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0 Final Document 
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CEQA: 0NOP 
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ODraftEIR 
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0FONSI 

-------
Local Action Type 

0 General Plan Update 
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0 Specific Plan 
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0 Planned Untt Development 
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Project Issues Discussed in Document 

OAesthetiC'VISual 0Fiood Plain/Flooding 
0Agricuttural Land 0Forest Land/Fire Hazard 
OAirQuarl!y OGeologicaVSeismic 

0 Schoolsll.Jniversities 
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0Rezone 
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OWasteTre~nt Type_ _______________ _ 
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OOther. ___ ________________ ___ 

0Water Quality 

0ArcheologicaVHistorical 0Minerals 
0 Coastal Zone 0 Noise 

0 Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading 
OSolidWaste 

0Water Supply/Groundwater 
0Wet!and/Riparian 
OWildlife 
0Growth Inducing 
0Landuse 0 Drainage/Absorption 0 Population/Housing Balance 

0 Economic/Jobs 0 Pub6c Services/Facilities 
OToxidHazardous 
0 T raffidCirt:Uiation 0Cumulative Effects 

0 FIScal 0 Recreation/Parks 0Vegetation 00ther. _____________ ___ 

----- ---- ---- ----
Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Use 
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Project Description 

SEE ATTACHED. 

NOTE: Clearinghouse will assign identification numbers for all new projects. If a SCH number already exists for a project (e.g. from a Notice of 
Preparation or previous draft document) please fill it in. 
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 INITIAL STUDY 
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1.  Project Title:  Campo Verde Solar Project  Date: November 10, 2011 
 

2.  Lead Agency:  Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department (ICPDS) 
 
3.  Contact Person:  Dave Black, Planner IV 
 
4.  Address:  801 Main Street 
  EI Centro, CA 92243 
 
5.  Phone Number:  (760) 482-4320   Fax Number: (760) 353-8338 
 
6.  Project Location:  The project site is located in Imperial County approximately 7 miles southwest of 

the community of El Centro, California generally south of I-8, west of Drew Road, 
and north and east of the Westside Main Canal.  

 
7.  Project Sponsor:  Campo Verde Solar, LLC 
 
8.  Sponsor Address:  353 Sacramento St. - # 2100 
  San Francisco, CA 94111 
 
9.  General Plan Designation: Agriculture 
 
10.  Zoning: A-2 (General Agriculture), A-2-R (General Agricultural Rural Zone), A-3 (Heavy Agriculture) 
 
11.  Description of project: See attached project summary. 
 
12.  Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: See attached project summary. 
 
13.  Other Agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation 

agreement): Bureau of Land Management 
 

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. 
 

 Aesthetics   Agriculture and Forestry Resources     Air Quality 
 Biological Resources     Cultural Resources     Geology &  Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions   Hazards & Hazardous Materials     Hydrology & Water Quality 
 Land Use & Planning     Mineral Resources     Noise 
 Population & Housing   Public Services     Recreation 
 Transportation I Traffic     Utilities and Service and Systems   Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 

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

 
2)  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 in the form of mitigation measures which are described on an 
attached sheet have been added to the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be 
prepared.   

 
3)  Found that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.   
 
4)  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 
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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.  

 
5)  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.   
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PROJECT SUMMARY 
 
LOCATION: 
The proposed project site is located in Imperial County approximately 7 miles southwest of the community 
of El Centro, California (Figure 1). The project site is located generally south of I-8, west of Drew Road, 
and north and east of the Westside Main Canal. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
  

 

Figure 1 – Site Location Map 
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The solar facility site includes 27 parcels under private ownership by five separate owners (Figure 2). The 
project also includes a segment of transmission line that would extend south through land under the 
jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and connect with the Imperial Valley Substation.  
  

 

Figure 2 – Project Site Parcels 
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The proposed transmission line corridor would extend south from the project site through BLM land within 
BLM-designated Utility Corridor "N", connecting to the north side of the Imperial Valley Substation (Figure 
3). The portion of the transmission line located through BLM land will undergo separate environmental 
review to fulfill the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  The NEPA analysis 
will be prepared by the BLM. 
 
  

 
 

 
 
 

Figure 3 - Gen-tie Line Route Options 
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THE PROJECT: 
 
The proposed Campo Verde Solar project is located on approximately 1,990 acres of agricultural land.  
The project includes photovoltaic (PV) panels (either single-axis trackers or fixed-tilt supports) that would 
convert sunlight into direct current (DC) electricity. The PV modules would be grouped in blocks along 
with Power Conversion Station (PCS) with inverters, three-phase pad mounted transformers and circuit 
breakers to form 1 to 1.5 -megawatt alternating current (AC) blocks. The project also includes an on-site 
substation and a transmission line (Gen-tie Line) interconnection to the Imperial Valley Substation. The 
portion of the project on BLM land will undergo separate environmental review to fulfill the requirements 
of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  The NEPA analysis will be prepared by the BLM. 
 
