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3.1  INTRODUCTION 

This chapter includes all comments received on the Draft EIR during the 50-day public and agency review 
period (45-day minimum per CEQA, plus five days per County of Imperial Guidelines). No new significant 
environmental impacts or issues beyond those already identified in the Draft EIR for the Seville 4 Solar 
Project were raised during the public review period.  Acting as lead agency under CEQA, Imperial County 
directed responses to the comments received on the Draft EIR.  Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Section15088.5, none of the comments received during the comment period involve any new significant 
impacts or “significant new information” that would require recirculation of the Draft EIR. This issue is 
discussed further in Chapter 1.0, Introduction under 1.1.2.3 Final EIR. 

3.2  LIST OF COMMENTERS 

The following individuals and representatives of organizations and agencies submitted written comments 
on the Draft EIR.  

TABLE 3.0-1 
LIST OF COMMENTERS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

COMMENTS RECEIVED BY IMPERIAL COUNTY 

LETTER 
or  

E-MAIL 

INDIVIDUAL OR 
SIGNATORY 

AFFILIATION DATE 

1 
Victoria Martin 
Tribal Secretary 

Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians July 19, 2018 

2/2A 
Donald Vargas 
Compliance Administrator II 

Imperial Irrigation District August 6, 2018 

3 

Steve Quartieri 
Interim District 
Superintendent 
Ocotillo Wells District 

California Department of Parks and 
Recreation 

August 27, 2018 

4 

Jacob Armstrong 
Branch Chief 
Local Development and 
Intergovernmental Review 
Branch 

California Department of Transportation August 28, 2018 

5 
Scott Morgan 
Director, State 
Clearinghouse 

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research August 28, 2018 

6 
Axel Salas, EIT 
APC Environmental 
Coordinator 

Imperial County Air Pollution Control District August 31, 2018 

7 
Manuel Ortiz 
Assistance County Engineer 

County of Imperial  
Department of Public Works 

August 31, 2018 
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3.3  COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

3.3.1  REQUIREMENTS FOR RESPONDING TO COMMENTS ON A DRAFT EIR  

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 requires that lead agencies evaluate all comments on environmental 
issues received on the Draft EIR and prepare a written response. The written response must address the 
environmental issue(s) raised and provide a detailed response. Rationale must be provided when specific 
comments or suggestions (e.g., additional mitigation measures) are not accepted.  In addition, the written 
response must be a good faith and reasoned analysis.  As long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is 
made in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines Section 15204), lead agencies need only to respond to significant 
environmental issues associated with the project and do not need to provide all the information 
requested by commenters. 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 recommends that commenters provide detailed comments that focus on 
the sufficiency of the Draft EIR in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the environment and 
ways in which the significant effects of the project might be avoided or mitigated. CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15204 also notes that commenters should provide an explanation and evidence supporting their 
comments. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064, an effect shall not be considered significant in 
the absence of substantial evidence. 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 also recommends that where the response to comments results in 
revisions to the Draft EIR, those revisions should be noted as a revision to the Draft EIR or in a separate 
section of the Final EIR. Revisions necessitate by comments appear as part of the response as well as in 
Chapter 4.0, Errata of this Final EIR. 

3.3.2  COMMENTS AND RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

Written comments on the Draft EIR are reproduced on the following pages, along with responses to those 
comments.  To assist in referencing comments and responses, the letters are coded using numbers (e.g., 
Comment Letter 1) and each issue raised in the comment letter is assigned a number that correlates with 
the letter (e.g. 1-1, 1-2, 1-3, etc.). 

Where changes to the Draft EIR text result from responding to comments, those changes are included in 
the response and demarcated with revision marks (underline for new text, strike-out for deleted text).  
Comment-initiated text revisions to the Draft EIR and minor staff-initiated changes are compiled in their 
entirety and are demarcated with revision marks in Chapter 4.0, Errata, of this Final EIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 1 

Commenter: Victoria Martin, Tribal Secretary, Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians 
Date of Letter: July 19, 2018 

Response to Comment 1-1:  Introductory comments noting appreciation for sensitivity to cultural 
resources that may be impacted by the Project. No response is necessary. 

