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recent version). If burrowing owls are detected during the
focused surveys, the qualified biologist and Project
proponent shall prepare a Burrowing Owl Plan that shall
be submitted to CDFW for review and approval prior to
commencing Project activities. The Burrowing Owl Plan
shall describe proposed avoidance, monitoring, relocation,
minimization, and/or mitigation actions. The Burrowing Owl
Plan shall include the number and location of occupied
burrow sites, acres of burrowing owl habitat that will be
impacted, details of site monitoring, and details on
proposed buffers and other avoidance measures if
avoidance is proposed. If impacts to occupied burrowing
owl habitat or burrow cannot be avoided, the Burrowing
Owl Plan shall also describe minimization and
compensatory mitigation actions that will be implemented.
Proposed implementation of burrow exclusion and closure
should only be considered as a last resort, after all other
options have been evaluated as exclusion is not in itself an
avoidance, minimization, or mitigation method and has the
possibility to result in take. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall
identify compensatory mitigation for the temporary or
permanent loss of occupied burrow(s) and habitat
consistent with the “Mitigation Impacts” section of the 2012
Staff Report and shall implement CDFW-approved
mitigation prior to initiation of Project activities. If impacts
to occupied burrows cannot be avoided, information shall
be provided regarding adjacent or nearby suitable habitat
available to owls. If no suitable habitat is available nearby,
details regarding the creation and funding of artificial
burrows (numbers, location, and type of burrows) and
management activities for relocated owls shall also be
included in the Burrowing Owl Plan. The Project proponent
shall implement the Burrowing Owl Plan following CDFW
and USFWS review and approval.

Preconstruction burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted
no less than 14 days prior to the start of Project-related
activities and within 24 hours prior to ground disturbance,
in accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Ow/
Mitigation (2012 or most recent version). Preconstruction
surveys should be performed by a qualified biologist
following the recommendations and guidelines provided in
the Staff Report on Burrowing Ow/ Mitigation. If the
preconstruction surveys confirm occupied burrowing owl
habitat, Project activities shall be immediately halted. The
qualified biologist shall coordinate with CDFW and prepare
a Burrowing Owl Plan that shall be submitted to CDFVW
and USFWS for review and approval prior to commencing
Project activities.

Pre-construction
surveys: No less
than 14 days prior
to start of Project-
related activities
and within 24
hours prior to
ground
disturbance.

MM BIO-[E]: Construction Noise Impacts to Biological
Resources

During all Project construction, the City of Calipatria shall
restrict use of equipment to hours least likely to disrupt
wildlife (e.g., not at night or in early morning) and restrict
use of generators except for temporary use in
emergencies. Power to sites can be provided by solar PV
(photovoltaic) systems, cogeneration systems (natural gas
generator), small micro-hydroelectric systems, or small
wind turbine systems. The City shall ensure use of noise
suppression devices such as mufflers or enclosure for
generators. Sounds generated from any means must be
below the 55-60 dB range within 50-feet from the source.

During Project
activities.

City of Calipatria

MM BIO-[F]: Artificial Nighttime Light
During Project construction and operation, the City of
Calipatria shall eliminate all nonessential lighting

During Project
construction

City of Calipatria

1-20
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throughout the Project area and avoid or limit the use of activities and
artificial light during the hours of dawn and dusk when operation.

many wildlife species are most active. The City shall
ensure that lighting for Project activities is shielded, cast
downward, and does not spill over onto other properties or
upward inte the night sky (see the International Dark-Sky
Assaciation standards at http://darksky.org/). The City 1-20
shall ensure use LED lighting with a correlated color
temperature of 3,000 Kelvins or less, proper disposal of
hazardous waste, and recycling of lighting that contains
toxic compounds with a qualified recycler.
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2.5 Letter 1 — City of Calipatria Response to Comments

Response to Comment 1-1: The comment provides introductory remarks and thanks
the city for the opportunity to provide comments on the draft IS/MND. The
comment does not address the adequacy of the environmental analysis;
therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are
necessary.

Response to Comment 1-2: The comment provides a description of the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (CDFW) role as a responsible agency under
CEQA. The comment does not address the adequacy of the environmental
analysis; therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this
comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 1-3: The comment provides a summary of the Eastside Specific
Plan and includes information on the project’s objective and location. The
comment does not address the adequacy of the environmental analysis;
therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are
necessary.

Response to Comment 1-4: The comment begins by stating CDFW'’s jurisdiction over
the conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and
habitat necessary for biologically sustainable populations of those species. The
commenter then proceeds to state that the IS/MND lacks a complete and
accurate assessment of biological resources on the project site and
recommends that additional information be added to the revised IS/MND to
reduce impacts to less than significant. This comment serves as a transition to
later comments in the comment letter and a response for each one has been
included in the following response to comments. As such no changes to the
Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 1-5: The comment begins by stating that CEQA is predicated
on a complete and accurate description of the proposed project. It continues by
stating that the draft IS/MND does not identify the Assessor’s Parcel Numbers
(APN) over which the proposed project will take place. The commenter then
recommends that the city analyzes all potential impacts to biological resources
resulting from future developments and include avoidance, minimization, and
mitigation measures to reduce the impacts to less than significant. The comment
has been noted, and Appendix A was added which includes the addresses and
APNs of all properties within the Eastside Specific Plan. The project description
on Page 2 of the Revised IS/MND was also updated to provide more detailed
information on the proposed project.
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Additionally, the Eastside Specific Plan is a planning level document and does
not approve or entitle any development project. All future projects will still be
subject to the requirements under CEQA and submit all environmental
documents to the State Clearing House for review and posting. As such no
changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 1-6: The comment begins by stating CDFWs concern that the
assessment of the existing environmental setting has not been adequately
analyzed in the draft IS/MND. The commenter then states that the project has
the potential to support wildlife, and an assessment should be conducted with
mitigation measures to be implemented to reduce the impact to less than
significant. As previously stated, the Eastside Specific Plan is a planning level
document and does not approve or entitle any development project. All future
projects will still be subject to the requirements under CEQA and submit all
environmental documents to the State Clearing House for review and posting.
As such no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are
necessary.

Response to Comment 1-7: The comment begins by stating CDFWs concern that the
mitigation measures on the draft IS/MND are not adequate to avoid or reduce
impacts to biological resources to less than significant. CDFW recommends
adding mitigation measures for the assessment of biological resources, nesting
birds, burrowing owl, construction noise, artificial nighttime light, and CDFWs
streambed alteration program. This comment serves as a transition to later
comments in the comment letter and a response for each one has been included
in the following response to comments. As such no changes to the Revised
IS/MND in response to this comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 1-8: The comment begins by stating that the draft IS/MND does
not analyze impacts to biological resources associated with the timing of project
construction and potential construction activities. The MND should acknowledge
that if the Project site is left vacant or graded and inactive in the interim period
between construction phases, environmental conditions may change.
Additionally, the Project proponent has not adequately addressed stormwater
issues and potential improvements have yet to be identified. Addressing the
stormwater issue may result in improvements that could impact biological
resources.

