a body of water; therefore, no impacts are
expected.

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality

control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan? L L X [

e) No changes are being proposed to the groundwater management plan. Continual compliance with the existing water well
Conditions of Approval under CUP#09-0019 is expected from the property owners so that any potential impact(s) to
groundwater is kept at less than significant levels.

LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project:

a)

b)

Physically divide an established community? ] | N X
a) The project site is not within any established community; therefore, no impacts can be expected.

Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with

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

b) The proposed subdivision is in compliance with the Imperial County Land Use Element and Title 9 Land Use Ordinance
Division 8. No impacts are expected regarding conflicts with the above referenced documents or with land use.

MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project:

a)

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource

that would be of value to the region and the residents of the I:I O O ]
state?

a) The proposed subdivision will not cause any physical changes to the environment. In addition, the project site is not
within an area identified with mineral resources per Imperial County Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 8. No
impacts are expected.

Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral

resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, O I ] X
specific plan or other [and use plan?

b) As previously mentioned, this project will not cause impacts to mineral resources since it does not propose any
development and the project site has been previously disturbed.

NOISE Would the project result in:

a)

Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase

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

of standards established in the local general plan or noise L O L I
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

a) The separation of farmland from existing houses would not cause for any type of noise; therefore, no impacts are expected.

Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels? C O L X

1 pg riment of Conservation Tsunami Inundation Maps
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Potentially

Potentially Significant Less Than

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

b) No earthmoving activities are expected since no development is being proposed; therefore, no impacts are expected.

¢)  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 [l O = O
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels?
¢) The project site is not within two miles of a public airport or a public use airport. In addition, the project would not expose
people to excessive noise levels since no development is being proposed. The existing farmland use would continue to
generate noise from their daily operations; therefore, less than significant impacts are expected.

POPULATION AND HOUSING Would the project:

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and
business) or indirectly (for example, through extension of O L X O
roads or other infrastructure)?
a) The project consists of subdividing a land to separate existing houses from farmland. Less than significant impacts are
expected to occur regarding a substantial increase in population growth.

b)  Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing I O X |
elsewhere?
b) The proposed subdivision does not include any future development or type of work that would cause for displacement of
people. Less than significant impacts are expected.

PUBLIC SERVICES

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could O Il X ]
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services:
a) The project would not require governmental facilities to be altered since no physical activities are expected nor will this
subdivision cause for an increase in provision of services since the existing uses will remain. Less than significant impacts
are expected.
1) Fire Protection? [l Il X O
1) The project was circulated for review and comments within County agencies, including the Fire Department. We received
a comment [etter indicating that they had no comments at this time and that they “... reserved the right to comment and
request additional requirements pertaining to this project regarding fire and life safety measures, California Building and Fire
Code, and National Fire Protection Association standards at a later time...” Less than significant impacts are expected.
2) Police Protection? O [l X ]
2) The existing uses will continue as they are (farming and residential). Less than significant impacts are expected regarding
the need to increase police protection.
3) Schools? Il ] O X
3) The nearest schools are more than 10 miles away and would not be impacted by the proposed subdivision. No impacts
are expected.
4) Parks? O O Ll D]
4) The proposed project does not include any activities related to parks, and will not cause for the need of one or to alter
one; therefore, no impacts are being expected.
5) Other Public Facilities? ] O I X
5) The proposed project does not include any development or activities that might increase the need for alteration of public
facilities services; therefore, no impacts are being expected.
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XVl RECREATION

XV,

XVIIL.

a) Would the project increase the use of the existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the O O O X
facility would occur or be accelerated?
a) An increase in use of recreational facilities is generally caused by population growth in an area, but the proposed
subdivision is not expected to cause for substantial growth; therefore, no impacts are expected.

b}  Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might Il O O X
have an adverse effect on the environment?
b) No recreational facilities are being included in the scope of work for this project; therefore, no impacts are expected,

TRANSPORTATION  Would the project:

a)  Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing
the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and [l | X ]
pedestrian facilities?
a) The proposed subdivision is not expected to conflict with the Imperial County General Plan’s Circulation and Scenic
Highways Element and/or any applicable plan, ordinance or policy related to the transportation since no activities are being
proposed to cause the need for increase in traffic. Less than significant impacts are expected.

b)  Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with the CEQA
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? O L O I
b) The referenced section talks about the appropriate measure of transportation impacts12. There are no “vehicle miles
traveled” being referenced on the project since there is no development being proposed. The existing uses on the parcels
are to remain; therefore, no impacts are expected.

c) Substantially increases hazards due to a geometric design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or O [l ] X
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
¢) The proposed project does not have any design features that could cause concern regarding traffic; therefore, no impacts
are expected.

d)  Resultin inadequate emergency access? | ] ] X
d) The current access to the site is not known to be inadequate and the project would not block any emergency access;
therefore, no impacts are expected.

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

a)  Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public
Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of O O X O
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place or object
with cultural value to a Cal ifornia Native American tribe, and
that is:
a) According to the General Plan’s Conservation and Open Space Element, Figure 6, the project site is not with any Native
American Cultural Sensitivity Area. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted regarding this project
and a Sacred Files Search was requested and came back with negative results. 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 O Il ] [
historical resources as define in Public Resources 3

12 Section 15064.3 Determining the Significance of Transportation Impacts
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Code Section 5020.1(k), or

(i) The proposed site was not listed under the California Historical Resources in County of Imperial'3 or seems to
be eligible under Public Resources Code Section 21074 or 5020.1 (k); therefore, no impacts are expected.

(iiy A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth is Il N X Il
subdivision {¢) of Public Resource Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native
American Tribe.
{ii) There appears to be no history or association in the past with any evidence of historical resources for the
property to be either identified as of significance nor as candidate for listing in the California Register; therefore,
less than significant impacts are expected.

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project:

a)  Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications | O X ]
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?
a) The proposed subdivision would not cause physical changes in the environment and is not expected to impact utilities
nor service systems by separating the existing houses from farmland. Less than significant impacts are expected.

b)  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
from existing and reasonably foreseeable future development O | X ]
during normal, dry and multipie dry years?
b) The project will not increase the need for additional water to be extracted. The existing uses will remain as they are, which
are farmland and residential. Less than significant impacts are expected regarding water availability.

¢) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in O U [ X
addition to the provider's existing commitments?
c) The wastewater treatment provider has stated that the site is in compliance and has adequate capacity to serve the existing
uses. No new development is being proposed so the capacity will not be impacted by the project.

d)  Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or
in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise O O =( Il
impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
d) Solid waste is not expected to be generated in excess by the proposed subdivision since no activities are being proposed.
Less than significant impacts are expected.

e} Comply with federal, state, and local management and =
reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste? O O O X
e) No impacts regarding federal, state and local management of solid waste are expected as a consequence of this
subdivision.