The project will also include one or more small meteorological monitoring stations per block to track solar 
insulation, temperature, wind direction, and speed. The site will be fenced with a chain-link security fence 
approximately 8 feet high. Site security will be provided with a small guard station provided at gated 
access points. Security cameras may be deployed throughout the site and monitored at the guard station 
and remotely by a security service at night. Lights, triggered by motion sensors and powered by station 
power with backup battery power, will also be installed at each entry gate and at each PCS. 
 
A site control center (SCC) will provide control, monitoring, alarm, and data storage functions for plant 
systems as well as communication with the solar field Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) 
system. The project’s lighting system will provide operation and maintenance personnel with illumination 
for both normal and emergency conditions near the main entrance and the project substation. 
Underground metal structures will have cathodic protection as necessary based on soil conditions. 
 
If the project were ever to be decommissioned, the panels, support structures, and electrical equipment 
would be removed and the site would be returned to agriculture. 
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EVALUATlON OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 
 
1)  A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately 

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

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

cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational 
impacts. 

 
3)  Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist 

answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with 
mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial 
evidence that an effect is significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries 
when the determination is made, an EIR is required. 

 
4)  "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the 

incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a 
"Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly 
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level. 

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

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

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

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

potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to previously-prepared or 
outside documents 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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OFFICIAL CHECKLIST: 
 

AESTHETICS 
Would the project: 

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a)   Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     

b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, 
but limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic highway? 

    

c)   Substantially degrade the existing visual character 
or quality of the site and its surroundings? 

    

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

    

 

a) The project site is located in an unincorporated portion of Imperial County characterized by flat, 
agricultural land.  No scenic vistas or areas with high visual quality would be disrupted. Impacts are 
anticipated to be less than significant. 

b) The project site consists of agricultural parcels of land that have been cultivated and disturbed.  As a 
result, development of the project site is not anticipated to substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings. Moreover, the project site is 
not located adjacent to a scenic highway.  The initial segment for future Scenic Highway Designation 
status of SR 98 lies between the San Diego County line and its junction with State Route 98 which is 
over 16 miles southwest of the western boundary of the project site. Therefore, no impact is 
anticipated and impacts to resources within a state scenic highway will not be discussed in the EIR. 

c) The proposed project is the construction of a solar facility, which would include low-lying solar panels, 
three-phase transformers and circuit breakers.  The highest point on the fixed tilt supports (the 
uppermost solar panel) is up to approximately 7 feet above the ground surface. The highest point on 
the single axis-trackers would be approximately 9 to 11 feet occurring during the morning and 
evening hours when the panels are tilted to face the rising or setting sun. This is based on a 4-panel 
high mounting system. Using the fixed-tilt mounting system, panels will be mounted at an angle of 
approximately 25 degrees. The degree of tilt will change over the course of each day for the single-
axis trackers. The PV units will be mounted on driven pile foundations to support the panel mounting 
system. The Power Conversion System (PCS) electrical equipment (inverters and transformers) will 
be located in a pre-fabricated protective enclosure about 10 to 12 feet high. In addition, an operation 
and maintenance (O&M) building would be developed on site and would have a maximum height of 
approximately 18 feet. The project will change the look and character of the site. Changes in the 
views of the site from Key Observation Points will be analyzed. Therefore, a potentially significant 
impact is identified for this issue area.  Impacts to visual character and quality of the site will be 
addressed in the EIR. 

d) The project’s lighting system will provide operation and maintenance personnel with illumination for 
both normal and emergency conditions near the main entrance and the project substation. Lighting 
will be designed to provide the minimum illumination needed to achieve safety and security objectives 
and will be directed downward and shielded to focus illumination on the desired areas only.   Lights, 
triggered by motion sensors and powered by station power with backup battery power, will also be 
installed at each entry gate and at each PCS.  There will be no lighting in the solar field. Therefore, 
light trespass on surrounding properties will be minimal. If lighting at individual solar panels or other 
equipment is needed for night maintenance, portable lighting will be used. The solar panels are 
generally non-reflective. Therefore, a less than significant impact is identified for light and glare 
impacts.  This will be acknowledged in the EIR. 
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II.  AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES -- In 

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

Would the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural 
use? 

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act contract? 

    

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 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by Government 
Code section 511 04(g))? 

    

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

    

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 to non-forest use?  

    

 
a) Based on the farmland maps prepared by the California Department of Conservation (2006), the project 

site contains Prime Farmland and Farmland of Statewide importance. Therefore, a potentially 
significant impact would result from the conversion of Farmland of Statewide Importance to non-
agricultural use, as proposed on the project site. A Land Evaluation Site Assessment (LESA) will be 
prepared for the proposed project and conversion of farmland will be addressed in the EIR. This issue 
is considered potentially significant. 

 
b) The land encompassed by the project parcels is currently zoned A-2 (General Agriculture), A-2-R 