The commenter recommends that the revised IS/MND should analyze impacts
to biological resources resulting from an extended timeline for project activities,
pauses in construction, and impacts due to specific construction activities such
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project construction, surveys for burrowing owl be conducted for the entirety of
the project site by a qualified biologist in accordance with the Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012 or most recent version). This comment
has been noted, and mitigation measure BIO-7 was incorporated into the
Revised IS/MND which states the following:

BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys

No less than 60 days prior to the start of project-related activities within the
Eastside Specific Plan, a burrowing owl habitat assessment shall be conducted
by a qualified biologist according to the specifications of the Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (Department of Fish and Game, March 2012 or most
recent version).

If the habitat assessment demonstrates suitable burrowing owl habitat, then
focused burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted by a qualified biologist in
accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (2012 or most
recent version). If burrowing owls are detected during the focused surveys, the
qualified biologist and project proponent shall prepare a Burrowing Owl Plan that
shall be submitted to CDFW for review and approval prior to commencing
Project activities. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall describe proposed avoidance,
monitoring, relocation, minimization, and/or mitigation actions. The Burrowing
Owl Plan shall include the number and location of occupied burrow sites, acres
of burrowing owl habitat that will be impacted, details of site monitoring, and
details on proposed buffers and other avoidance measures if avoidance is
proposed. If impacts to occupied burrowing owl habitat or burrow cannot be
avoided, the Burrowing Owl Plan shall also describe minimization and
compensatory mitigation actions that will be implemented. Proposed
implementation of burrow exclusion and closure should only be considered as a
last resort, after all other options have been evaluated as exclusion is not in itself
an avoidance, minimization, or mitigation method and has the possibility to result
in take. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall identify compensatory mitigation for the
temporary or permanent loss of occupied burrow(s) and habitat consistent with
the “Mitigation Impacts” section of the 2012 Staff Report and shall implement
CDFW-approved mitigation prior to initiation of Project activities. If impacts to
occupied burrows cannot be avoided, information shall be provided regarding
adjacent or nearby suitable habitat available to owls. If no suitable habitat is
available nearby, details regarding the creation and funding of artificial burrows
(numbers, location, and type of burrows) and management activities for
relocated owls shall also be included in the Burrowing Owl Plan. The Project
proponent shall implement the Burrowing Owl Plan following CDFW and
USFWS review and approval.

Preconstruction burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted no less than 14 days
prior to the start of Project-related activities and within 24 hours prior to ground
disturbance, in accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation
(2012 or most recent version). Preconstruction surveys should be performed by
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a qualified biologist following the recommendations and guidelines provided in
the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation. If the preconstruction surveys
confirm occupied burrowing owl habitat, Project activities shall be immediately
halted. The qualified biologist shall coordinate with CDFW and prepare a
Burrowing Owl Plan that shall be submitted to CDFW and USFWS for review
and approval prior to commencing Project activities.

Response to Comment 1-14: The comment begins by stating that the draft IS/MND does
not include sufficient mitigation measures to avoid or reduce impacts to
biological resources from construction noise to a level less than significant. The
comment continues by stating that the draft IS/MND specifies that the project
would result in a substantial temporary noise increase from the operation of
equipment for on-site construction activities which can reach up to 80 dBA but
includes no analysis of the impacts of construction noise on biological resources.
These levels exceed exposure levels that may adversely affect wildlife species
at 55 to 60 dBA. Construction may result in substantial noise through road use,
equipment, and other Project-related activities. This may adversely affect wildlife
species in several ways as wildlife responses to noise can occur at exposure
levels of only 55 to 60 dB.

Because of the potential for construction noise to negatively impact wildlife,
CDFW recommends that the revised IS/MND include an analysis of impacts to
biological resources and specific avoidance and minimization measures to
ensure that impacts to wildlife are avoided or reduced to less than significant.
Although the draft IS/MND includes mitigation measure NOI-1, CDFW considers
the measure to be insufficient in scope and timing to reduce impacts to biological
resources to a level less than significant. This comment has been noted, and
mitigation measure BIO-8 was incorporated into the Revised IS/MND which
states the following:

BIO-8: Construction Noise Impacts to Biological Resources

During all project construction within the Eastside Specific Plan, the City of
Calipatria shall restrict use of equipment to hours least likely to disrupt wildlife
(e.g., not at night or in early morning) and restrict use of generators except for
temporary use in emergencies. Power to sites can be provided by solar PV
(photovoltaic) systems, cogeneration systems (natural gas generator), small
micro-hydroelectric systems, or small wind turbine systems. The City shall
ensure use of noise suppression devices such as mufflers or enclosure for
generators. Sounds generated from any means must be below the 55-60 dB
range within 50-feet from the source.
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Response to Comment 1-15: The comment begins by stating that the draft IS/MND does
not analyze impacts to biological resources from artificial nighttime light and
includes no mitigation measures to avoid or reduce impacts to biological
resources to a level less than significant. The direct and indirect impacts of
artificial nighttime lighting on biological resources including migratory birds that
fly at night, bats, and other nocturnal and crepuscular wildlife should be
analyzed, and appropriate avoidance and minimization measures to reduce
impacts to less than significant should be included in a revised IS/MND.

Because of the potential for artificial nighttime light to negatively impact wildlife,
CDFW recommends the revised IS/MND include an analysis of impacts to
biological resources and specific avoidance and minimization measures to
ensure that impacts to wildlife are reduced to less than significant. This comment
has been noted, and mitigation measure BIO-9 was incorporated into the
Revised IS/MND which states the following:

BIO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light

During project construction and operation, the City of Calipatria shall eliminate
all nonessential lighting throughout the project area and avoid or limit the use of
artificial light during the hours of dawn and dusk when many wildlife species are
most active. The City shall ensure that lighting for project activities is shielded,
cast downward, and does not spill over onto other properties or upward into the
night sky (see the International Dark-Sky Association standards at
http://darksky.org/). The City shall ensure use LED lighting with a correlated
color temperature of 3,000 Kelvins or less, proper disposal of hazardous waste,
and recycling of lighting that contains toxic compounds with a qualified recycler.

Response to Comment 1-16: The comment provides instructions and website links for
submitting CEQA documents and project surveys to the state for review. The
comment does not address the adequacy of the environmental analysis;
therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are
necessary.

Response to Comment 1-17: The comment provides information on CDFW
environmental submittals and filing fees. The comment does not address the
adequacy of the environmental analysis; therefore, no changes to the Revised
IS/MND in response to this comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 1-18: The comment provides closing remarks and contact
information to send any questions regarding the review letter. The comment also
reiterates the inclusion of the recommended mitigation measures to the revised

30|Page



IS/MND and instructs the City to recirculate the revised IS/MND for review and
comments. The draft IS/MND was revised to include all recommended mitigation
measures and is scheduled for a second 30-day comment and review period as
recommended CDFW.