Response to Comment 1-2:  Comment states that at this time the Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians are 
unaware of specific cultural resources that may be affected by the proposed Project.  This 
comment is noted.  

Response to Comment 1-3: Comment encourages the County to contact other Native American Tribes 
and individuals in the vicinity of the Project. As noted on page 4.7-15 of the Draft EIR, on June 26, 
2017, the County sent letters to 20 Native American individuals and organizations on a list 
generated by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC). The NAHC was contacted again 
to determine if any Cahuilla Native American individuals and organizations should also be 
contacted as the proposed Project is located near the southern boundary of the Cahuilla’s 
ethnographic territory. On June 27, 2017, the NAHC provided an additional 17 Cahuilla Native 
American individuals and organizations to contact for further information. Letters were sent to 
the additional 17 contacts on June 28, 2017. 

Response to Comment 1-4:  Comment encourages the County to contract with a qualified Native 
American monitor during pre-construction and construction of the Project. Mitigation measure 
MM 4.7.3b on page 4.7-25 of the Draft EIR includes provision of construction monitoring by a 
qualified local Native American monitor of all ground disturbance.  Mitigation measure MM 4.7.4 
on page 4.7-26 of the Draft EIR also notes that a local Native American monitor following the 
Guidelines for Monitors/Consultants of Native American Cultural, Religious, and Burial Sites 
established by the NAHC, may also be required. 

Response to Comment 1-5: The Commenter requests that the County notify the Augustine Band of 
Cahuilla Indians if any cultural resources are discovered during development of the Project.  This 
comment is noted. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 2 

Commenter: Donald Vargas, Compliance Administrator II, Imperial Irrigation District 
Date of Letter: August 6, 2018 

Response to Comment 2-1:  Introductory remarks describing the Project and indicating that IID received 
a letter from the County on July 19, 2018.  No response is required. 

Response to Comment 2-2: Comment states that the IID has reviewed the Draft EIR and that the 
comments previously provided on July 13, 2017 on the Project’s Initial Study still apply.  The July 
13, 2017 are included as Letter 2A. This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 2-3: Comment provides closing remarks and contact information.  No response is 
required. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 2A 

Commenter: Donald Vargas, Compliance Administrator II, Imperial Irrigation District 
Date of Letter: July 13, 2017 

Response to Comment 2A-1: Introductory remarks describing the Project and indicating that IID received 
a letter from the County on June 27, 2018.  No response is required. 

Response to Comment 2A-2:  Commenter indicates that the Project may require temporary construction 
power and provides details on how to obtain a formal application for electrical service.  This 
comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 2A-3: Commenter indicates that the Project may require an encouragement 
permit and provides details on how the Applicant can obtain an encroachment permit from the 
IID.  This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 2A-4: Commenter states that new, relocated, modified or reconstructed IID 
facilities will need to be included as part of the Project’s CEQA documentation. The comment also 
notes that any and all mitigation necessary as a result of construction, relocation and/or upgrade 
of IID facilities is the responsibility of the project proponent. This comment is noted. The Project 
does not include any new, relocated, modified or reconstructed IID facilities.  

Response to Comment 2A-5: Comment provides closing remarks and contact information.  No response 
is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 3 
 

Commenter: Steve Quartieri, Interim District Superintendent, Ocotillo Wells District, California 
Department of Parks and Recreation 

Date of Letter: August 28, 2018 

Response to Comment 3-1:  Introductory statement noting that the District provided comments on the 
Seville Solar Project dating back to September 2013 and expressing appreciation that the Project 
addresses some of the District’s concerns.  No response is required. 