(General Agricultural Rural Zone) and A-3 (Heavy Agriculture) and designated by the General Plan as 
"Agriculture." Solar energy facilities are allowed uses within these zones subject to a Conditional Use 
Permit.   The Applicant is not proposing a change in the Land Use Designation or zoning of the project 
parcels. Furthermore, the A-2 and A-3 zones allow for the development of solar energy farms and the 
Board of Supervisors has determined that solar projects are consistent with agriculture related zones. 
The Board of Supervisors has taken public comments on solar projects and approved previous solar 
farms as a temporary use on a case-by-case basis. Thus, the project does not conflict with existing 
zoning for agriculture. The original configuration of the project site contained four parcels encompassing 
approximately 276 acres which are subject to the Williamson Act. After discussions with the County and 
other stakeholders, these parcels have been removed from the project. Therefore, contract conversion 
of land under Williamson Act Contract is not an issue and will not need to be discussed in the EIR. 
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c) Based on the Imperial County General Plan, Conservation and Open Space Element, mixed chaparral, 
pinyon-juniper habitats, and the montane hardwood-conifer forest are located in restricted areas of the 
County.  Mixed chaparral and pinyon-juniper habitats are located in the extreme southwestern corner of 
Imperial County; montane hardwood-conifer forest is in the extreme northwestern corner of Imperial 
County. Thus, there are no existing forest lands, timberlands, or timberland zoned Timberland 
Production either on-site or in the immediate vicinity that would conflict with existing zoning or cause 
rezoning. Therefore, no impact is identified for this issue area.  

 
d) There are no existing forest lands either on-site or in the immediate vicinity of the project site. The 

proposed project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use. Therefore, no impact is identified for this issue area. 

 
e) The proposed project would introduce a solar facility into an area used for agriculture and would 

temporarily convert this farmland to non-agricultural uses.  This action would not result in conversion of 
adjacent farmland to non-agricultural uses. This is a potentially significant impact that will be discussed 
in the EIR. 

 

III. AIR QUALITY Where available, the significance criteria 

established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution 
control district may be relied upon to the following determinations. 

 

Would the project:  

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

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

    

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation? 

    

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of 
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is 
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard (including releasing 
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)? 

    

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations?  

    

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

    

 
a) The project site is located within the Salton Sea Air Basin (SSAB) and is subject to the Imperial County 

Air Pollution Control District (ICAPCD) Rules and Regulations. Construction of the proposed project 
would potentially create temporary emissions of dust, fumes, equipment exhaust, and other air 
contaminants that may conflict with the ICAPCD Rules and Regulations. Thus, a potentially significant 
impact is identified for this issue area. 

 
b,c) Currently, the SSAB is either in attainment or unclassified for all federal and state air pollutant 

standards with the exception of O3 (8-hour) and total suspended particulate matter less than 10 
microns in diameter (PM10). Air pollutants transported into the SSAB from the adjacent South Coast Air 
Basin (Los Angeles, San Bernardino County, Orange County, and Riverside County) and from 
Mexicali (Mexico) substantially contribute to the non-attainment conditions in the SSAB. Thus, a 
potentially significant impact is identified for this issue area. The proposed construction phase of the 
project may result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of one or more criteria pollutants as a 
result of point, and non-point source emissions, for which the project region is in nonattainment under 
applicable federal and state ambient air quality standards. Thus, a potentially significant impact is 
identified for this issue area. No sensitive receptors immediately surrounding the project site have 
been identified. No stationary source emissions are proposed from the project; however, temporary 
construction air quality emissions have the potential to result in a significant impact. 
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To address the above-identified issues, an analysis of air quality impacts is being prepared for the 
proposed project and these potential air quality impacts will be addressed in the EIR. 

 
d) The project site and surrounding areas are currently agricultural land with the northernmost portion 

adjacent to Interstate 8. No sensitive receptors (housing, schools, churches) exist on the project site 
but one school and a few residences do occur within the immediate vicinity. These are not expected to 
be impacted by substantial pollutant concentrations from the construction activities. Impacts are 
anticipated to be less than significant, but will be acknowledged and/or analyzed in the EIR. 
 

e) The proposed project is the installation of a solar facility. The project, by its nature, is not anticipated to 
generate objectionable odors. No impact is identified for this issue area. 
 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES  
 
Would the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

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

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? 

    

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any 
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with 
established native resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 

    

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
Protecting biological resource, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

    

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

    

 
a) Nearly all the project lands are disturbed agricultural lands with very little native vegetation / habitats. 

Biological surveys of these lands have been conducted with the focus of documenting the habitat, 
potential jurisdictional state / federal waters, and wetlands, and documenting suitable threatened, 
endangered, and sensitive wildlife species habitats. The CNDDB RareFind also indicated that two 
sensitive species are known to be in the general project vicinity: western burrowing owl (Athene 
cunicularia) and flat-tailed horned lizard (Phrynosoma mcallii). The potential range for the desert 
tortoise (Gopherus agassizii) is outside of, but close to, the project area. 
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The flat-tailed horned lizard is a Bureau of Land Management (BLM) sensitive species. According to the 
Flat-tailed Homed Lizard Rangewide Management Strategy (2003), the historical range of the flat-tailed 
horned lizard is located primarily in Imperial Valley. The project proposes to interconnect to the Imperial 
Valley Substation via one of two routes located on BLM land. The BLM land has the potential to provide 
habitat for the flat-tailed horned lizard. A flat-tailed horned lizard habitat assessment/survey shall be 
conducted to determine if potential/suitable habitat is present on the project site as part of BLM’s 
analysis under NEPA.   