Response to Comment 1-19: The comment provides references for the information cited
throughout the comment letter. The comment does not address the adequacy of
the environmental analysis; therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in
response to this comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 1-20: The comment provides a table with the mitigation
measures CDFW recommended be added or modified in the Revised IS/MND.
A response for each comment and mitigation measure has already been
addressed in prior responses; therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in
response to this comment are necessary.

31|Page



Letter 2 - California Department of Transportation, Maurice A. Eaton, (Pg. 1 of 5)

CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

Cadlifornia Department of Transportation

DISTRICT 11

4050 TAYLOR STREET, MS-240

SAN DIEGO, CA 92110

[619) 709-5152 | FAX (619) 688-4299 TTY 711
www.dot.ca.gov

August 17, 2023

11-IMP-115

PM 34.40

City of Calipatria Eastside Specific Plan
MND/SCH #2023070424

Ms. Laura Gutierrez
City Manager

City of Calipatria

125 North Park Ave
Calipatria, CA 92233

Dear Ms. Gufierrez:
Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation {Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the City of
Cdlipatria Eastside Speciflic Plan located near State Route 115 (SR-115). The mission of
Caltrans is to provide a safe and reliable fransportation network that serves all people
and respects the environment. The Local Development Review (LDR) Program reviews
land use projects and plans fo ensure consistency with our mission and state planning
pricrities.

Safety is one of Caltrans' strategic goals. Caltrans strives to make the year 2050
the first year without a single death or serious injury on California’s roads. We are
striving for more equitable outcomes for the fransportation network’s diverse
users. To achieve these ambitious goals, we will pursue meaningful
collaboration with our partners. We encourage the implementation of new 21
technologies, innovations, and best practices that will enhance the safety on
the fransportation network. These pursuits are both ambitious and urgent, and
their accomplishment involves a focused departure from the status quo as we
continue to institutionalize safety in all our work.

Caltrans is committed to pricritizing projects that are equitable and provide
meaningful benefits to historically underserved communities, to ultimately improve
fransportation accessibility and qudality of life for people in the communities we serve.

We look forward to working with the City of Calipatria in areas where the City and
Caltrans have joint jurisdiction to improve the transpertation network and connections

"Provide a safe and reliable franspertation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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Page 2

between various modes of travel, with the goal of improving the experience of those

who use the transportation system. 21
Traffic Engineering and Analysis -1
Cadltrans standard practice is to follow the Transportation Research Board's (TRB)
Access Management Manual 2014. It recommends reducing access points onto
Caltrans Highways to improve livability and reduce conflict areas for all users on streets
and sidewalks.
Therefore, Caltrans recommends:
e All access from future developments east of the railroad will not be allowed to 2-2

access the SR-115. All access will need to be through the side streets, S. Brown
Ave, Industrial Ave, and Commercial Ave.

e All access from future developments west of the railroad to the SR-115 will need
to be reviewed by Cadlfrans. It will be recommended that access is through S.
Imperial Ave unless the parcel is landlocked.

Design

Considering the amount of development planned there will be a much higher traffic
volume in the area once dll projects are complete. This willimpact the level of
protection pedestrians will need at crossings, and a change in safety measures for 2-3
road users may be imminent. Further coordination between the City of Cdlipatria and
Caltrans is recommended moving forward.

Planning

As part of the City’s 2022 Housing Element update, Caltrans requests that the
City include discussions and mapping/graphics that describe the City's existing
and future housing inventory per the City’s Regional Housing Needs
Assessment (RHNA).

Housing-element law requires a quantification of each jurisdiction’s share of the
regional housing need as established in the RHNA Plan prepared by the jurisdiction’s 2.4
metropolitan planning organization (MPO) or council of governments.

In accordance with Cdlifornia Government Code Sections 65583 and 65584, housing
elements shall contain an analysis of population and employment trends and
documentation of projections and quantification of the locdlity’s existing and
projected housing needs for all income levels. These projected needs shall include the
locdality’s share of the regional housing needs (ie. RHNA) per Government Code
Section 65584.

“Provide a safe and reliable fransportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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Complete Streets and Mobility Network

Cadltrans views all transportation improvements as opportunities to improve safety,
access, and mobility for all fravelers in California and recognizes bicycle, pedestrian,
and transit modes as integral elements of the transportation network. Cdaltrans
supports improved transit accommodation through the provision of Park and Ride
facilities, improved bicycle and pedestrian access and safety improvements, signal
prioritization for transit, bus on shoulders, ramp improvements, or other enhancements
that promotes a complete and integrated transportation network. Early coordination
with Caltrans, in locations that may affect both Caltrans and the City of Calipatriq, is
encouraged.

To reduce greenhouse gas emissions and achieve Cdlifornia’s Climate Change target, 2-5
Cadltrans is implementing Complete Streets and Climate Change policies into State
Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) projects to meet multi-modal
mobility needs. Caltrans looks forward to working with the City to evaluate potential
Complete Streets projects.

Bicycle, pedestrian, and public transit access during construction is important.
Mitigation to maintain bicycle, pedestrian, and public transit access during
construction is in accordance with Caltrans’ goals and policies.

Land Use and Smart Growth

Caltrans recognizes there is a strong link between transportation and land use.
Development can have a significant impact on traffic and congestion on State
transportation facilities. In particular, the pattern of land use can affect both local
vehicle miles traveled and the number of trips. Caltrans supports collaboration with 2-6
local agencies to work towards a safe, functional, inferconnected, multi-moddll
transportation network integrated through applicable “smart growth” type land use
planning and policies.

Noise

The applicant must be informed that in accordance with 23 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) 772, the Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is not responsible 2.7
for existing or future traffic noise impacts associated with the existing configuration of
Route 115.

Environmental

Caltrans welcomes the opportunity to be a Responsible Agency under the Cdlifornia
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as we have some discretionary authority of a
portion of the project that is in Caltrans’ R/W through the form of an encroachment 2-8
permit process. We look forward to the coordination of our efforts to ensure that
Caltrans can adopt the alternative and/or mitigation measure for our R/W. We would

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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appreciate meeting with you to discuss the elements of the EIR that Caltrans will use
for our subsequent environmental compliance.

An encroachment permit will be required for any work within the Calfrans’ R/W prior to
construction. As part of the encroachment permit process, the applicant must provide
approved final environmental documents for this project, corresponding technical
studies, and necessary regulatory and resource agency permits. Specifically, CEQA
determination or exemption. The supporting documents must address all
environmental impacts within the Caltrans’ R/W and address any impacts from
avoidance and/or mitigation measures. 2-8

We recommend that this project specifically identifies and assesses potential impacts
caused by the project orimpacts from mitigation efforts that occur within Caltrans’
R/W that includes impacts to the natural environment, infrastructure including but not
limited to highwayys, roadways, structures, intelligent transportation systems elements,
on-ramps and off-ramps, and appurtenant features including but not limited to
fencing, lighting, signage, drainage, guardrail, slopes and landscaping. Caltrans is
interested in any additional mitigation measures identified for the project’s draft
Environmental Document.