XX. WILDFIRE

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

a)  Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or

emergency evacuation plan? ] D D @

13 Office of Historic Preservation

- ]
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a) The project site is not located near or within any wildfire nor fire hazard severity zone. No impacts are expected.

b)  Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled O O O X
spread of a wildfire?
b) The project site is not located near or within any wildfire nor fire hazard severity zone. No impacts are expected.

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 | | ] X
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?
¢) No infrastructure will be required to exacerbate fire risks since the area is not within a fire zone. No impacts are
expected.

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result O | O X
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?
d) Since no activities are being proposed, and the area is not within a wildfire area, no impacts are expected.

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

Revised 2009- CEQA
Revised 2011- ICPDS
Revised 2016 — ICPDS
Revised 2017 - ICPDS
Revised 2019 - ICPDS

.
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SECTION 3
ll. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat
of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant
or animal community, substantially reduce the u O . O
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 u U O O
with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects.)

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

- ]
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IV. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED

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

A. COUNTY OF IMPERIAL

Jim Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services

Michael Abraham, AICP, Assistant Director of Planning & Development Services
Diana Robinson, Planner |l

Imperial County Air Pollution Control District

Department of Public Works

Fire Department

Ag Commissioner

Environmental Health Services

Sheriff's Office

B. OTHER AGENCIES/ORGANIZATIONS
o Native American Heritage Commission

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

|
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V. REFERENCES

Imperial County General Plan “Circulation and Scenic Highways Element’, page 30

Imperial County General Plan “Circulation and Scenic Highways Element’, pages 80-108

California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/
Imperial County General Plan “Conservation and Open Space Element", Figure 2

Tribal Lands in U. S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9 Map
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2020-02/epa-r9-tribal-lands.png

Department of Conservation Regulatory Maps
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulatorymaps

Assembly Bill 32 Overview https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/ab32/ab32.htm

CEQA AB 32 Scoping Plan https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/document/updatedscopingplan2013.htm
EnviroStor Database http://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/

FRAP Fire Hazard Severity Zones https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/media/6680/fhszs_map13.pdf

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

12. Section 15064.3 Determining the Significance of Transportation Impacts
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Document/I43ABB2050A37472B90E4B2F4FID8EF29?viewType=FullText

&originationContext=documenttoc&transitionType=CategoryPageItem&contextData=(sc.Defaul?
13. Office of Historic Preservation http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ListedResources/?view=county&criteria=13
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VL. NEGATIVE DECLARATION - County of Imperial

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

Project Name: Parcel Map (PM#02484) Initial Study #20-0006
Project Applicant: Susan K. Casey

Project Location: The project site (“site”) is located at 2040 Dunham Road, Brawley, CA, being approximately 0.75
miles east of the intersection of Butters and Dunham Roads, approximately 9.15 miles northeast of Brawley city limits
and approximately 0.95 miles west of the East Highline Main Canal. The parcel is identified as Assessor's Parcel Number
(APN) 039-020-031-000 and is legally described as Lots 22 and 23, Section 6, Township 13 South, Range 16 East,
S.B.B.M., in an unincorporated area of the County of Imperial.

Description of Project: The applicant intents to subdivide the previously referenced parcel to separate the existing
houses from farmland. The cumrent size of the property is approximately 80 acres and the project consists of splitting the
parcel into two lots, one being 2.87 acres and the other being 77.13 acres approximately. Exhibit “B" shows the tentative
Parcel Map as proposed by the applicant.

e ——— — _— — — ————
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VL. FINDINGS

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

[:] 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.

I:I The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects but:

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

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

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

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

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

NOTICE

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

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

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

Applicant Signature Date

— __________________________________________________________ |
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SECTION 4
VIIL. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

(ATTACH DOCUMENTS, IF ANY, HERE)

= = = @ — — —— B 9 5 |
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 Public Works works for the Public

May 7, 2020

Mr. Jim Minnick, Director R ECE ' VE D

Planning & Development Services Department
801 Main Street MAY 0
El Centro, CA 92243 7 2020

. IMPERIAL COUNTY
Attention: Diana Robinson, Planner III LANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

SUBJECT: Parcel Map 2484 Susan K. Casey;
Located on 2040 Dunham Road, Brawley, CA
APN 039-020-031-000

Dear Mr. Minnick:

This letter is in response to your submittal received on March 27, 2020 for the above-mentioned
project. The applicant intends to subdivide this property into 2 parcels to separate existing
houses from farmland The current size of the property is 80 acres. The proposed parcel sized

| Department staff has reviewed the package information and the following comments:

1. Whenever Parcel Map are proposed. We normally require a Grading and Drainage
Study/Plan be provided. In this case, since no new development is being proposed a
Drainage Letter that takes into account the prevention of sedimentation of damage to off-site
properties and county road right-of-way(s) from storm run-off may be accepted in lieu of a
Grading Plan. However, should any future development occur on any of the properties, a
Drainage and Grading Study/Plan shall be required by this Department.

=

Each parcel created or affected by this project shall abut a maintained road and/or have legal
and physical access to a public road before the project documents are recorded.

An encroachment permit shall be secured from this Department for any and all new, altered or
unauthorized existing driveway(s) to access the properties through swrrounding roads (Per
Imperial County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 12.12 - Excavations on or Near a Public Road).

N

3. The parcel map shall be based upon a field survey.

4. Dunham Road is classified as Local County (Residential) - two (2) lanes, requiring sixty feet
(60) of right of way, being thirty (30) feet from existing centerline. It is required that sufficient
right of way be provided to meet this road classification. (As directed by Imperial County
Board of Supervisors per Minute Order #6 dated 11/22/1994 per the Imperial County
Circulation Element Plan of the General Plan).

An Equal Opportunity / Affirmative Action Employer
$:\Programs\PRIVATE PROJECTS ADMIN\2) PRIVATE PROJECTS\PM\PM 2483 - Brandt Family Trust (Desert Surveying & Engineers, Inc.) - Ref to ZC 19-

0002\PM 2483\PM 2483 (draft).doc



sufficient right of way be provided to meet this road classification. (As directed by
Imperial County Board of Supervisors per Minute Order #6 dated 11/22/1994 per
the Imperial County Circulation Element Plan of the General Plan).