The project area (non-BLM land) does not include any potential habitat for the flat-tailed horned lizard 
(no native habitats) but does include potential habitat for the burrowing owl. Thus, a potentially 
significant impact is identified for sensitive species. This issue will be addressed in the EIR.  

b,c) The earthen drains and canals on the solar site were checked for indications of wetland vegetation 
and wildlife use. The remainder of the site is under active agriculture and did not require extensive 
surveys as native botanical resources are not present in these areas and wildlife habitats are limited.  
Because there is potential for riparian and wetlands on the project site, this issue is considered 
potentially significant and will be addressed in the EIR. 

d) The proposed solar facility includes the installation of a chain link perimeter fence, which would inhibit 
medium- and large- sized mammals from moving through the site. Small- sized mammals would not be 
inhibited from moving through the solar facility.  

e) The Imperial County General Plan Open Space Conservation Policy requires detailed investigations to 
be conducted to determine the significance, location, extent, and condition of natural resources in the 
County, and to notify any agency responsible for protecting plant and wildlife before approving a 
project which would impact a rare, sensitive, or unique plant or wildlife habitat. In accordance with this 
policy, biological studies have been prepared for the project site. The Imperial County General Plan 
Land Use Element Policy notes that the majority of the privately owned land in the County is 
designated “Agriculture,” which is also the predominate area where burrowing owls create habitats, 
typically in the brims and banks of agricultural fields. Because the project site has the potential for 
burrowing owl, a potentially significant impact is identified. The results of the biological studies will be 
discussed in the EIR. 

f) Imperial County does not have a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). Thus, no conflicts or impacts 
would occur between the portion of the project on private lands in Imperial County and an adopted 
HCP. The portion of the Gen-tie Line extending south from the solar facility site into BLM land is in an 
area designed as “Utility Corridor N" in the California Desert Conservation Area (CDCA). The 
transmission line is an allowable use under the CDCA. The transmission line will undergo a separate 
environmental review to fulfill the requirements of NEPA. Thus, a less than significant impact is 
anticipated with regard to the CDCA Plan. This will be discussed in the EIR. 

 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES  
 
Would the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in 
§15064.5? 

    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant 
to §15064.5? 

    

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature? 

    

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred 
outside of formal cemeteries? 
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a) All of the parcels comprising the project site have been disturbed by past farming and/or other 
activities. Thus, the presence of significant or un-damaged cultural resources on the site is unlikely. 
Surveys on the site have verified the presence of historical canals in the area but none of these 
would be affected by the project. This is considered a less than significant impact, but will be 
discussed in the EIR. 

b) A search of sacred lands on file at the Native American Heritage Commission shall be conducted to 
determine if any designated Sacred Lands are present in the immediate project vicinity. Thus, a 
potentially significant impact has been identified for this issue, and this issue will be addressed in 
the EIR. 

c) Many paleontological fossil sites recorded in Imperial County have been discovered during 
construction activities. Paleontological resources are typically impacted when earthwork activities 
such as mass excavation cut into geological deposits (formations) with buried fossils. It is not 
known if any paleontological resources are located on the project site. Based on the San Diego-EI 
Centro Sheet Geologic Map of California prepared by the Division of Mines and Geology, dated 
1962, the project site is underlain by geologic units comprised of quaternary lake deposits of the 
ancient Lake Cahuilla. This type of deposit arrived during the late Pleistocene age (the last 10,000 
years) and is suitable for discovery of paleontological resources. Thus, a potentially significant 
impact has been identified for this issue area, and this issue will be addressed in the EIR. 

d) As described in item “a)” above, there it is unlikely that human remains would be found on the 
project site based on years of disturbance associated with agricultural activities. Nevertheless, 
potential for previously unknown human remains may be discovered.  This issue is potentially 
significant unless mitigation is incorporated and will be discussed in the EIR. 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS  
 
Would the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial  
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving: 

    

i) 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 on other substantial evidence of a 
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and 
Geology Special Publication 42?  

    

ii) Strong Seismic ground shaking?      
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction and seiche/tsunami? 
    

iv) Landslides?      
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 

topsoil?  
    

c) 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, subsidence, liquefaction 
or collapse? 

    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in the latest 
Uniform Building Code, creating substantial risk to 
life or property? 

    

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the 
use of septic tanks or alternative waste water 
disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of waste water? 
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a-i) The project site is not located within a State of California, Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. Thus, 
no impact is identified for this issue area. 

 
a-ii) The project site is located in the seismically active Imperial Valley in Southern California and is 

considered likely to be subjected to moderate to strong ground motion from earthquakes in the 
region. The site could be affected by the occurrence of seismic activity to some degree, but no more 
than the surrounding properties. Additionally, Imperial County is classified as Seismic Zone 4 by the 
Uniform Building Code, (Sections 1626 through 1635), which requires developments to incorporate 
the most stringent earthquake resistant measures. A potentially significant impact has been identified 
for this issue, and it will be evaluated in the EIR. 

 
a-iii) The project site may contain soils that are subject to liquefaction. A geotechnical study has been 

prepared for the project site and its findings will be discussed in the EIR. Thus, a potentially 
significant impact is identified for liquefaction and seismic-related ground failure.   