Broadband

Caltrans recognizes that teleworking and remote learning lessen the impacts of traffic
on our roadways and surrounding communities. This reduces the amount of VMT and

decreases the amount of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and other pollutants. The 2.9
availability of affordable and reliable, high-speed broadband is a key component in

supporting fravel demand management and reaching the state’s transportation and
climate action goals.

Right-of-Way
e Per Business and Profession Code 8771, perpetuation of survey monuments by a
licensed land surveyor is required, if they are being destroyed by any construction.

e Any work performed within Caltrans’ R/W will require discretionary review
and approval by Caltrans and an encroachment permit will be required for
any work within the Caltfrans’ R/W prior to construction. As part of the
encroachment permit process, the applicant must provide an approved
final environmental document including CEQA determination addressing
any environmental impacts with the Caltrans’ R/W, and any corresponding
technical studies.

Additional information regarding encroachment permits may be obtained by 211
contacting the Caltrans Permits Office at (619) 688-6158 or emailing

“Provide a safe and reliable tfransportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”
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D11.Permits@dot.ca.gov or by visiting the website at
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/iraffic-operations/ep. Early coordination with
Caltrans is strongly advised for all encroachment permits.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact Shannon Aston, LDR
Coordinator, at (619) 992-0628 or by e-mdil sent to shannon.aston@dot.ca.gov.

Sincerely,
His Bl fon
MAURICE A. EATON

Branch Chief
Local Development Review

“Provide a safe and reliable fransportatien network that serves all pecple and respects the environment™
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2.6 Letter 2 - City of Calipatria Response to Comments

Response to Comment 2-1: The comment provides introductory remarks and a
description of the objectives and commitments of the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans). Since the comment does not address the adequacy
of the environmental analysis, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response
to this comment is necessary.

Response to Comment 2-2: The comment begins by stating Caltrans standard practice
under the Transportation Research Board’s (TRB) Access Management Manual
2014 and suggests reducing access points onto Caltrans Highways. The
commenter then recommends restricting access to properties through State
Route 115 and instead require access through side streets. This comment has
been noted, and mitigation measures TRANSP-1 and TRANSP-2 were added
to Section XVI of the Revised IS/MND which state the following:

TRANSP-1: Access East of Railroad

Unless the property is landlocked, all access from future developments east of
the railroad, within the Eastside Specific Plan, will not be allowed to access
through SR-115. Developers will be encouraged to establish access to
properties through the side streets (e.g. South Brown Avenue, Industrial
Avenue, Commercial Avenue, etc.).

TRANSP-2: Access West of Railroad

Unless the property is landlocked, all access from future developments west of
the railroad, within the Eastside Specific Plan, will not be allowed to access
through SR-115. Developers will be encouraged to establish access to
properties through the side streets such as South Imperial Avenue.

Response to Comment 2-3: The comment begins by stating that the amount of future
development in the Eastside Specific Plan will increase the traffic volume and
impact pedestrian protection at crossings which may require a change in safety
measures for road users. The commenter then recommends further
coordination between the Caltrans and the City of Calipatria moving forward.
The City of Calipatria already requires all developers to coordinate with Caltrans
for any projects on or near any Caltrans facilities.

As a planning level document, the Eastside Specific plan will not change the
already established entitlement and review procedures for future developments
in the area. Therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this
comment are necessary.
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Response to Comment 2-4: The comment begins by requesting a discussion and
mapping/graphics describing the City’s Regional Housing Needs Assessment
(RHNA). This comment has been noted, and Section XlI| of the Revised IS/MND
was updated to include a description of the City’s RHNA and a map of the vacant
sites throughout the city.

Response to Comment 2-5: The comment begins by stating Caltrans views on
transportation improvements to improve safety and promote a complete and
integrated transportation network. The commenter then details Caltrans
implementation of complete streets and climate change policies into State
Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) to meet multi-modal
mobility needs. The comment then ends by encouraging coordination between
Caltrans and the City for street projects.

The City of Calipatria has completed numerous street and road projects in the
past few years and has coordinated with Caltrans for all projects on or near any
Caltrans facilities. As a planning level document, the Eastside Specific plan will
not change the already established entitlement and review procedures for future
developments in the area. Therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in
response to this comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 2-6: The comment begins by acknowledging the strong link
between transportation and land use which can have a significant impact on
traffic and congestion. The commenter then describes Caltrans support of
collaboration with local agencies to work towards a safe, functional,
interconnected, multi-modal transportation network. Since the comment does
not address the adequacy of the environmental analysis, no changes to the
Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 2-7: The comment states that applicants for future
developments within the Eastside Specific Plan must be informed that in
accordance with 23 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 772, Caltrans is not
responsible for existing or future traffic noise impacts associated with the
existing configuration of State Route 115. This comment has been noted, and
mitigation measure NOI-1 was added to Section Xll and XVI of the Revised
IS/IMND which states the following:

NOI-1: Highway Noise

Applicants for future developments within the Eastside Specific Plan will be
informed that in accordance with 23 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 772,
the Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is not responsible for existing or
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future traffic noise impacts associated with the existing configuration of Route
115.

Response to Comment 2-8: The comment begins by stating Caltrans role as a
responsible agency under CEQA and the discretionary authority offered to them
for projects encompassing a Caltrans right-of-way. The commenter then states
that any work conducted within Caltrans right-of-way shall apply for an
encroachment permit and provide all necessary documents to Caltrans for
review prior to the start of construction activities. This comment has been noted,
and mitigation measure TRANSP-3 was added to Section Xl and XVI of the
Revised IS/MND which states the following:

TRANSP-3: Caltrans Encroachment Permit

Applicants for future developments within the Eastside Specific Plan shall
acquire an encroachment permit from the Department of Transportation prior to
the start of construction activities within their Right-of-Way.

Response to Comment 2-9: The comment begins by acknowledging that teleworking
and remote learning lessen the impacts of traffic on roadways surrounding
communities. The comment then states that the availability of affordable and
reliable high-speed broadband is a key component in supporting travel demand
management and reaching the state’s transportation and climate action goals.
Since the comment does not address the adequacy of the environmental
analysis, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are
necessary.

Response to Comment 2-10: The comment states that perpetuation of survey
monuments by a licensed land surveyor is required if they are being destroyed
by any construction activity. The commenter then reiterates that an
encroachment permit is required for any work on Caltrans right-of-way. This
comment has been noted, and mitigation measure TRANSP-3 was added as
stated in response to comment 2-8 and mitigation measure TRANSP-4 was
added to Section XVI of the Revised IS/MND which states the following:

TRANSP-4: Perpetuation of Monuments

Per Business and Profession Code 8771, perpetuation of survey monuments
shall be carried out by a licensed land surveyor should any existing monuments
be destroyed by construction activities related to the project.