Informative at time of development:

The following items are for informational purposes only. Applicant is responsible to
determine if the enclosed items affect the subject project.

e All solid and hazardous waste shall be disposed of in approved solid waste
disposal sites in accordance with existing County, State and Federal regulations
(Per Imperial County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 8.72).

e The project may require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit and Notice of Intent (NOI) from the Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) prior county approval of onsite grading plan (40 CFR
122.28).

o As this project proceeds through the planning and the approval process, additional
comments and/or requirements may apply as more information is received.

o A Transportation Permit may be required from road agency(s) having jurisdiction
over the haul route(s) for any hauls of heavy equipment and/or large vehicles
which impose greater than legal loads on riding surfaces, including bridges. (Per
Imperial County Code of Ordinances, Chapter 10.12 — Overweight Vehicles and
Loads).

T ? ] v 4
v 0 m{c?
Respectfully, d

John A. Gay, PE
Director of Public Works

cY
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ADMINISTRATION / TRAINING AMP ERIAy OPERATIONS/PREVENTION
1078 Dogwood Road "COUNTY 2514 La Brucherie Road
Heber, CA 92249 ) Imperial, CA 92251

Administration
Phone: (442) 265-6000
Fax: (760) 482-2427

Operations
Phone: (442) 265-3000
Fax: (760) 355-1482

Prevention
Phone: (442) 265-3020

Training
Phone: (442) 265-6011

April 23, 2020
To: County of Imperial Planning and Building Department
RE: Parcel Map #02484 for Susan K. Casey

Imperial County Fire Department would like to thank you for the chance to review and comment
on the above mentioned project.

Imperial County Fire Department has no comments at this time for Parcel Map #02484.

Imperial County Fire Department reserves the right to comment and request additional
requirements pertaining to this project regarding fire and life safety measures, California
Building and Fire Code, and National Fire Protection Association standards at a later time as we
see necessary.

If you have any questions, please contact the Imperial County Fire Prevention Bureau at 442-
265-3020 or 442-2¢5-3021.
s

Sincerely
Andrew Loper
Lieutenant/Fire Prevention Specialist
Imperial County Fire Department
Fire Prevention Bureau

RECEIVED

APR 23 2020

IMPERIAL COUNTY
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

\

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER



Jeanine Ramos

From: Quechan Historic Preservation <historicpreservation@quechantribe.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 23, 2020 9:00 AM

To: Jeanine Ramos

Subject: RE: Request for Comments PM02484

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

Good morning Jeanine,
Thank you for the follow up email. We do not want to make any comments on this project.

Jill

From: Jeanine Ramos [mailto:JeanineRamos@co.imperial.ca.us})

Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2020 3:02 PM

To: Carlos Ortiz; Sandra Mendivil; Jolene Dessert; Matt Dessert; Monica Soucier; Ryan Kelley; Adam Crook; Esperanza
Colio; Jeff Lamoure; Mario Salinas; Robert Malek; Andrew Loper; John Gay; Carlos Yee; scottsheppeard@icso.org;
tgarcia@icso.org; DVargas@IID.com; ggaste@brawley-ca.gov; jsilva@besd.org; superintendent@brawleyhigh.org;
doug.wylie@waterboards.ca.gov; pac@cpuc.ca.gov; hhaines@augustinetribe.com; rgoff@campo-nsn.gov; chairman@cit-
nsnh.gov; cocotcsec@cocopah.com; tashina.harper@crit-nsn.gov; wmicklin@leaningrock.net;
historicpreservation@quechantribe.com; frankbrown@viejas-nsn.gov; tribalsecretary@quechantribe.com;
jbirdsinger@aol.com; Ip13boots@aol.com; thomas.tortez@torresmartinez-nsn.gov; Joseph.mirelez@torresmartinez-
nsn.gov; katy.sanchez@nahc.ca.gov; byronfrontier@yahoo.com

Cc: Diana Robinson; Michael Abraham

Subject: FW: Request for Comments PM02484

Good afternoon,

This a reminder of the Request for Comments for Parcel Map #02484. So far we have only received a comment from
Environmental Health Services, and we just wanted to see if any other agency had any comments to give for this project.

Thank you, RECEIVED

Jeanine Ramos

Planner | PR 923 202"
Imperial County Planning & Development Services

801 Main Street IMPEHU'\L COUNTY

El Centro, CA 92243 PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

(442) 265-1736
(442) 265-1735 (Fax)

jeanineramos@co.imperial.ca.us

From: Carina Gomez <CarinaGomez@co.imperial.ca.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2020 2:47 PM

To: Jeanine Ramos <JeanineRamos@co.imperial.ca.us>
Subject: FW: Request for Comments PM02484



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

Sent: Friday, March 27, 2020 10:32 AM

To: Carlos Ortiz <CarlosOrtiz@co.imperial.ca.us>; Sandra Mendivil <SandraMendivil@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jolene Dessert
<JoleneDessert@co.imperial.ca.us>; Matt Dessert <MattDessert@co.imperial.ca.us>; Monica Soucier
<MonicaSoucier@co.imperial.ca.us>; Ryan Kelley <RvanKelley@co.imperial.ca.us>; Adam Crook
<AdamCrook@co.imperial.ca.us>; Esperanza Colio <EsperanzaColio@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jeff Lamoure

<Jefflamoure @co.imperial.ca.us>; Mario Salinas <MarioSalinas@co.imperial.ca.us>; Robert Malek
<RobertMalek@co.imperial.ca.us>; Andrew Loper <AndrewlLoper@co.imperial.ca.us>; John Gay
<JohnGay@co.imperial.ca.us>; Carlos Yee <CarlosYee@co.imperial.ca.us>; Scott Sheppeard <scottsheppeard @icso.org>;
Thomas Garica <tgarcia@icso.org>; Donald Vargas - IID <DVargas@IID.com>; Gordon Gaste - City of Brawley
<ggaste@brawley-ca.gov>; jsilva@besd.org; superintendent@brawleyhigh.org; doug.wylie@waterboards.ca.gov;
pac@cpuc.ca.gov; hhaines@augustinetribe.com; rgoff@campo-nsn.gov; chairman@cit-nsn.gov;
cocotcsec@cocopah.com; tashina.harper@crit-nsn.gov; wmicklin@leaningrock.net;
historicpreservation@quechantribe.com; frankbrown@viejas-nsn.gov; Quechan Indian Tribe

<tribalsecreta uechantribe.com>; libirdsinger@aal.com; Ip13boots@aol.com; thomas.tortez@torresmartinez-
nsn.gov; Joseph.mirelez@torresmartinez-nsn.goy; katy.sanchez@nahc.ca.gov; byronfrontier@yahoo.com

Cc: Rosa Soto <RosaSoto@co.imperial.ca.us>; Carina Gomez <CarinaGomez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Maria Scoville
<mariascoville@co.imperial.ca.us>; John Robb <JohnRobb@co.imperial.ca.us>; Kimberly Noriega
<KimberlyNoriega@co.imperial.ca.us>; Valerie Grijalva <ValerieGrijalva@co.imperial.ca.us>; Diana Robinson
<DianaRobinson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Michael Abraham <MichaelAbraham@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jim Minnick

<JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us>
Subject: Request for Comments PM02484

Good Morning,

Please see attached Request for Comments Packet for PM #02484. Comments are due by April
13, 2020 at 5:00 PM.