Response to Comment 3-2: Commenter states that the long-term health of the Ocotillo Wells State 
Vehicular Recreation Area (OWSVRA) is depending on the health of the area ecosystems because 
the boundaries of the park extend beyond its jurisdictional boundaries.  This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 3-3:  The Commenter indicates that State Parks is a State Agency and a Trustee 
Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act.  Commenter also states the mission of 
the Agency.  This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 3-4: The Commenter provides details on the size and number of visitors to the 
OWSVRA on an annual basis. The Commenter also describes the activities available to visitors.  
This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment 3-5:  The Commenter notes that portions of the Seville Solar Farm Complex project 
are located immediately adjacent to the OWSVRA boundary and the remainder of the project is 
located south of the park but within the park viewshed and biological community.  This comment 
is noted. 

Response to Comment 3-6:  The Commenter states that a letter was submitted to the County on July 
2017 detailing concerns with the Seville 4 Solar Project.  The Commenter notes that a few issues 
remain to be addressed prior to the EIR being finalized. This comment is noted and responded to 
further in Response to Comment 3-7 thru 3-11. 

Response to Comment 3-7:  The Commenter appreciates that comments from the Notice of Preparation 
were included in Table 1.0-1 of the Draft EIR.  However, the source of the comments needs to be 
corrected to identify the Department of Parks and Recreation Ocotillo Wells District. As shown 
on the following pages, the text in Table 1.0-1 on pages 1.0-13 thru 1.0-15 of the Draft DEIR has 
been revised as follows in response to this comment. 
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TABLE 1.0-1 
SUMMARY OF NOP COMMENTS 

 

Agency/Individual Issue Noted or Area of Controversy 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Garratt Aitchison, 
District Superintendent 
State of California, Department of Parks 
and Recreation - Colorado Desert District 
Ocotillo Wells District 

Concerned  that  the  proposed  Project  may  result  in 
significant and unavoidable impacts to the Ocotillo Wells 
State Vehicular Recreation Area (OWSVRA) with regard to 
the following: 

•   Aesthetics 

The project site is within the view shed of OWSVRA. Water 
tanks, fencing and security lighting may affect views. 

•   Air Quality 

Methods and treatment of soils in and around the project 
site both during and after construction (water, binders, 
etc.) should be identified. Long-term restoration of the 
bladed area should be discussed. 

•   Biological 

The potential cumulative impacts of further expansion of 
the Seville Solar Farm on sensitive species such as 
burrowing owl, kit fox, flat-tailed   horned   lizard, and 
fringe-toed lizard should be considered. Mitigation for 
these species should be identified in the immediate area 
and within or adjacent to the project. 

Fencing could provide predator perching opportunities 
which could impact flat-tailed horned lizards. 

Focused surveys should be completed to inform the EIR, 
as needed. 

Identify how much undisturbed desert habitat corridors 
and linkages would be affected. 

Concerned that loss of connectivity and foraging habitat 
will significantly impact the park. 

The EIR should discuss the potential for the solar panels 
to cause a "lake effect" in which birds may perceive the 
solar field as a water body. 

Project    proponent   should   pre- plan    for    the    early 
reintroduction of native vegetation to expedite in their 
growth, and increase the visual quality of operational 
structures. 

•   Geology and Soils 

Provide specific information about the potential 
application of chemical stabilization agents to be discussed 
in the EIR. 
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TABLE 1.0-1 
SUMMARY OF NOP COMMENTS 

 

Agency/Individual Issue Noted or Area of Controversy 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Garratt Aitchison, 
District 
Superintendent 
State of California, Department of 
Parks and Recreation - Colorado Desert 
District Ocotillo Wells District 

•   Hydrology  and Water Quality 

The EIR should address  the water use by the project and 
cumulative effects in the area. 

•   

Recreation 

Recreational impacts range from potential interruption of 
wildlife and OHV travel corridors between OWSVRA  and 
the BLM Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC's) 
and Superstition BLM OHV area, to potential night sky 
impacts to our Interpretive  Program's stargazing events. 