 
 The project site is not near a large body of water and is not along the coast. Therefore, no impact 

would occur with respect to a seiche or tsunami. 
 
a-iv) The project site is not located within a State of California, Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. In 

addition, as identified in the Seismic and Public Safety Element of the County of Imperial General 
Plan, the hazard of landsliding is unlikely due to the regional planar topography. Thus, no impact is 
identified for these issue areas. 

 
b)  Soil erosion could result during construction of the proposed project in association with grading and 

earthmoving activities. Minimal grading would be done on the project site because the current 
topography is suitable for the placement of PV panels with little site preparation or improvements. 
Existing vegetation will be grubbed from the site and the soil surface will be smoothed and compacted 
to prepare the site for installation of the solar panels. However, impacts are considered less than 
significant because erosion would be controlled on-site in accordance with County standards 
including preparation, review and approval of a grading plan by the County Engineer. 

 
Following construction, the solar field will be coated with a permeable dust suppressant and the 
roadways within and around the solar field will be covered with gravel. Thus, erosion impacts would 
be reduced to less than significant levels through County standards and design features.  However, 
erosion will be discussed in the EIR. 

 
c) According to the Soil Survey of Imperial County, the proposed project is underlain with Holtville silty 

clay wet; Imperial Silty Clay, wet; Imperial - Glenbar silty clay loams, wet, 0 to 2 percent slopes; Indio 
loam, wet; Vint loamy very fine sand, wet; and, Vint and Indio very fine sandy loams, wet; Meloland 
very fine sandy loam, wet; and Meloland and Holtville loams, wet (United States Department of 
Agriculture Soil Conservation Service, 1981). Some of these soils are considered potentially unstable. 
Therefore unstable soils have been identified as potentially significant that will be addressed in the 
EIR based on the findings of the geotechnical report prepared for the project site. 

 
d)  According to the Soil Survey of Imperial County, the proposed project is underlain with Holtville silty 

clay wet; Imperial Silty Clay, wet; Imperial - Glenbar silty clay loams, wet, 0 to 2 percent slopes; Indio 
loam, wet; Vint loamy very fine sand, wet; and, Vint and Indio very fine sandy loams, wet; Meloland 
very fine sany loam, wet; and Meloland and Holtville loams, wet (United States Department of 
Agriculture Soil Conservation Service, 1981). A majority of these soils have a low expansion potential. 
However, potential for expansive soils throughout the site are not known and are considered 
potentially significant. A geotechnical report is being prepared for the project site and will be used to 
formulate the analysis of expansive soils in the EIR. 

 
e) Some of these soils on the project site are incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks.  

The project would include an on-site operations and maintenance (O&M) building and there is a plan 
for a septic system. Therefore, soil ability to support septic tanks will be analyzed in the EIR.  
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS  
 
Would the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

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

    

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

    

 

a,b) The proposed project has the potential to generate greenhouse gas emissions during construction in 
association with travel required to and from the project site by construction workers and delivery of 
materials. During the up to 24 month construction period, the average number of construction workers 
on site would be expected to average up to approximately 150 each day with a peak of 500. In the 
long-term, the project is expected to provide a benefit with respect to reduction of greenhouse gas 
emissions. A Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate Change technical report is being completed for the 
proposed project. Thus, a potentially significant impact is identified for these issue areas. 

 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS – 
 
Would the project: 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Create a Significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

    

b) Create a Significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonable foreseeable upset 
and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment? 

    

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed 
school? 

    

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 hazard to the public or 
the environment? 

    

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan 
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, 
would the project result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project area? 

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project area? 

    

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with 
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

    

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including 
where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or 
where residences are intermixed with wildlands? 
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a,b) The operation of the solar facility will potentially handle hazardous materials. The hazardous materials 
handled onsite would be limited to small amounts of everyday use cleaners, common chemicals used 
for maintenance, and other common chemicals. The project will be required to comply with State laws 
and County Ordinance restrictions, which regulate and control the materials handled on-site. Such 
hazardous wastes would be transported off-site for disposal according to applicable State and County 
restrictions and laws governing the disposal of hazardous waste during construction and operation of 
the project. Disposal of hazardous wastes on the project site is not part of the proposed project. 
However, a potentially significant impact remains for this issue area, and this issue will be addressed 
in the EIR. 