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

Should you have any questions regarding this project, please feel free to contact Planner Diana
Robinson at (442)265-1736 ext. 1751 or submit your comment letters to

icpdscommentletters@co.imperial.ca.us
Thank you,

Gabriela Robb

Office Assistant lll

Imperial County Planning & Development Services
801 Main Street

El Centro, CA 92243

(442) 265-1736 L

(442) 265-1735 (Fax)
gabrielarobb@co.imperial.ca.us

Q Virus-free. www.avast.com



CHAIRPERSON
Laura Miranda
Luiserio

VICE CHAIRPERSON
Reginald Pagaling
Chumash

SECRETARY
Merrl Lopez-Kelfer
Lulsefio

PARLIAMENTARIAN
Russell Atebery
Karuk

COMMISSIONER
Marshall McKay
Wintun

COMMISSIONER

William Mungary
Paiute/White Mountain
Apache

COMMISSIONER
[Vacant]

COMMISSIONER
Julle Tumamait-
Stensile
Chumash

COMMISSIONER
[Vacant]

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY
Christina Snider
Pomo

NAHC HEADQUARTERS
1550 Harbor Boulevard
Suite 100

West Sacramento,
California 95691

{916) 373-3710
nahc@nahc.ca.gov
NAHC.ca.gov

___Gayvin Newsom. Gavernor
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

April 20, 2020

RECEIVED

APR 20 2020

IMPERIAL COUNTY
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

Diana Robinson
County of Imperial

Via Email to: dianarobinson@co.imperial.ca.us
Re: Parcel Map #02484 Project, Imperlal County
Dear Ms. Robinson:

A record search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File (SLF)
was completed for the information you have submitted for the above referenced project. The
results were negative. However, the absence of specific site information in the SLF does not
Indicate the absence of cultural resources in any project area. Other sources of cultural
resources should also be contacted for information regarding known and recorded sites.

Attached is a list of Native American tribes who may also have knowledge of cultural resources
in the project area. This list should provide a starting place in locating areas of potential
adverse impact within the proposed project area. | suggest you contact all of those indicated;
if they cannot supply information, they might recommend others with specific knowledge. By
contacting all those listed, your organization will be beiter able fo respond to claims of failure to
consult with the appropriate tribe. If a response has not been received within ftwo weeks of
notification, the Commission requests that you follow-up with a telephone call or email to
ensure that the project information has been received.

If you receive nofification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify
me. With your assistance, we can assure that our lists contain curent information.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email

address: steven.quinn@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Steven Quinn
Cultural Resources Analyst

Attachment

Page 1 of 1



Native American Heritage Commission
Native American Contact List

Barona Group of the Capitan

Imperial County
4/20/2020

lipay Nation of Santa Ysabel

Grande Clint Linton, Director of Cultural
Edwin Romero, Chairperson Resources
1095 Barona Road Diegueno P.O. Box 507 Diegueno
Lakeside, CA, 92040 Santa Ysabel, CA, 92070
Phone: (619) 443 - 6612 Phone: (760) 803 - 5694
Fax: (619) 443-0681 cjlinton73@aol.com
cloyd@barona-nsn.gov
Inaja-Cosmit Band of Indians
Campo Band of Diegueno Rebecca Osuna, Chairperson
Mission Indians 2005 S. Escondido Bivd. Diegueno
Ralph Goff, Chairperson Escondido, CA, 92025
36190 Church Road, Suite 1 Diegueno Phone: (760) 737 - 7628
Campo, CA, 91906 Fax: (760) 747-8568
Phone: (619) 478 - 8046
Fax: (619) 478-5818
rgoff@campo-nsn.gov Jamul Indian Village
Erica Pinto, Chairperson
Cocopah Indian Reservation P.O. Box 612 Diegueno
Jill McCormick, Cultural Jamul, CA, 91935
Resources Manager Phone: (619) 669 - 4785
14515 S, Veterans Drive Cocopah Fax: (619) 669-4817
Sommerton, AZ, 85350 epinto@jiv-nsn.gov
Phone: (928) 722 - 7521
mecormickj@cocopah.com Kwaaymil Laguna Band of
Mission Indians
Ewilaapaayp Band of Kumeyaay Carmen Lucas,
indians P.O. Box 775 Kwaaymii
Robert Pinto, Chairperson Pine Valley, CA, 91962 Diegueno
4054 Willows Road Diegueno Phone: (619) 709 - 4207
Alpine, CA, 91801
Phone: (619) 445 - 6315
Fax: (619) 445-9126 La Posta Band of Diegueno
wmicklin@leaningrock.net Mission Indians
Javaughn Miller, Tribal
Ewliaapaayp Band of Kumeyaay Administrator
Indians 8 Crestwood Road Diegueno
Michael Garcia, Vice Chairperson Boulevard, CA, 91905
4054 Willows Road Diegueno Phone: (619) 478 - 2113
Alpine, CA, 91901 Fax: (619) 478-2125
Phone: (619) 445 - 6315 jmiller@LPtribe.net
Fax: (619) 445-9126
michaelg@leaningrock.net La Posta Band of Diegueno
Mission Indlans
lipay Nation of Santa Ysabel Gwendolyn Parada, Chairperson
Virgil Perez, CRairperson 8 Crestwood Road Diegueno
P.O. Box 130 Diegueno Boulevard, CA, 91905

Santa Ysabel, CA, 92070
Phone: (760) 765 - 0845
Fax: (760) 765-0320

Phone: (619) 478 - 2113
Fax: (619) 478-2125
LP13boots@aol.com

This list is current only as of the date of this document. Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibllity as defined in Section 7050.5 of
the Health and Safety Code, Sectlan 5087.94 of the Public Reeource Section 5087.88 of the Public Resources Code.