Potential aesthetic impacts from glare as well as public 
safety impacts need to be analyzed in the EIR. 

Request that  the  Project  proponents  work with  State 
Parks staff during the development of the EIR to 
appropriately mitigate any impacts  to recreation, visitor 
services, and associated public safety at OWSVRA. 

•   Transportation/Traffic 

Inquires if identified truck trips to export or import 
material to the jobsite, as well as other associated 
construction   traffic, will create the need for traffic 
control signs/devices for the park visitors as they ingress 
and egress on State Highway 78. 

Inquires if the Project restrict or eliminate, either 
temporarily or permanently,  access  between OWSVRA 
and the Superstition OHV area. 

Inquires how the construction schedule for numerous 
projects will affect traffic along the 78 corridor over time. 

Inquires how often will there  be periodic  maintenance 
events  and the volume of traffic  associated  with those 
events. 

•   Tribal Cultural Resources 

Due  to  the  Project's   proximity   to  the  Ancient   Lake 
Cahuilla  shoreline, there is a high potential for impacts 
to cultural resources  and possibly human remains. The 
project should be designed to avoid these impacts. 

•   

Noise 

Address why the noise impacts are potentially significant 
and why they would continue past the short-term 
construction periods in the EIR. 

Provide analysis of desert  wind hitting "the solar panels 
and creating noise. 
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TABLE 1.0-1 
SUMMARY OF NOP COMMENTS 

 

Agency/Individual Issue Noted or Area of Controversy 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Garratt Aitchison, 
District Superintendent 
State of California, Department of Parks 
and Recreation - Colorado Desert District 
Ocotillo Wells District 

Address  proximity   effects   from   this  project   on  the 
camping, visual, interpretive and public safety operations 
at the OWSVRA. 

•   Utilities and Service Systems 

If  the  Project  includes  the  construction  of  new 
stormwater  drainage  facilities,  the potential change  in 
the  Ocotillo-Clark  Groundwater  Basin  should  be 
addressed in the EIR. 

Requests  that the Lead Agency and Project proponent 
work with State Parks, where appropriate, to address the 
above questions and concerns prior to release of the EIR. 

The above issues are addressed as appropriate throughout 
the   document   including   Sections   4.1   Aesthetics,   4.3 
Transportation and Circulation, 4.4 Air Quality, 4.5 Climate 
Change, 4.7 Cultural Resources, 4.8 Noise, 4.11 Hydrology 
and Water Quality, and Section 4.12 Biological Resources. 

 

Response to Comment 3-8: The Commenter states that the analysis in the Draft EIR does not consider the 
camping near the intersection of Poleline Road and SR 78 in the Aesthetics section.  The 
Commenter asserts that campers in this area would be looking at the Project from the northeast 
which may not be sufficiently blocked by tamarisk. The Commenter requests that the EIR address 
potential impacts to camping within the OWSVRA. 

The Commenter correctly states that camping was not considered in the Draft EIR. Campgrounds 
are located on the north side of SR 78 which is more one-and-a-half miles away from the proposed 
Project.  Views directly south from the intersection of Poleline Road and SR 78 would be obscured 
by the presence of the Anza Substation in the foreground on the south side of SR 78.  Tamarisk 
along the northern boundary of the Seville 4 Project site, in combination with the distance of the 
site from the campgrounds, would serve to obscure views of the Project from campers.  It should 
also be noted that the existing solar facilities developed as part of the Seville Solar Farm Complex 
are approximately one-half mile south of SR 78 and partially obscured by a row of tamarisk 
extending east-west along the northern boundary of the facilities.  At this distance, the existing 
facility is barely visible looking south from SR 78. 