 
The project site is currently used as agricultural land. Therefore, there is a potential that the project 
may contain contaminated soils. A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment has been completed for 
the proposed project and no recognized or significant environmental conditions associated with 
contamination or hazardous materials were identified. A potentially significant, but mitigable impact is 
identified for this issue area with regard to use of hazardous materials during construction. 

 
c) The project site is located within one-quarter mile of an existing school. However, the only hazardous 

materials that would be used by the Project within one-quarter mile of the school would be the fuels 
used by equipment during construction. This would be similar to the fuel used by the agricultural 
equipment currently conducting farming on the same lands. This will be evaluated in the EIR,  

 
d) The project site is not listed as a hazardous materials site pursuant to Government Code, Section 

65962.5. No impact is identified for this issue area. 
 
e,f) The project site is not located within two miles of a public airport or a private airstrip. Thus, no impact 

is identified for these issue areas. 
 
g) As identified in the Seismic and Public Safety Element of the County of Imperial General Plan, the 

"Imperial County Emergency Plan" addressed Imperial County's planned response to extraordinary 
emergency situations associated with natural disasters, technological incidents, and nuclear defense 
operations. The proposed circulation plan for the project site will be required to provide emergency 
access points and safe vehicular travel. In addition, local building codes would be followed to minimize 
flood, seismic, and fire hazard. Thus, the proposed project would not impair the implementation or 
physically interfere with any adopted emergency response plans or emergency evacuation plans. No 
impact is identified for this issue area. 

 
h) The project site is not characterized as an area of urban/wildland interface. According to the Imperial 

County Natural Hazard Disclosure (Fire) Map prepared by the California Department of Forestry and 
Fire Protection (2000) the project site does not fall into an area characterized as either: (1) a wildland 
area that may contain substantial forest fire risk and hazard; or (2) very high fire hazard severity zone. 
Thus, the project site would not expose people or structures to significant risk of loss injury or death 
involvinq wildland fire. No impact is identified for this issue area. 
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY  
 
Would the project: 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements? 

    

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table 
level (e.q., the production rate of pre-existing nearby 
wells would drop to a level which would not support 
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits 
have been granted)? 

    

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site? 

    

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage patterns of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 
manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite? 

    

e) Create or contribute runoff water, which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial 
additional sources of polluted runoff? 

    

f)  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?     
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as 

mapped on a Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation 
map? 

    

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 
which would impede or redirect the flood flows? 

    

i)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss injury or death involving flooding, including 
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

    

j)  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     
 

a)  Compared to the existing irrigated agriculture on the site, the proposed project would not  generate an 
increase in the amount of runoff water from the site. What little water could be used for panel washing 
will continue to percolate through the ground, as a majority of the surfaces on the project site will 
remain pervious. Thus, the proposed project will not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site, substantially increase the rate of runoff, or contribute runoff water which would exceed the 
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems. Therefore, a less than significant impact 
is identified for these issue areas. 

 
b)  The proposed project does not propose the use of groundwater. Water will continue to percolate 

through the ground, as a majority of the surfaces on the project site will remain pervious. No impact is 
identified for this issue area.  

 
c,d,e) Most of the project site will be drained by sheet flow to on- and off-site drainages as it is currently 

configured. Thus the project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or 
area. Increased amounts of erosion or surface runoff are not anticipated, nor are increased amounts of 
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polluted runoff. Local containment will be provided around the transformers within the project 
substation to prevent any associated hazardous materials from leaving the site. Furthermore, the 
project would be required to comply with the requirements of a stormwater permit. Impacts would be 
less than significant. 

 
f) The project is not anticipated to degrade water quality based on the required stormwater permit as well 

as BMPs. This issue is considered less than significant. 
 

g,h) According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map, the 
majority of the project site is located in Zone X, which is an area determined to be outside of the 0.2% 
annual chance of a flood. A portion of the project site is located in Zone A, which is an area subject to 
1% annual chance of a flood. However, the project does not propose the placement of housing or 
structures within a 100-year flood hazard area. Thus, no impact is identified for these issue areas. 

 
i) No dams or levees are in the vicinity of the project site. Thus, no impact is identified relative to the 

failure of a levee or dam. 
 

j)  No bays or lakes are located within a two-mile radius of the project site. Furthermore, the project site is 
over 100-miles inland from the Pacific Ocean. In addition, the project site is relatively flat and level. 
Therefore, there is no potential for the project site to be inundated by seiches, tsunamis, or mudflows. 
Thus, no impact is identified for these issues. 

 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING  
 
Would the project: 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Physically divide an established community?     
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or 

regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (include, but not limited to the general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning 
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

    

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan 
or natural community conservation plan? 

    

 
a) The proposed project does not physically divide any established community. Thus, no impact is 

identified for this issue area. 
 

b) The project site is currently designated by the General Plan as "Agriculture." No land use amendment 
would be required for the portion of the project located within the County's jurisdiction, as the facility is 
an allowed use within the existing zones subject to a Conditional Use Permit. The County identifies 
agricultural land as a form of open space. As such, there are activities such as hunting, bike riding, 
walking, and bird watching that can take place in agricultural areas. The project is anticipated to be 
compatible with these uses on adjacent lands. Thus, this impact is considered less than significant. 