Response to Comment 2-11: The comment provides the commenter’'s phone number
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and email address for additional information regarding the comment letter. The
comment does not address the adequacy of the environmental analysis;
therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are
necessary.
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Letter 3 - Imperial Irrigation District, Donald Vargas, (Pg. 1 of 3)

7 11D

A u'.lr.lrr.':|'.!f,".~'a.'.lt'.k.u e P

Juby 31, 2023

Mr. Jeorge Gahvan
Cily Plarmer

City of Calipatria

125 Park Streat
Callpatria, CA 82233

SUBJECT: MO to Adopt an MMD for the Cily of Calipalria Eastside Specilic Plan

Dazar Mr. Galvan:

On Juby 14, 2023 the Imperial Imgation District received from the City of Calipatria, the
Motice of Intent to adopt & Miigated Megative Declaration for the City of Calipatsia
Eastside Specfic Plan. In support of the City of Calipatia Howsing Element gosels,
abjectives, and pobicies, the Cily is developing the Eastside Specific Plan o provide land
uss sirategles and infrastrecture goals for the eastam porion of the city. To encourage
thz buildout of this underdeveloped segment, a plan for new RC (Rasidential Commarcial
Mixad-Use), Rl {Residential Industrial Mixed-Uss), and Cl {Commenzlal Industral) 2oneng
dasignations has besn developed for Planning Commession review and consideration.
The SP site is located east of Industrial Avenue, south of Young Foad, north of Date
Strest, and west of East Avenusa on the sast side of the city of Calipatria, CA.

Tha IlD has revdewed the Indial Study and MKD has the following comments:

31

1. For any prospective developer requiring alectrical service within the Specific Plan,
tha City should refaer tha devalopsr to Gabrial Ramirez, [ID project denalopmeant
sendcn planner. Wi, Ramirez can be conlacbed al {T60) 339-9267 ar by g-mail at
gramirez{@iid.com 1o inftiate the customer ssrvice application process. In addition
to  submitling a formal  application  (available a1 the district website
hitp: Nanww lid . comdhome/showdocument Md=128235), the developer will e
raquired o submit an AuioCAD file of site plan, approvad electrical plans, electricsl
panil size and panel location, operating vollage, slecirical lnads, peekect schedule,
and the appbcable fees, permite, sssements and ervdonmental compllance
documentation partaining 1o the provision of alectrical service to the propect. The
applicant shall be responsible for all costs and mitigation measunes retaled 1o
prowviding elecirical service to the project.

32

2, Electrical capacity g limited In the Specific Plen area. A circuit shedy may be
reqguired, Any systam improvemants or mitigation identified i the circuit stedy to

MPERIAL IFRICATION CISTRICT - POURCK 91T . IMFEALAL, CAR2E51

3-3
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Letter 3 - Imperial Irrigation District, Donald Vargas, (Pg. 2 of 3)

Jearge Gakan
Juty 31, 2023
Faga £

snable the provision of electrical sarvice to the project shall be the financial | <2
regponaibility of the developer. Con't

3. Applicant shall provide & sureeyed legal description and an associated exhibi
carified by a licensed suryor for all ights of way deemed by 1D as necaseary | 5 4
to accommodate the project  electrical  infrastructure.  Rights-of-Way  and
agsements shall be in a form acceptable to and at no cost fo 1D for installaton,
operation, and maintenance of all eleciical facililies, A1

4, Deeelopers will be required 1o provide rights of ways and easements for any
proposad power line extensions andior any other infrastructure needed o serve | 2.5
tha projact as well as the necassary accass to allow for continuad oparation and
mainienancs of any 11D facilities located on adjoining propedias,

5. Allhcasgh the proposed Cily of Calipalria Easlside Specific Plan does nol proposes,
authorize, or entitle any new development, for fulure development consldearation,
pleasa nota that the E Drain is located along tha northam boundany of the Specific
Flan, As new developments are propossd, these projects will each nead 10 be 3-8
revismed on & cass by cass basis for potential impacie and mitigation to (1D Weter
Deparimend Facililies. For mong information, fulure and polential dewelopers should
contact 1D Water Department Enginesning Servicas at {T80) 33090285,

B, Any conslruclion of operation on 1D prapery of within its existing and proposed
right of way or easamants including but not limited to: aurfaca improvements such
a5 proposed new sireets. driveways, parking lols, landscape; and all waler, sewar,
atorm water, or &ny other above ground or underground wlilities; will reguire an
ancroachment  parmil, or encroachmend  agresment  (depending on the 7
clrcumstances). A copy of the (1D encroachment permit applicaton and instructions
for E= completion are available st the website hbips:iweesid.comdabout-
ididepanment-directoryreal-estate. The distict Real Estate Section should be
contacted at { M80) 339-923% for additional information regarding encroachment.

7. In addition to I1D's recorded easements, 1D claims, at @ minemum, a prescripiive
right of way to the foe of slope of all exasting canals and drains. Where space is
limited and depanding upon tha apecifica of adipcent modificationa, the 1D may
claim additional eacondary easements/prescrptiva rights of waya to ensure | 3-8
oparation and mainlenance of ID°s facilibes can be maintained and ara not
impacted and If mpacied mitigated. Thus, 1D should be consulted prior o the
installation of any faciliies adjacani to IID'e facilibes. Cerain conditions may be
placed on adjacent facilities 1o miligale or avoid impacts o 1D's faclies,

B. Any new, relocated, modified or reconstructed 1D facilites reguired for and by the 3.0
project fwhich can include but s nod limiled o elecirical uliity substations, elecirical
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Letter 3 - Imperial Irrigation District, Donald Vargas, (Pg. 3 of 3)

Japrge Gakdan
July 31, 2023
Paga 3

transmission and distribudion lines, water deliveres, canals, drains, eic.) need to
be included as part of the project's Califomia Environmental Quality Act andior
Mational Emvironmantal Policy Act documeantation, environmental Imgact analysis | 1 g

and mitigation. Failure to do 50 will resull in postponement of any construction | -0+
andor modification of D facliities untll such tie as the environrmental
docurmentation is amended and environmental impacts are fully anshezed. Any amd
all mitigation necessary as & result of the construction, relocation andfor upgrade
af 1D facilities is the responsibiity of the project proponent. a4
Should you have any questions, pleass do not hesitale to confact me at 7E0-482-3609 or| 3-10
al dargasgiid com, Thank yau for the opportunity 1o commant on this matiar.