Response to Comment 3-9: The Commenter requests clarification regarding a statement on page 4.2-2 of 
the Draft EIR regarding access to the Project site.  The Commenter states that the Ocotillo Wells 
District Office is approximately 20 miles west of SR 86 and that the OWSVRA can be accessed from 
two locations near the Project. The text on page 4.2-2 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows 
to provide clarification:   

 “The OWSVRA can be accessed from multiple locations along SR 78, including Road 183 
(Tarantula Wash) and Road 191 near the Project site.  The Ocotillo Wells District Office is 
approximately 20 miles west of SR 86 (BLM n.d.).” 
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Response to Comment 3-10: The Commenter states that Road 191 is not under the ownership of the 
OWSVRA.  The Commenter also notes that there are two roads parallel to Road 191.  The text on 
page 4.7-8 of the Draft EIR has been revised to clarify the text in response to this comment. 

“P-13-001266 / IMP-1266 (Including subsumed P-13-008587 / IMP-8010) 

Only a small portion of P-13-001266/IMP-1266 intersects the survey area, including the previously 
subsumed resource P-13-008587/IMP-8010. Approximately 60 buffware body sherds were 
identified within the portion of the site that lies with the survey area. A small percentage of the 
buffware body sherds show evidence of burning.  P-13-001266/IMP-1266 also includes one 
grayware body sherd; five wonderstone interior flakes; 10+ volcanic interior flakes; six quartzite 
interior flakes; three obsidian interior flakes; one petrified wood interior flake; one jasper primary 
flake; and five fire-affected rocks (FAR). The site has been impacted by vehicular traffic along Road 
191 (an OWSVRA road, refer to Figure 4.2-1 in Section 4.2, Land Use), which cuts through the 
western boundary of the site.  Two roads parallel Road 191: one is maintained by the Imperial 
Irrigation District and the other is maintained by State Parks.” 

Response to Comment 3-11:  The Commenter is concerned that the EIR’s conclusion that there are no 
Flat-Tailed Horned Lizards on the site based on only one survey may not be sufficient.  The 
Commenter suggests that avoidance measures be defined or that this species be included in a 
Worker Awareness Training. Mitigation Measure MM 4.12.4b on page 4.12-38 of the Draft EIR 
regarding Loggerhead Shrike states in part that “The Applicant shall develop and implement a 
Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) prior to the start of construction”.  Page 4.12-
37 of the Draft EIR indicated that while no specific mitigation measures are required for Flat-Tailed 
Horned Lizards, 
Worker Environmental Awareness Program training (refer to mitigation measure MM 4.12.4b)   
would  educate  construction  workers  to  be  watchful  of  flat‐tailed horned lizard during 
construction activities.” In addition, page 4.12-45 of the Draft EIR explicitly states “…flat-tailed 
horned lizard would be included in the Worker Environmental Awareness Program for the Project 
and monitors would be vigilant to report any siting of flat-tailed horned lizard during 
construction.”  

Response to Comment 3-12: The Commenter requests that the Lead Agency and Project Proponent 
continue to work with State Parks. This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 3-13: Commenter provides closing remarks and contact information.  No 
response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 4 

Commenter: Jacob Armstrong, Branch Chief, Local Development and Intergovernmental Review 
Branch, California Department of Transportation 

Date of Letter: August 28, 2018 
 
Response to Comment 4-1: The Commenter provides introductory remarks explaining the Local 