This fist is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources assessment for the proposed Parcel Map #02484 Project,
Imperial County.
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Native American Heritage Commission
Native American Contact List
Imperial County
4/20/2020

Manzanita Band of Kumeyaay

Nation

Angela Elliott Santos, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1302 Diegueno
Boulevard, CA, 91805

Phone: (619) 766 - 4930

Fax: (619) 766-4957

Mesa Grande Band of Diegueno

Mission Indlans

Michael Linton, Chairperson

P.O Box 270 Dlegueno
Santa Ysabel, CA, 92070

Phone: (760) 782 - 3818

Fax: (760) 782-9082
mesagrandeband@msn.com

Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma
Reservation

Jill McCormick, Historic

Preservation Officer

P.O. Box 1899 Quechan
Yuma, AZ, 85366

Phone: (760) 572 - 2423
historicpreservation@quechantrib

e.com

Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma
Reservation

Manfred Scott, Acting Chairman

Kw'ts'an Cultural Committee

P.O. Box 1899 Quechan
Yuma, AZ, 85366

Phone: (928) 750 - 2516
scottmanfred@yahoo.com

San Pasqual Band of Diegueno

Mission Indians

John Flores, Environmental

Coordinator

P. O. Box 365 Diegueno
Valley Center, CA, 92082

Phone: (760) 749 - 3200

Fax: (760) 749-3876
johnf@sanpasqualtribe.org

San Pasqual Band of Diegueno

Mission Indians

Allen Lawson, Chairperson

P.O. Box 365 Diegueno
Valley Center, CA, 92082

Phone: (760) 749 - 3200

Fax: (760) 749-3876
alleni@sanpasqualtribe.org

Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay

Nation

Cody Martinez, Chairperson

1 Kwaaypaay Court Kumeyaay
El Cajon, CA, 92019

Phone: (619) 445 - 2613

Fax: (619) 445-1927

ssilva@sycuan-nsn.gov

Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay

Nation

Kristie Orosco, Kumeyaay

Resource Specialist

1 Kwaaypaay Court Kumeyaay
El Cajon, CA, 92019

Phone: (619) 445 - 6917

Viejas Band of Kumeyaay

Indians

John Christman, Chairperson

1 Viejas Grade Road Diegueno
Alpine, CA, 91901

Phone: (619) 445 - 3810

Fax: (619) 445-5337

Viejas Band of Kumeyaay

Indians

Ernest Pingleton, Tribal Historic

Officer, Resource Management

1 Viejas Grade Road Diegueno
Alpine, CA, 91901

Phone: (619) 659 - 2314
epingleton@viejas-nsn.gov

Thia list is current only as of the date of this docurnent. Distribution of this llst does not relleve any person of statutory responsibillty as defined in Section 7050.5 of
the Health and Bafety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resource Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard 1o cultural resources assessment for the proposed Parcel Map #02484 Project,
imperial County.
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April 7, 2020

Mr. Jim Minnick

Planning & Development Services Director

801 Main St.

El Centro, CA 92243

SUBJECT: Parcel Map (PM) 02484—Taylor Preece for Susan K. Casey

Dear Mr. Minnick:

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (“Air District”) thanks you for the opportunity
to review the application for a Minor Subdivision regarding Parcel Map (PM) 02484 for Susan K.
Casey at 2040 Dunham Road in Brawley, California (also identified as Assessor Parcel Number
039-020-031-000). The applicant intends to subdivide the property into 2 (two) parcels to separate
existing houses from farmland. The current size of the property is 80 acres. The proposed parcel
size following the split would be 2.87 acres and 77.13 acres approximately.

Upon review, the Air District has no comment at this time.

The Air District’s rule book can be accessed via the internet at
http://www.co.impeﬂal.ca.us/AirPolluﬁon. Click on “Rules & Regulations” under “Resources” on
the left side of the page. Should you have questions, please call our office at (442) 265-1800.

Sincerely,

&:: S%M Mlgl

11!

CEIVED

3N = -

R 08 210
IMPERIAL COUNTY
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

ff

Pagelofl

PM 02484
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Gabriela Robb

From: Mario Salinas

Sent: Friday, March 27, 2020 11:03 AM
To: Gabriela Robb

Subject: RE: Request for Comments PM02484

Good morning Gabriela,

Pertaining to request for comments to PM# 02484, Division of Environmental Health does not have any comments at
this time.

Thank you,

Mario Salinas, MBA _ o D
Environmental Health Compliance Specialist | RE@E HW?; 4
Imperial County Public Health Department pon—

Division of Environmental Health an o W
797 Main Street Suite B, El Centro, CA 92243 Mf\l\ 2 ¢ ZD-L

mariosalinas@co.imperial.ca.us |MPEH|ALCOUNTY
s LB

www.icphd.org
: QUBL/e

£1 3 —

Heax®

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

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

Sent: Friday, March 27, 2020 10:32 AM

To: Carlos Ortiz <CarlosOrtiz@co.imperial.ca.us>; Sandra Mendivil <SandraMendivil@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jolene Dessert
<JoleneDessert@co.imperial.ca.us>; Matt Dessert <MattDessert@co.imperial.ca.us>; Monica Soucier
<MonicaSoucier@co.imperial.ca.us>; Ryan Kelley <RyanKelley@co.imperial.ca.us>; Adam Crook
<AdamCrook@co.imperial.ca.us>; Esperanza Colio <EsperanzaColio@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jeff Lamoure
<JeffLamoure@co.imperial.ca.us>; Mario Salinas <MarioSalinas@co.imperial.ca.us>; Robert Malek
<RobertMalek@co.imperial.ca.us>; Andrew Loper <AndrewlLoper@co.imperial.ca.us>; John Gay
<JohnGay@co.imperial.ca.us>; Carlos Yee <CarlosYee@co.imperial.ca.us>; Scott Sheppeard <scottsheppeard@icso.org>;
Thomas Garica <tgarcia@icso.org>; Donald Vargas - IID <DVargas@IID.com>; Gordon Gaste - City of Brawley
<ggaste@brawley-ca.gov>; jsilva@besd.org; superintendent@brawleyhigh.org; doug.wylie@waterboards.ca.gov;
pac@cpuc.ca.gov; hhaines@augustinetribe.com; rgoff@campo-nsn.gov; chairman@cit-nsn.gov;
cocotcsec@cocopah.com; tashina.harper@crit-nsn.gov; wmicklin@leaningrock.net;
historicpreservation@quechantribe.com; frankbrown@viejas-nsn.gov; Quechan Indian Tribe
<tribalsecretary@quechantribe.com>; ljbirdsinger@aol.com; Ip13boots@aol.com; thomas.tortez@torresmartinez-
nsn.gov; Joseph.mirelez@torresmartinez-nsn.gov; katy.sanchez@nahc.ca.gov; byronfrontier@yahoo.com

