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Project Title: Heartland Solar Project
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Project Location:

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).

The Heartland Solar Project consists of renewable photovoltaic (PV) solar energy generation and energy storage system
facilities and interconnection to the regional energy grid. Proposed solar facilities would generate approximately 300
megawatts alternating current (MWAC) of solar PV energy and have capacity to store up to 300 MW of energy on
approximately 2,362 acres of private land in western Fresno County. These facilities would interconnect to the regional
electrical grid via an electrical generation-tie (gen-tie) line between the solar facility and the existing Tranquillity Switching
Station, which is located approximately 1.25 miles south of the proposed solar and energy storage facility site. The
project would also require other necessary infrastructure work to support interconnection and upgrades within the
existing Tranquillity Switching Station, owned and operated by Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E).

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.

No impact would result related to land use and planning, mineral resources, population and housing, public services, and
recreation. The Project would have a less-than-significant impact (without mitigation measures) regarding: aesthetics,
agriculture and forestry resources, air quality, energy, and greenhouse gas emissions. Implementation of mitigation
measures would reduce identified impacts on biological resources, cultural and tribal cultural resources, geology, soils,
and paleontology, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, noise, transportation, utilities and
service systems, and wildfire. Biological resources impacts would be reduced through: protection of rare plants;
requirements for the presence of a designated biologist during construction; measures for the avoidance and protection
of biological resources; monarch butterfly avoidance measures; burrowing owl protection measures; protection of crotch's
bumblebee; protection of nesting birds, including Swainson's hawk; as well as habitat restoration and monitoring. Cultural
and Tribal Cultural resources impacts would be reduced through: cultural resources awareness training; measures for
inadvertent discovery of cultural resources and human remains. Geological and paleontological resources impacts would
be reduced through requirements to conduct worker awareness training and stop work requirements. Hazards and
hazardous materials impacts would be reduced through a site management plan. Hydrology and water quality, utilities
and service systems impacts would be reduced by the implementation of a stormwater pollution prevention plan. Noise
impacts would be reduced through noise reduction plan mitigation. Transportation impacts would be reduced through a
traffic control plan. With mitigation measures implemented as required by the EIR, the Project would not result in any
significant and unavoidable impacts on the environment.
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continued

If applicable, describe any of the project's areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Potential areas of controversy related to this project, as raised during scoping include air quality impacts related to
construction and operational emissions, concerns with biological resources related to special status species, cultural
resources and the potential for inadvertent discovery of cultural and tribal cultural resources, and hazards and hazardous
materials related to a known oil or gas well within the project boundary. In addition, concerns were raised about potential
impacts on agricultural lands. These resource areas are analyzed in the Draft EIR.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

Responsible and trustee agencies include the California Department of Fish and Wildlife; San Joaquin Valley Air
Pollution Control District; U.S. Fish and Wildlife; Westlands Water District; United States Bureau of Reclamation; and
California Public Utilities Commission.