 
The impact to recreation use caused by the transmission line on BLM lands would be assessed by 
BLM as part of the environmental review carried out under NEPA.  

 
c) Imperial County is not within the jurisdiction of any adopted habitat conservation plan (HCP) or 

natural community conservation plan (NCCP), or other approved local, regional or state habitat 
conservation plan. Therefore, no impact to an HCP or NCCP would occur and this issue will not be 
examined in the EIR. 
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XI. MINERAL RESOURCES  
 
Would the project: 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource that would be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 

    

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important 
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 

    

 
a, b)The project site is used for agriculture. According to the Conservation and Open Space Element of the 

County of Imperial General Plan, no known mineral resources occur within the project site nor does 
the project site contain mapped mineral resources. As such, the proposed project would not adversely 
affect the availability of any known mineral resources within the project site. Thus, no impact is 
identified for these issue areas. 

 

XII. NOISE 
 
Would the project result in: 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels 
in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies? 

    

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

    

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

    

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? 

    

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

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project expose people residing or working 
in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

    

 
a,c,d) The proposed project has the potential to exceed construction noise (temporary noise) standards 

on-site and off-site (e.g., sensitive habitat areas). A noise analysis is being prepared to identify any 
potential short-term construction and long-term operational impacts of the proposed project. Thus, 
potentially significant impacts have been identified for these issue areas. These issues will be 
addressed in the EIR. 

e)  The proposed project is a solar facility development. Operation of the facility would not create 
excessive groundborne vibration or noise levels. In addition, grading associated with project 
development is unlikely to generate groundborne vibration or noise levels through blasting or other 
construction related activity, as the project is characterized by flat topography. Therefore, no impact is 
identified for this issue area. 
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e,f)  The project site is not located within two miles of a public airport or a private airstrip. Thus, the project 
site would not be exposed to excessive aircraft noise.  No impacts have been identified for these issue 
areas. 

 

XII.  POPULATlON AND HOUSING  
 
Would the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

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

    

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating  
    the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

    

 
a) The project, as a solar facility, does not propose the development of housing on the project site. The 

project would require approximately 4 to 8 full-time personnel for operations and maintenance of the 
solar facility and one security guard. Thus, the proposed project would not result in substantial 
population growth as the number of employees required to operate and maintain the facility is minimal. 
The project would provide electricity to off-set a portion of current electricity generated by fossil-fuel 
sources. Thus the project would not induce substantial population growth.  No impact would occur for 
this issue. 

b-c) The proposed project site is currently used for agriculture and there are no farmhouses on the 
properties.  As a result, development of the proposed solar facility would not displace substantial 
numbers of existing housing or people requiring construction of replacement housing elsewhere. No 
impact would occur for these issues. 

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

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

    

1) Fire protection?      
2) Police protection?     
3) Schools?     
4) Parks?     
5) Other public facilities?     

 
a-1) The project site is within the jurisdiction of the Imperial County Fire Department. The proposed project 

will pose a very small fire risk. All vegetation will be removed from the site and the solar field does not 
incorporate any flammable materials.  The project would include an on-site O&M building and the 
electrical equipment (inverters and transformers) throughout the solar field would be located within 
pre-fabricated enclosed structures. The final site plan would be designed in accordance with Fire 
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Department requirements for access and would not impact the ability to provide emergency access to 
the site. The project also would not hinder the ability to access nearby properties. Thus, impacts to fire 
protection are considered less than significant. 

a-2) Police protection to the project site would be under the jurisdiction of the Imperial County Sheriff 
Department.  The project site incorporates a variety of security features to protect the site including a 
chain-link security fence approximately 8 feet high. Site security will be provided with a small guard 
station provided at the gated access points. Security cameras will be deployed throughout the site and 
monitored at the guard station and remotely by a security service at night. Lights, triggered by motion 
sensors and powered by station power with backup battery power, will also be installed at each entry 
gate and at each inverter. Thus, impacts to police protection are considered less than significant. 

a-3, a-4, a-5) The proposed solar facility would not result in a substantial increase in population because it 
neither includes a residential component nor would it generate the need for new housing to 
accommodate workforce population.  Based on the nature of the project as a solar facility, no increase 
in schools, parks, or other public facilities are anticipated. As such, the proposed project would not 
have an adverse physical effect on the environment because the project does not require new or 
significantly altered services or facilities to be constructed. Therefore, no impact is identified for this 
issue area. 

XIV. RECREATION 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

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 facility would occur or be 
accelerated? 

    

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities which might have an adverse effect on the 
environment? 

    

a, b)The proposed project is a solar facility and would not create a demand for recreation or parks in the 
County. No impact is identified for these issue areas. 

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, taking into 
account all modes of transportation including mass 
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, including but 
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and 
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass 
transit? 

    

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management 
program, including but not limited to level of service 
standard and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county 
congestion/management agency for designated 
roads or highways? 
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c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including 
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in 
location that results in substantial safety risks? 

    

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

    

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?     
f) Conflicts with adopted policies, plans, programs, 

regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian 
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance 
safety of such facilities? 