1



Cc: Rosa Soto <RosaSoto@co.imperial.ca.us>; Carina Gomez <CarinaGomez@co.imperial.ca.us>; Maria Scoville
<mariascoville@co.imperial.ca.us>; John Robb <JohnRobb@co.imperial.ca.us>; Kimberly Noriega
<KimberlyNoriega@co.imperial.ca.us>; Valerie Grijalva <ValerieGrijalva@co.imperial.ca.us>; Diana Robinson
<DianaRobinson@co.imperial.ca.us>; Michael Abraham <MichaelAbraham@co.imperial.ca.us>; Jim Minnick
<limMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us>

Subject: Request for Comments PM02484

Good Morning,

Please see attached Request for Comments Packet for PM #02484. Comments arc duc by April
13, 2020 at 5:00 PM.

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

Should you have any questions regarding this project, please feel free to contact Planner Diana
Robinson at (442)265-1736 ext. 1751 or submit your comment letters to
icpdscommentletters@co.imperial.ca.us

Thank you,

Gabriela Robb *

Office Assistant il

Imperial County Planning & Development Services
801 Main Street

El Centro, CA 92243

(442) 265-1736

(442) 265-1735 (Fax)

gabrielarobb@co.imperial.ca.us



IX. MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP)

(ATTACH DOCUMENTS, IF ANY, HERE)

S:\AllUsers\APN\03910201031\PM0248AEEC\PM02484 Initial Study Accept Changes.docx

e —
imperial County Planning & Development Services Department Initial Study, Environmental Checklist Form & Negative Declaration for Susan K. Casey, Parcel Map 02484 - IS #20-0006
Page 31 of 31



Parcel Map #2484 / Initial Study #20-0006
Application Package



MINOR SUBDI WSION |.C. PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPT
801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243 (760) 482-4236

- APPLICANT MUST COMPLETE ALL NUMBERED (black) SPACES — Pleass type or print -

. PROPERTY OWNER'S NAME EMAIL ADDRESS
Susan K. Casey suekcasey@aol.com
2. MAILING ADDRESS ZIP CODE PHONE NUMBER
2040 Dunham Road Brawley, CA 92227 760-455-0333
3. ENGINEER'S NAME CAL. LICENSE NO. EMAIL ADDRESS
Precision Engineering & Surveying, Inc. PLS 9436 taylor@presurvinc.com
4. MAILING ADDRESS ZIP CODE PHONE NUMBER
P.O. Box 2216 El Centro, CA 92244 760-353-2684
5. PROPERTY (site) ADDRESS LOCATION
2040 Dunham Road Brawley, CA Malva Lateral 2 delivery 3A
|'6. ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO. SIZE OF PROPERTY (In acres or square foot)
039-020-031 80.00 Acres

7. LEGAL DESCRIPTION (attach separate sheet if nacessary)
Lots 22 & 23 in Section 6 T.13S.,R.16E.,S.B.M.

e ——————— e e

9. Proposed DIVISION of the above specified land is as follows:

"PARCEL | SIZE in acres EXISTING USE PROPOSED USE ZONE
or sq. fest
1orA 2.87 AC Residential Residential A-2-R
2or8 7713 AC Agriculture Agriculture A2R
3orC
4orD

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

P —— e

10. DESCRIBE PROPOSED SEWER SYSTEM(s) None

11. DESCRIBE PROPOSED WATER SYSTEM None

12. DESCRIBE PROPOSED ACCESS TO SUBDIVIDED LOTS Dunham Road
e ——————————————————————————————————— —————

13. IS THIS PARCEL PLANNED TO BE ANNEXED? iF YES, TO WHAT CITY or DISTRICT?

OYes M No

| HEREBY APPLY FOR PERMISSION TO DIVIDE THE ABOVE SPECIFIED REQUIRED SUPPORT DOCUMENTS

PROPERTY THAT | [0 OWN [] CONTROL, AS PER ATTACHED -

INFORMATION. AND PER THE MAP ACT AND PER THE SUBDIVISION

ORDINANCE. A. TENTATIVE MAP

I, CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE INFORMATION, TO THE BEST OF MY

K NOWLEDGE . 1S TRUE AND CORRECT. B. PRELIMINARY TITLE REPORT (6 manths or newer)
Susan K. Casey March 4, 2020 & KEE

Print Name (ownar}) < &/ Date D. OTHER

Signalure (owner) [ ; !
Taylor Preece, PLS March 4, 2020 Special Note:

An notarized owners affidavit Is required If
Print n Date application Is signed by Ageat.
Agen
APPLICATION RECEIVED BY: S — DATE 2/10/20  REVEW/APPROVAL BY
v OTHER DEPT'S required,
APPLICATION DEEMED COMPLETE BY: DATE O e.w. PM#
. O E.H.S,

APPLICATION REJECTED BY: DATE O AP.cCD.

TENTATIVE HEARING BY: DATE O o.ES.

FINAL ACTION: O APPROVED O DENIED DATE g




onsSy rem3smyy Gl £OP |

B00Z 9ZYIANILAIS
AUVA AL

> = me wamn,
e Yo 2 -
foite

LACAYY 13NV PRk WD XTTW VA 3151
00£2 40 S£01 TBNW

S¥3UYQILYHOJHOINI ANY
VINYOAITYD
'AINNOD TVIMAdINL
YW 31vd 3INVINSKI 00073

Wuid

|, 25404 TINV

o e
tamt s
e Lo s s ) Yo 1633
et
oy — oman
e e P Py Pt v s €81 Lo
101 gvel s
PANRRERRRRIASL: Sl e S
g Qeocesees @

B v e s e s R4 Y

s oy T A vt

oy G B SO0 (R

i
P (s |

- «pem
S QOTUAIUO

]

v [yt £
I DT 4 SYDY GOTH
panens

Rnas wmp e T um) b Gl e A N 3D AR

i Gy W . N el By e i mi B ) ]
CnaarDo et p g s s

v 5 Ao ¢ R AR Kl frent Bl R T G Y (YT

oy et 8 mumo e
2 v s e s T/ S L I A) GO0

8851 st Ty At 5 20w DA e £ LA B i 5 9 Iy
e

Lorwas oy A Tl 10 i ) WY [ € Mt o v P

R

e ———

anN3oaT

NPl ==

0wy it 0 Griam vR3 1 PLA (2052
FECLIG 11 Y VI D e il U WA QU 002
T ®a' G AT MEid 1 e o AR Suerh sy ool