Development-Intergovernmental Review Program. This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 4-2: The Commenter notes that the Project was developed with a primary access 
road extending south from SR 78. The primary access has 30-foot double swing gates with a “Knox 
Box.”  This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 4-3: The Commenter notes that the access off of SR 78 is an existing access road 
and no new driveways or other design features are proposed that would infringe upon emergency 
access.  This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 4-4: The Commenter notes that SR 78 would be used as the primary construction 
and permanent access for the Project with a trip generation of 8 daily trips and 4 peak hour trips.  
No new access is being proposed on SR 78 for the Project.  This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 4-5: The Commenter provides information regarding permits for oversized or 
excessive load vehicles. A permit is needed for oversize loads and, if warranted, a special permit 
may be issued. This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment 4-6: The Commenter provides information regarding traffic restrictions or detours. 
A Traffic Impact Study was prepared for the Project and is discussed in Section 4. 3, Transportation 
and Circulation of the Draft EIR.  If a Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is required, the 
Commenter states that the TMP must be prepared in accordance with Caltrans’ Manual on 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices. A link to a website is provided. This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment 4-7: The Commenter states that no new utility crossings on State Facilities will 
occur as a result of this Project.  However, if any work is performed within Caltrans Right-of-Way, 
an encroachment permit will be required. This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 4-8: The Commenter provides closing remarks and contact information.  No 
response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 5 

Commenter: Scott Morgan, Director, State Clearinghouse 
Date of Letter: August 28, 2018 

Response to Comment 5-1:  The Commenter indicates that the Draft EIR was circulated to State agencies 
for review and that the Project has complied with State Clearinghouse review requirements 
pursuant to CEQA.  This comment is noted. 

 
Response to Comment 5-2:  The Commenter provides contact information for the State Clearinghouse. 

No response is required. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 6 

Commenter: Axel Salas, EIT, APC Environmental Coordinator, Imperial County Air Pollution Control 
District 

Date of Letter: August 31, 2018 

Response to Comment 6-1:  The Commenter provides introductory comments.  No response is required. 

Response to Comment 6-2:  The Commenter describes the Project. No substantive comment on the Draft 
EIR is provided. No response is required. 

Response to Comment 6-3:  The Commenter asserts that that shorter construction periods of renewable 
energy Projects tend to cause high levels of NOx and PM10 emissions.  This comment does not 
address a substantive issue with regard to the analysis of Air Quality contained in the Draft EIR. 
This comment is noted for the decision-makers consideration.  

Response to Comment 6-4:  The Commenter states that the ICAPCD cannot concur with a “less than 
cumulative considerable” finding with regard to PM10 and NOX.  Additional language has been 
added to the text of Impact 4.4.4 on page 4.4-40 of the Draft EIR and the subsequent construction 
impact discussion to address the comment.  

“Violate air Quality Standard/Cause Air Quality Violation 

Impact 4.4.4  The proposed Project would generate criteria pollutant emissions during 
construction. However, the short-term construction emissions exceedances of 
ICAPCD thresholds would be mitigated with implementation of mitigation 
measures, including those in the ICAPCD’s Policy 5. Operational emissions would 
not exceed ICAPCD thresholds but would still incorporate Applicant-proposed 
measures, including the requirement for the adoption of an Operational Dust 
Control Plan (ODCP) detailing how dust emissions will be controlled and 
maintained during the operational phase of the project, to reduce dust. 
Therefore, the proposed Project would result in a less than cumulatively 
considerable impact with regard to violating an air quality standard.” 

Construction  

The projects listed in Table 3.0-1 are large scale renewable energy projects. As such, the majority 
of air emissions from these projects would be generated during construction with drastically 
reduced emissions occurring during operations and maintenance.  

The construction phase of the proposed Project may contribute to a net increase in criteria 
pollutants PM10. As noted above, the Imperial Valley is classified as non-attainment for federal 
and state PM10 standards. Thus, the Project’s contribution to existing criteria pollutants could be 
cumulatively considerable without mitigation. However, as described under Impact 4.4.1 above, 
implementation of mitigation measures MM 4.4.1a, MM 4.4.1b and MM 4.4.1c, and ICAPCD’s 
Policy 5, would reduce construction-phase PM10 and NOx emissions to less than significant levels, 
resulting in a less than cumulatively considerable contribution to existing criteria pollutants. In 
addition, all other cumulative projects are required to comply with Regulation VIII and would also 
be assumed to implement mitigation measures to reduce their individual construction air quality 
emissions. In this way, each individual cumulative project would reduce construction emissions 
on a project-by-project basis resulting in less than cumulatively considerable contributions to 
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existing criteria pollutants. Because the proposed Project would mitigate air quality emissions 
associated with construction, and other cumulative projects would also mitigate construction 
emissions on a project-by-project basis, emissions resulting in a violation of an air quality standard 
would be reduced to less than cumulatively considerable.” 