2

Cl:umplar'n::a Administrator |l

Seegiz T ~ Inierie Garen | Menagsr
Hiks Padters - Masage, Wiss Dax
e Ay - il 2 By Dept

MERREA B Bree v Wigd_ Ereigp Dsm
Dyl Bothiey - Mgl of Dedabuion 3nea. & Mind Ooera . Esegry Dapd
Hodbrooh - Carorsd Couraal
Hichzal P. Esrmg - =enarnl Mem 5 sad Ang & Ervvirer. Tamplarcs

Laas Corammed ~ fapardsor, Rasl B s
e Hhrnay - Evdronaenesl Pegsct Mg, 51, Wesr [
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2.7 Letter 3 — City of Calipatria Response to Comments

Response to Comment 3-1: The comment provides introductory remarks and a
description of the Eastside Specific Plan. Since the comment does not address
the adequacy of the environmental analysis, no changes to the Revised IS/MND
in response to this comment is necessary.

Response to Comment 3-2: The comment provides contact information and a detailed
description of the application and submittal requirements for the provision of
electrical services within the project area. No additional information or
comments are provided. Since the comment does not address the adequacy of
the environmental analysis, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to
this comment is necessary.

Response to Comment 3-3: The commenter states that electrical capacity is limited in
the area. Thus, requiring future development projects within the area to prepare
a circuit study and require the cost of all system improvements to be covered by
the developer. The City of Calipatria already requires developers to coordinate
with the Imperial Irrigation District (1ID) for the provision of electrical services as
part of the entitlement process. Said developers are also responsible for the
costs of any studies and system upgrades required by the IID for their project.

As a planning level document, the Eastside Specific plan will not change the
already established entitlement and review procedures for future developments
in the area. Therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this
comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 3-4: The commenter requires applicants of future developments
to provide a surveyed legal description and associated exhibit certified by a
licensed land surveyor for all necessary IID right-of-way certifications. Said
rights-of-way are necessary to accommodate the required electrical
infrastructure to service a proposed development. Applicants shall be
responsible for all costs associated with any required easements, rights-of-way,
operation, and maintenance of any required electrical facilities. The City of
Calipatria already requires developers to coordinate with the 11D for the provision
of electrical services as part of the entitlement process.

Under the already established entitlement process, all applicants are required
to comply with any conditions or requirements outlined by the |ID for the
provision of electrical services. As a planning level document, the Eastside
Specific plan will not change the already established entitlement and review
procedures for future developments in the area. Therefore, no changes to the
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Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 3-5: The comment states that developers will be required to
provide rights-of-way and easements for any proposed infrastructure needed to
serve the project as well as the necessary access to allow for continued
operation and maintenance of any IID facilities located on adjoining properties.
As stated in the previous comment, the City of Calipatria’s current entitlement
process requires all applicants are required to comply with any conditions or
requirements outlined by the IID for the provision of electrical services. As a
planning level document, the Eastside Specific plan will not change the already
established entitlement and review procedures for future developments in the
area. Therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this
comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 3-6: The comment begins by acknowledging that the Eastside
Specific Plan does not approve nor entitle any developments, but also notes
that all future developments located adjacent to the E Drain located along the
northern boundary of the Specific Plan will be reviewed on a case by case basis
for any potential impacts. The commenter also recommends that future
developers reach out to the IID for additional information. The City of Calipatria
already requires developers to coordinate with the Imperial Irrigation District
(IID) for the provision of electrical services as part of the entitlement process.
Said procedures include a review of the project site by the IID and compliance
with any conditions and costs placed by the IID.

As a planning level document, the Eastside Specific plan will not change the
already established entitlement and review procedures for future developments
in the area. Therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this
comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 3-7: The comment begins by stating that any work conducted
on or within 11D property, easements, or rights-of-way require the approval of an
encroachment permit from the IID. The commenter then provides contact
information and a link to access the required encroachment permit documents.
The City of Calipatria already requires developers to coordinate with the 11D for
the provision of electrical services as part of the entitlement process. Said
procedures include a review of the project site by the 1ID and compliance with
any conditions and costs placed by the IID.

As a planning level document, the Eastside Specific plan will not change the
already established entitlement and review procedures for future developments
in the area. Therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this
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comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 3-8: The comment begins by stating that the [ID may claim
additionally secondary easement/prescriptive rights-of-ways to ensure the
operation and maintenance of 11D facilities. The commenter then states that the
IID should be consulted prior to the installation of any facilities adjacent to 11D
facilities and conditions may be placed by the IID to mitigate or avoid impacts to
IID facilities. The City of Calipatria already requires developers to coordinate
with the IID for the provision of electrical services as part of the entitlement
process. Said developers are also responsible for the costs of any studies and
system upgrades required by the IID for their project. Said procedures include
a review of the project site by the |ID and compliance with any conditions and
costs placed by the IID.

As a planning level document, the Eastside Specific plan will not change the
already established entitlement and review procedures for future developments
in the area. Therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this
comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 3-9: The comment begins by stating that any new, relocated, or
reconstructed IID facilities required for and by the project need to be included
as part of the project’'s environmental documentation. The commenter then
states that failure to do so may delay the project until the environmental
certification has been completed and any costs shall be covered by the
applicant. The City of Calipatria already requires developers to comply with the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

As a planning level document, the Eastside Specific plan will not change the
already established entitlement and review procedures for future developments
in the area. Therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this
comment are necessary.

Response to Comment 3-10: The comment provides the commenter’s phone number
and email address for additional information regarding the comment letter. The
comment does not address the adequacy of the environmental analysis;
therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are
necessary.
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3.0 Errata and Changes to the Draft IS/MND

3.1 Revisions

Minor editorial and grammatical revisions were made in the Revised IS/MND in the
following sections:

Revisions to the IS/MND based on the California Department of Fish and Wildlife

Cover Page (Page 1)
Introduction Page (Pages 2 - 4)
Section V. Cultural Resources (Pages 23 -24)

Section VI. Geology and Soils (Pages 26)
Section VII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Pages 28)

Section VIII. Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Pages 30)
Section IX. Hydrology and Water Quality (Pages 34)

Section X. Land Use and Planning (Pages 36)

Section XIV. Public Services (Pages 45)

Section XV. (Recreation (Pages 46)

Section XVII. Utilities and Service Systems Discussion (Pages 51)
Appendix A (Added)

Appendix B (Added)

comment letter (Letter 1) received:

Revisions associated with comment 1-5: Appendix A was attached to the
Revised IS/MND. The appendix provides the assessor’s parcel numbers (APNs)
and addresses of all properties within the Eastside Specific Plan. Furthermore,
page 2 of the IS/MND under project location description of the Introductory section

was revised to include the following text:

“East of Industrial Avenue, south of Young Road, north of Date Street, and
west of East Avenue on the east side of the City of Calipatria. Please See
Exhibit A — Project Vicinity Map. The project encompasses a total of 336
parcels which are each listed with their Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN)
and address in Appendix A — Affected Parcels.”