- e e e G - -y ..ﬂl.z.! "
A

SRS Tl

U TR ] 2 OGERT B Jum) SRASY dan YI3) M DEST)

paxsa s fwnaum

s W G peed S e e R -
- S e LT W R 4
gt el ) W o 0 LY et S b S B F P

g et s

(P} O 4TS mamrem JEDLY 13 W 1O T ACHOQLI DUE HiTRld
o0 i Vsl B 1 TSGR MV WLOAT ARY WA & WD 0

(P ) Lo LR DAV VORATID UAPAR RAAID P QL
a2 ary Buskc ioers.
Aoang e ka7 151
meoe ST
sy omapeaen ATy
SoNM VYON

i 1m0 10 2070 ng P Bl
ain

frcion N 1 el ewt OO BocbY ) 1LY S EaSED)
ra G A At WL 70 wROMKE] Tt D 15 LOURARG DA
am 151D ‘TR QYN I UISR MSCTVOU suL 11 Wi (nin) o
SEATM LN 6 v S P uaredact 0 1 poun voard ALl
el

<0 3 1arprm prues pecy L WAL £y Yadu ApmS EeIT Poad
v o o

a2

e Pont N 41 PRt e D Mmp00p rLied s Pt IR
devoany woug

135N OL S3LON




3]

TTSWORTHROAL ™ o
2 1 4 3 2 4
A2 A2R GS
a k] [ ) 7 L] 3 ] 7 L] L) 8 7 ]
WILLIAMS RO
L] 12 1" 10 1] 172 10 9 12 " n ]
R
1) (5] " 15 "0 13 AL \ 1% ® 172 14 15 [
il PICKETT ROAD '\ s
12 20 19 18 " 20 th il 17 20 19 1 17
A2R
;-_ﬂ]\: »
24 21 il a3 24 2 z 28 4 at » 23 k)
DUHIHAM
E
26 = 2?7 n % m» 27 28 25 m » 26 2%
4 WELLINGTON HOAD
GS
AZ2R
@ A2 RUTHERFORD ROAD
7 i
J— as
' A2R
™8 GS
TR
2
3
S
g ___;5;_ P : He
@ e E AZR :
' i si
w H
A2R 5 W
2 DICKERMAN ROAD |
2 : S i §2
i
:eial A2
=E
Az %4 A2R
N\"l—
! ¢ JoNEsroAD

NOTE: Efforts have bsen made to insure zoning accuracy; however, this map may be revised at any time. Therefore this map is generally accurate, for zoning information

onlyl Naither the Caunly of Imperial nor the Pianrdngfﬂmfd‘mngepsnmsnl are responsible for eronsous information or improper use of this mep.
Director

Adopied by M, O. # 15 (c) on May 26, 1998 effective July 1

>

&
1

MUNYON EAST AREA

Title 9 Division 26 Section 82638.00

Imperial County Planning/Buikding Depariment

Revislon Dales:




POR. SEG.5,6, Ti3S,

R.I6E.

Tox Area Code

39-02

73-000
. 79-000
AREMAINDER OF SEC. 58 &
o
Ble @\ S S
efee o e A
31
I
I
[
I 3
(2] @) ¢ 1O} :
36.86Ac ’ ..3* 120A¢c. \\ £
3 \
| | _ ‘K
n oaes) 140} i @0 @3) MALVA 2 DRAIN (0) & _ &
. — : ~ 7S
%.E&rg ROAD ) 2.
36.594¢ 4ohe
ROS
Bk ; 3 odss o ) L @ &) MALVA | DRAIN iy 2
Pg 08
WELLINGTON ROAD MALVA LAT |
s : @3
vw.@uﬂu _%n
29 @® 1)
(£ {204e. 60ac
a._a L ) ) g MULBERRY DRAIN .
Jrﬁimmm.%u WEU\ ECPmmXE_.N _..>.—.
H “ 61 @| B
- 404c. 20ac. 200c.
13855)
@ 38
&04c
7
@ ,
9-13-96 AW Assessers Map mw.mm Fg.02
7-2-87 R County of Imperigl, Calif.
5-13-85 LS
8-22-84 AM , . : )
NOTE — Assessers Block Numbers Shown in Ellipses. O 1 01997
CODAMAP, u product of BIT INCORPORATED A S Parcel N, s Shown 1 Circies. . ,Ezb 0
A The map/plat is baing famished &3 an 83 in locafing the herein described Land :

in refaban to adicining sireols. matural boundadies and olher fand, and Is net e
survey of tha larnd desicled. Exces! o ™e extenl a policy of ttte insurence Is

'y medified by
[ of

of ethar shown meron.

W, i pay. s Sompany does a3t insure dimensions,




0202 ‘82 TIddY :aeq|

VD ‘ATIMYYE QYO WYHNNA 00T :NOLLYOOT|

S9T-6T "ON BOT ASYD NVYSNS ~LN3IIMY|

T TV 3iva
¢ S S LR am._uw:u_ GYUaNMYED v802-69€ (092)  ¥¥2Z6 VD ‘0onuaD (I
H :auoydajal 9lez x0g "O'd 2
"ON d¥IN 130dvd SALLYINIL 9Cv6 'ON 'S'7'd 303344 T HOIAVL
133HS Uy ASAING  SULBIULSITH UCISRadd

999z-es¢ (092)

E£¥2Z6 VO ‘oyusD 13
N4 BNUDAY 10K "3 661

‘GO0Td 3ONVHO NNV %20

40 SY3IHV X. INOZ Q0014 Ni d3ivo0T
SI 3US SIHL ‘800 '9Z ¥IAWILJIS
03L¥0 26201062030 13NVD ‘dvi
JONVHENSNI Q004 "V'W3'd OL ONIQYOOIVY

1£0—020—6€0 "HITANNN
1304Vd 4OSSISSY

AISYD ‘M NVSNS

052=,1 ‘FIvOS
082 0 052

INOZ QOO0

d—Z2—V ‘ONINOZ ONILSIX3

C ‘ST30Mvd 40 HIGWNN TVIOL
JUNLINOINOY

:3sN GNY1 03S0d0Yd
FANLINONHIY

‘35N GNVT ONLSIX3

00°08 ‘3OVIYOV ONLSIX3 TVLOL

ANVINY4 O 5S300V

~a M Yw

‘HINMO

LOVL — -
M avod

‘e F

I

i

aei

T
-

" TYNYD TVa3LVT ¢ ON VATYA %
40 3nn aango N\ _ _|

m.ocdwmﬂ isv3 ¥,00°02€1 1SV3

‘SILION TVHINTO

SYYINOUVd TINd
d04 ININNOOT QIVS 0L 30VA AB3¥3H SI JON3¥3I3Y
SQH003Y WIOII0 JO STSL00—040C “'ON ONIGNOO3

010Z '2Z HOMYW TUVA ONIGHOOIY

TVRiIdN!