    

 
a,b)The construction phases of the proposed project would result in an increase of traffic on area 

roadways and intersections, which may reduce levels of service below County thresholds and result in 
a potentially significant impact. A traffic impact study is being prepared. Thus a potentially significant 
impact is identified for this issue area. This issue will be addressed in the EIR. 

c) The proposed project would not result in changes to existing air traffic patterns through an increase in 
traffic levels or change in location. Thus, no impact is identified for this issue area. 

d) The proposed project would not change the existing surrounding circulation network. Thus, no impact 
with regard to an increase in hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses is identified for this 
issue area. 

e) The proposed circulation plan for the project site will be required to provide emergency access points 
and safe vehicular travel. The final site plan would be designed in accordance with Fire Department 
requirements for access and would not impact the ability to provide emergency access to the site. The 
project also would not hinder the ability to access nearby properties. Thus, no impact is identified for 
this issue area. 

f) The proposed project would not conflict with any adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public 
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such 
facilities. Thus, no impact is identified for this issue area. 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS  
 
Would the project: 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? 

    

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or 
water treatment facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

    

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm 
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

    

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 
project from existing entitlements and resources, or 
are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

    

e) 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 addition to the 
provider's existing commitments? 
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f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste 
disposal needs? 

    

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

    

 
a,e) The project would include an on-site O&M building with a planned septic system. During construction, 

portable toilets will be used to provide needed sanitary facilities. Thus, a less than significant impact is 
identified for this issue area. 

b,d)The proposed project is anticipated to result in a minimal increase in water demand/use during 
construction and operation. This water will be obtained under an agreement with IID. During 
construction, water will be used to facilitate soil compaction and to control fugitive dust on exposed 
soils. During operation, the project will use water only for periodic washing of the solar panels and 
reapplication of the soil binding agent if necessary. An agricultural farm currently uses more water than 
the proposed solar facility would need during construction and operation. Thus, a less than significant 
impact is identified for this issue. 

c) The project site is relatively flat and will be drained by sheet flow to on- and off-site drainages as it is 
currently configured. No new drainage facilities are proposed. This impact is considered less than 
significant, but will be acknowledged in the EIR. 

f-g)  During operations of the proposed project, waste generation will be minor. Solid wastes will be 
disposed of using a locally-licensed waste hauling service. Thus, a less than significant impact is 
identified for this issue. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 
 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

(PSI) 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a)  Does the project have the potential to degrade the 
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the range 
of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory? 

    

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

    

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

    

 

a) Implementation of the proposed project has the potential to impact agricultural resources, air quality, 
sensitive biological resources, cultural resources, and transportation/circulation. These issues will be 
further evaluated in the EIR. 

b) The proposed project has the potential to result in a cumulatively considerable net increase or one or 
more criteria pollutants for which the project region is in non-attainment under applicable federal and 
state ambient air quality standards. Therefore a potentially significant cumulative impact may occur. An 
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analysis of air quality impacts is being prepared for the proposed project and will be discussed in the 
EIR. 

c) The proposed project has the potential to result in significant environmental effects, which could 
directly or indirectly cause adverse effects on human beings. As demonstrated in this Initial Study, the 
proposed project has the potential to result in significant impacts to air quality, geology/soils, hazards 
and hazardous materials, and noise. These impact areas could result in direct or indirect adverse 
effects on human beings. Thus, these issues will be discussed in the EIR. 

 

 
  



 

Page 25 

REVIEWING AGENCIES (Copies and/or Notice Provided) 

 
 
LOCAL AGENCIES    STATE AGENCIES  

 AG. DEPT.      AIR RESOURCES BOARD 
 APCD       CALTRANS District 11/San Diego 
 ASSESSOR      CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL 
 C.E.O.       DEPT. OF FISH & GAME TRUSTEE AGENCY  

 COUNTY COUNSEL     HISTORIC PRESERVATION  
 E.H.S. DIVISION     HOUSING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 FIRE /O.E.S.     CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE BOARD  
FISH & GAME (COUNTY)    STATE LANDS COMMISSION TRUSTEEAGENCY  

 IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTRICT   MINE RECLAMATION (OMR) 
 PUBLIC WORKS DEPT.    NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE 
 SHERIFF       OFFICE OF PLANNING & RESEARCH (OPR)  
 OTHER       PARKS & RECREATION DEPT. TRUSTEE AGENCY 

 REGIONAL WATER QUALITY BOARD 
CITIES       RESOURCE AGENCY  

 BRAWLEY       SCAG 
 CALEXICO       STATE GEOLOGIST  
 CALIPATRIA      WATER RESOURCE BOARD  
 EL CENTRO      OTHER: DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION 
 HOLTVILLE  
 IMPERIAL  
 WESTMORLAND  

 

LIBRARIES      FEDERAL AGENCIES 
 CALEXICO       BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT (BLM)  
 COACHELLA VALLEY     BUREAU OF MINES 
 BRAWLEY       BUREAU OF RECLAMATION  
 EL CENTRO      BORDER PATROL  
 HOLTVILLE       MARINE CORPS. AIR STATION, YUMA  
 IMPERIAL      NAVAL AIR FACILITY, EL CENTRO  
 IMPERIAL VALLEY COLLEGE    SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 
 INDIAN HILL      U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
 MEYER MEMORIAL     OTHER  
 PALO VERDE     
 SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY  FOR ADDITIONAL & GENERAL NOTICING 

      SEE DISTRIBUTION LIST IN PROJECT FILE 
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