“The City of Calipatria Housing Element identifies the need for residential
development at various densities and at different affordability levels.
According to the Cycle 6 City of Calipatria Housing Element, housing
development within the city has remained stagnant since 2011 with only two
housing units being developed in that time period. During their analysis of
the vacant parcels within the city, it was determined that the eastern half of
the city has remained severely underdeveloped and holds most of the
identified vacant parcels in the city optimal for a variety of residential and
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mixed-use developments. In furtherance of the Housing Element goals,
objectives, and policies, the City is developing the Eastside Specific Plan to
both encourage and facilitate buildout in this underdeveloped segment of
the city. As a planning document, the Eastside Specific Plan will not approve
or entitle any development within the project area. All future developments
will still be required to comply with all the provisions of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Imperial County Air Pollution Control
District (ICAPCD) requirements, and any other federal, state, or local
requirements as applicable to the project. Furthermore, compliance with all
the mitigation measures listed in this Revised IS/MND will also be required
as applicable. The segment of the city encompassing the Eastside Specific
Plan is currently composed of the following zoning designations:

e R-1 (Low Density Residential)
e R-2 (Medium Density Multi-Family Residential)
e R-3 (High Density Multi-Family Residential)

e CP (Commercial Professional)

e 0OS-G (General Open Space)

e DC (Downtown Core)

e M-1 (Light Manufacturing and Industrial)

The Eastside Specific Plan will rezone large segments of the city bordering
and south of Main Street (State Route 115) as shown on the vicinity map
on page 6 of the revised IS/MND. Properties bordering Main Street (State
Route 115) will be rezoned from CP and R-2 to RC (Residential Commercial
Mixed-Use) which will permit single and multi-family developments along
with light commercial uses. While medium commercial uses will be allowed,
said uses will be limited to the acquisition of either a conditional use permit
or minor use permit. This procedure will review all aspects of the proposed
developments to ensure that all potential impacts to surrounding residential
developments are eliminated or reduced to a less than significant amount.
Additionally, commercial _developments adjacent to residential
developments are required to follow stricter development standards, such
as increased setbacks, to further reduce the impacts said developments
may have to adjacent residential uses. Properties south of Main Street
(State Route 115) will be rezoned from M-1, R-2, and R-3 to Rl (Residential
Industrial Mixed-Use). This new designation will allow all types of residential
developments along with light industrial uses. Like the RC zone, all light
industrial developments in the Rl zone are allowed while medium industrial
developments will be subject to either a conditional use permit and minor
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use permit and will be subject to stricter development standards to reduce
the impact to surrounding residential developments to a less than significant
amount. A small segment across the railroad tracks along Main Street
(State Route 115) will be rezoned from DC to Cl (Commercial Industrial)
which will retain _the existing commercial uses but will also permit light
industrial uses. Any heavier industrial or commercial use will require either
a_conditional use permit or minor use permit and will follow stricter
development standards when adjacent to a residential development. All
existing OS-G and R-1 zones north of Main Street (State Route 115) will

remain unchanqed Jrn—qutheFanee—ef—the—Heusmg—Elemem—geal&

¢ Revisions associated with comments 1-8, and 1-10 through 1-15: Pages 15
through 22 of Section IV. Biological Resources were revised as follows:

“Background:

The proposed project would involve a Re-Zone and General Plan
Amendment to accommodate Residential/Industrial and
Residential/Commercial mixed-uses along with Commercial/Industrial uses.
Although the project site is within an urban setting surrounded by active
traffic routes, utility extensions will impact undisturbed areas that may affect
biological resources. While the Eastside Specific Plan is a planning level
document and does not approve nor entitle any developments, mitigation
measures were _incorporated as recommended by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). These measures are intended to
reduce any potential impacts to biological resources in or near the project
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES DISCUSSION

a) Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Is Incorporated. The
Imperial Valley has most of the Burrowing Owls in Southern
California. Irrigation canals and drains are commonly used by
Burrowing Owls as nesting sites in this area. While the nearest
canals and drains are outside of the Eastside Specific Plan, special
consideration for potential Burrowing Owl nesting sites must be
given. The Burrowing Owl is a CDFW Species of Special Concern
and a Federal Species of Concern and is listed on the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act. The City of Calipatria 2035 General Plan documents at
least 29 biological resource zones within a five-mile radius of the city
where the Burrowing Owl is known to nest. Each of the 29 zones are
located well beyond the City of Calipatria and away from the project
site. Even though no biological resource zones are located within the
city, the proposed project has an abutting canal which are commonly
used by Burrowing Owls as nesting sites. Said canals runaning run
along the northern and eastern boundaries outside of the project
area thus making future developments in the area potentially
significant.

Mitigation Measures

BIO-1: Biological Assessments

Fhe-City-willrfRequire developers to prepare a biological assessment
of agricultural drains before construction or development near these
areas.

Timing/Implementation: During design phase/Project Contractor
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria

BlO-2: State and Federal Conservation and Avoidance
Regulations

Enforce state and federal conservation and avoidance regulations,
through the development review process, for all new development
projects on private property that may potentially impact natural
vegetation communities or biological resources.

Timing/Implementation: During design phase/Project Contractor
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria

BlO-3: Timing of Construction and Construction Activities

Preconstruction surveys completed for future developments within
the Eastside Specific Plan shall be repeated prior to construction
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activities and after pauses, of one (1) month or more, in construction
to assess the presence and potential change of biological resources
on the project site during the pause.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and During Construction/Project
Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria

BlO-4: Assessment of Biological Resources

Prior to construction activities within the Eastside Specific Plan, a
complete and recent inventory of rare, threatened, endangered, and
other sensitive species located within the Project footprint and within
offsite_areas with the potential to be affected, including California
Species of Special Concern (CSSC) and California Fully Protected
Species (Fish and Game Code § 3511), will be completed. Species
to be addressed should include all those which meet the CEQA
definition (CEQA Guidelines § 15380). The inventory should address
seasonal variations in use of the Project area and should not be
limited to resident species. Focused species-specific surveys,
completed by a qualified biologist and conducted at the appropriate
time of year and time of day when the sensitive species are active or
otherwise identifiable are required. Acceptable species-specific
survey procedures should be developed in consultation with CDFW
and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, where necessary. Note that
CDFW generally considers biological field assessments for wildlife to
be valid for a one-year period, and assessments for rare plants may
be considered valid for a period of up to three years. Some aspects
of the proposed project may warrant periodic updated surveys for
certain sensitive taxa, particularly if the project is proposed to occur
over _a protracted time frame, or in phases, or if surveys are
completed during periods of drought.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria
BlO-5: Lake and Stream Alteration (LSA) Program

Prior to project-activities and issuance of any grading permit within
the Eastside Specific Plan, the Project Sponsor shall obtain written
correspondence from the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(CDFW) stating that notification under section 1602 of the Fish and
Game Code is not required for the Project, or the Project Sponsor
shall obtain a CDFW-executed Lake and Streambed Alteration
Agreement, authorizing impacts to Fish and Game Code section
1602 resources associated with the Project.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria
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BlO-6: Avoidance of Nesting Birds