40 AINNOD 3HLI ONV A3SYD A NVSNS A8 03UN233
0I0Z "SI AMVNNVF :02UVQ

T3

IUYM ATINVS FTONIS TVUN3CISIY v 404 6100604
diNY3d 35N TYNOLIONOD 04 ININIATHIV ‘0T ULUNT ﬂm

ANINNOOO NIVIY3O LVHL NI G3NIVINOD SYILIYA

WNYD TILYT Z

"ON SATVA 40 3NIT ¥3IN3D FHL 40 HINON

1334 OVL GNY HLUM TITIVEVd SI HOIHM

INM'Y 40 HINOS ONIAT ONYT FHL ‘S1034HY

'SQH003Y VIOI4H0 £8% "9d 0L9 e

Y8 NI ‘0300034 SINMT 4IMOd O ONY ]
"INOHJIT3L 'STYNVO 3OYNIVAO N0J LOMISIO @

NOLLVORMMI WIMIdN! OL TIINVHS ININISVI

4,00°02€1 HLIYON

VINYOAIIVO 40 FIVIS “WININ
40 AINNOD 'WE'8'S “391°d “SEi'L
‘9 NOUOIS ‘ZZ NV 1Z SIOT ‘SI0344V
W0 056 9d 98% 8

NI :QIAHOOIH "SIANIT MIMOd HO4 1OINISIA 4
NOUVOIMY WM OL AIINVND ININISYI

g JINa3HoS

ANVEANOO F1iL OOVOIHO
AH GOSL16101IL "ON
180d3y JUL ASYNINITEED Q
40 .8, JINA3HOS Ni W3l
‘8061 ‘v MIGWIAON G3UvA 'WE'S 391y y
"SELU 1VId 019 ¥3d (305003 Viva
SIIYVANNOE 1304Vd (0350d0¥d — ——
ANINISYI 40 SINIIXI — — — —
3NIT FON3d ONILSIXT —X—X—
(d38/40530 SY 3INNYIINID — — —
3NIT ALd3d08d ONILSIXT = = = —

aN3937

t=——HILIG aV3H ONLSIX3

NvEG 2 VATV —"

,00°0¥ Fu @

FOV £L8C _U

L 71304vd
a350d0d

A ey

Z 133HS NO
ANINIOYVINIG 338

,£2'286 HIHON
N
>
i

FOV £1°4L

¢ 1308vd

- d3sododd
/

J13i4 JANLINOIOY ONLLSIXT

¥,0000Z€t 1SY3 H,00°02E1 1SV3

e sy

JOIYIHL IV1d TWIOHH0 FHL OL ONIGHOODV VINMOIVD JO VIS “WRIIIM 40 AINNOD
3HL 40 YIHV (ILYHOSHOINING NV NI “W'8'S ISV 91 JONVY 'HINOS £1 dIHSNMOL ‘9 NOUDIS NI £Z OGNV 2Z 5107

IWVIHAdNI 40 ALNNOO FHL NI
~ 'ON dYW 1304Yd JNILVINTL

NIVEO 2 VATYIN—

—— —— " — i —— i —— " — " — . i

NIV¥a £ YATYW
Ol X08 Niv¥a

¥,00°02E1 HIMON

&

val

=




S3IYANNOE T308Vd 03S0d0¥d =—— ——

2P 9isL 1SV3

———

F——  NW&O0 2 YATYN  ——

B82°65C M,S1,1E.68N

0202 '8Z TRIdY @190]  vD ‘A31MVYE YO WYHNNQ 070Z :NOUVIOY| ggezcar (09z)  £vz26 WD ‘0usd |3
591-61 'ON 8Or AISYD NYSNS :LNIMD ed  ONUIAY IISH T 66L :3iva
[AET d"L7AB G3HOFHO| OV AGNMVEA | ozcoe (092)  bY2z6 YO ‘onusD 13
N :auoydeja) 9122 xog “O'd =
"ON dVIN 130¥Vd JALLYINIL e
= Py m 98F6 'ON S1'd F03Fdd I MOTAVL
A5
2
09=,1 TIvDS
5 K} 05
e e g 107 L 10T 3dIM AND

JEBRZE ISVE  —e

) s ~£1 - _ageemion —e
ﬁ_ “—M nﬁ F—— NIVYQ 2 YATYW ——

SY'LZL 3.9%, Nn..wm_z

Olid3IS ONLSIXT

IIIIIIII *I|I1II|1lI
. —_— B
@ 3L L8, m,Snuxoml\l G o

L2GE ASv3

Sv'ey |M.BY,BEOON
B5°Ch [M,B¥,BE.00N|
HIONI1| SONidv3IE

SRl

T I.TJ’
; ANIT 1308V 0ISO0Nd

99°%1

378vL 3NN T

S3SNOH ONILSIX3

ALTIOVA INIANIVINOD
1304 ONNOYS 3A08Y

TI3M 3LVM §0d
MNVL NYZLSIO

ANYGWOO F1LIL O9VOIHD
A8 GOSLIBI0LL "ON
14038 UL ANVNINAFHS
40 .8, 3MNA3HIOS NI W3l

370d AN

o]
\

v ;

NeT)

LN

£,£0

IN3N3SYI 40 SINAUIXF — — — —
INIT FONT4 ONUSIXT — X —X—
3N ALH3dOUd INIUSIXT === = —

31389N00 ONUSIXT [ ]

3.8

aN3937

,L£°962
Yo i e Y X K

70.10"

,<|

Yo X, e L e X N W Txl%

4733 HOVa1 LU__zﬁuth..uuH

[&]
=

P X e e o X- O X

[}

LZON— 0

ONISIX3

dOHS R

.18¥62 3,+0,

a4 HOV3l

M

76.38"

-

Yo X, e, e e

,22°192 A.¥E,LL.68N

L0G°€6L 3.p€.L1.68N

\/IO.:D av3H ONISIX3

XO0A Nivda 9NLSHAa —y (C _

AININIOHY INS

;wm1|ﬁ ||||||||||||

HIBON