Response to Comment 6-5:  The ICAPCD clarifies that the mitigation measures found of page 4.4-36 of 
the Draft EIR are already required as part of the ICAPCD’s Fugitive Dust Regulation VIII. The 
Commenter further notes that CalEEMod by default only allows a 50% reduction of PM10 
emissions regardless of the amount of daily watering. The Commenter goes on to state that 
findings for construction impacts in the Draft EIR are inconsistent, but that compliance can be 
achieved by submitting a Dust Control Plan for to the Air District for approval. This comment is 
noted for the decision-makers consideration.  

Response to Comment 6-6:  The Commenter states that the ICAPCD cannot concur with a “less than 
cumulative considerable” finding with regard to operational emissions. Page 4.4-41 of the Draft 
EIR has been revised to in include language regarding application of Best Available Control 
Measures (BACM) and the requirement of an Operational Dust Control Plan (ODCP) has been 
added to the operational discussion in response to the comment. 

“Operation  

Emissions resulting from operations of the Project for all criteria pollutants would be limited and 
very low in number (limit operational maintenance, periodic panel washing). Such levels of 
emissions should not cause localized exceedances or contribute cumulatively to existing 
exceedances of the State or federal ozone and PM10 standards. Further, the Project would 
implement Applicant-proposed mitigation measures to periodically apply chemical stabilization 
agents (soil binders) to exposed soil surfaces during operations. Finally, to assure the continued 
application of Best Available Control Measures (BACM), the ICAPCD requires the submittal and 
compliance with an Operational Dust Control Plan (ODCP) detailing how dust emissions will be 
controlled and maintained during the operational phase of the project. Therefore, the proposed 
Project would result in a less than cumulatively considerable contribution to air quality standard 
violations during operations. Moreover, operation of the proposed Project, in combination with 
other cumulative projects identified in Table 3.0-1, would result in less than cumulatively 
considerable impacts to air quality standards and air quality violations.” 

Response to Comment 6-7: The comment provides a link to the ICAPCD’s website with Air District Rules 
and Regulations and provides contact information.  This comment is noted.
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER 7 

Commenter: Manuel Ortiz, Assistant County Engineer, County of Imperial, Department of Public Works 
Date of Letter: August 31, 2018 

Response to Comment 7-1:  The Commenter provides introductory comments and indicates that the 
Department of Public Works has reviewed the Draft EIR.  This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment 7-2:  The Commenter states that the there are no County roads in the vicinity of the 
Project and indicates that Caltrans should be contracted for any traffic concerns along SR 78, 
Highway 86 and the project entrance.  The analysis in the Draft EIR notes that no new access 
driveways would be constructed off of SR 78.  Caltrans has also provided a letter on the Project 
(refer to Letter 4).  Access off SR 78 is discussed as part of Response to Comment 4-4.  This comment 
is noted. 

Response to Comment 7-3:  The Commenter states that not all appendices are included.  Appendices for 
the EIR can be found on the County’s website:  http://www.icpds.com/?pid=6232. The Traffic 
Appendix is Appendix C. 

Response to Comment 7-4:  The Commenter provides a list of conditions that are required as the Project 
moves through the permitting process. These conditions do not address the adequacy of the 
environmental analysis but are noted for the decision-makers consideration. 

Response to Comment 7-5:  The Commenter provides a list of items for informational purposes only. This 
list of items does not address the adequacy of the environmental analysis but are noted for the 
decision-makers consideration. 

Response to Comment 7-6:  The Commenter provides closing remarks.  No response is required. 

  

http://www.icpds.com/?pid=6232
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