Regardless of the time of year, nesting bird surveys shall be
performed by a qualified avian biologist no more than 3 days prior to
vegetation removal or ground-disturbing activities within the Eastside
Specific Plan. Pre-construction surveys shall focus on both direct
and indirect evidence of nesting, including nest locations and nesting
behavior. The qualified avian biologist will make every effort to avoid
potential nest predation as a result of survey and monitoring efforts.
If active nests are found during the pre-construction nesting bird
surveys, a qualified biologist shall establish an appropriate nest
buffer to be marked on the ground. Nest buffers are species specific
and shall be at least 300 feet for passerines and 500 feet for raptors.
A smaller or larger buffer may be determined by the qualified
biologist familiar with the nesting phenology of the nesting species
and based on nest and buffer monitoring results. Established buffers
shall remain on site until a qualified biologist determines the young
have fledged or the nest is no longer active. Active nests and
adequacy of the established buffer distance shall be monitored daily
by the qualified biologist until the qualified biologist has determined
the young have fledged or the Project has been completed. The
qualified biologist has the authority to stop work if nesting pairs
exhibit signs of disturbance.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria

BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys

No less than 60 days prior to the start of project-related activities
within the Eastside Specific Plan, a burrowing owl habitat
assessment shall be conducted by a qualified biologist according to
the specifications of the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation
(Department of Fish and Game, March 2012 or most recent version).

If the habitat assessment demonstrates suitable burrowing owl
habitat, then focused burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist in accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing
Owl Mitigation (2012 or most recent version). If burrowing owls are
detected during the focused surveys, the qualified biologist and
project proponent shall prepare a Burrowing Owl Plan that shall be
submitted to CDFW for review and approval prior to commencing
Project activities. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall describe proposed
avoidance, monitoring, relocation, minimization, and/or mitigation
actions. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall include the number and
location of occupied burrow sites, acres of burrowing owl habitat that
will be impacted, details of site monitoring, and details on proposed
buffers and other avoidance measures if avoidance is proposed. If
impacts to occupied burrowing owl habitat or burrow cannot be
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avoided, the Burrowing Owl Plan shall also describe minimization
and compensatory mitigation actions that will be implemented.
Proposed implementation of burrow exclusion and closure should
only be considered as a last resort, after all other options have been
evaluated as exclusion is not in itself an avoidance, minimization, or
mitigation method and has the possibility to result in take. The
Burrowing Owl Plan shall identify compensatory mitigation for the
temporary or permanent loss of occupied burrow(s) and habitat
consistent with the “Mitigation Impacts” section of the 2012 Staff
Report and shall implement CDFW-approved mitigation prior to
initiation of Project activities. If impacts to occupied burrows cannot
be avoided, information shall be provided regarding adjacent or
nearby suitable habitat available to owls. If no suitable habitat is
available nearby, details regarding the creation and funding of
artificial burrows (numbers, location, and type of burrows) and
management activities for relocated owls shall also be included in
the Burrowing Owl Plan. The Project proponent shall implement the
Burrowing Owl Plan following CDFW and USFWS review and

approval.

Preconstruction burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted no less
than 14 days prior to the start of Project-related activities and within
24 hours prior to ground disturbance, in accordance with the Staff
Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (2012 or most recent version).
Preconstruction surveys should be performed by a qualified biologist
following the recommendations and guidelines provided in the Staff
Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation. If the preconstruction surveys
confirm occupied burrowing owl habitat, Project activities shall be
immediately halted. The qualified biologist shall coordinate with
CDFW and prepare a Burrowing Owl Plan that shall be submitted to
CDFW and USFWS for review and approval prior to commencing
Project activities.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria

BlO-8: Construction Noise Impacts to Biological Resources

During all project construction within the Eastside Specific Plan, the
City of Calipatria shall restrict use of equipment to hours least likely
to disrupt wildlife (e.g., not at night or in early morning) and restrict
use of generators except for temporary use in emergencies. Power
to sites can be provided by solar PV (photovoltaic) systems,
cogeneration systems (natural gas generator), small micro-
hydroelectric systems, or small wind turbine systems. The City shall
ensure _use of noise suppression devices such as mufflers or
enclosure for generators. Sounds generated from any means must
be below the 55-60 dB range within 50-feet from the source.
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b)

Timing/Implementation: During Construction/Project Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria
BlO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light

During project construction and operation, the City of Calipatria shall
eliminate all nonessential lighting throughout the project area and
avoid or limit the use of artificial light during the hours of dawn and
dusk when many wildlife species are most active. The City shall
ensure that lighting for project activities is shielded, cast downward,
and does not spill over onto other properties or upward into the night
sky (see the International Dark-Sky Association standards at
http://darksky.org/). The City shall ensure use LED lighting with a
correlated color temperature of 3,000 Kelvins or less, proper disposal
of hazardous waste, and recycling of lighting that contains toxic
compounds with a qualified recycler.

Timing/Implementation: During Construction/Project Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria

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?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Is Incorporated. Ne
tmpaet: No riparian communities are present within the project
vicinity. Sensitive habitats are those that are designated either rare
within the region by governmental agencies or known to support
sensitive animal or plant species and/or they serve as “corridors” for
wildlife within the region. Although the western Burrowing Owl
(species of special concern) is not typically spotted in the area, it is
possible to have the owls present due to manmade features such as
the irrigation canals, ditches, drains, and the cultivation of agricultural
crops within the region rather than “native” factors.

Mitigation Measures

Implement Mitigation Measure BlO-1: Biological Assessments.

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-2: State and Federal
Conservation and Avoidance Requlations.

Implement Mitigation Measure BlIO-3: Timing of Construction
and Construction Activities

Implement Mitigation Measure BlO-4: Assessment of Biological
Resources
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d)

Implement Mitigation Measure BIlO-5: Lake and Stream
Alteration (LSA) Program

Implement Mitigation Measure BlO-6: Avoidance of Nesting
Birds

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-8: Construction Noise
Impacts to Biological Resources

Implement Mitigation Measure BlO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light

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?

No Impact. The project site is completely disturbed and what little
vegetation the site contains is weedy and ruderal. Additionally, there
are no federally protected wetlands within the boundaries of the site.
Therefore, the project would have no impact on federally protected
wetlands.

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native 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?

No Impact. Wildlife corridors are linear features that connect large
patches of natural open space and provide avenues for the migration
of animals. The project site is in an urbanized area along the eastern
portion of Calipatria and is not close to any identified wildlife
corridors. Therefore, no impact to interfering with the movement of
wildlife would occur.

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Is Incorporated. As
previously-discussed; While the most of the Eastside Specific Plan
sites are disturbed, projectsite—is—completely—disturbedbut-does
some do contain few ruderal vegetation. No biological resources are
anticipated to be present. However, it is possible that the Burrowing
Owl may be present in the area due to manmade features (e.g.,
canals, ditches) abutting the outside northern and eastern boundary
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of the project area. This may result in owls creating nests within the
brims and banks of agricultural fields. Thus, there is potential for
conflicts to occur regarding Burrowing Owls, a species of special
concern. In addition, nesting birds may be present in on-site
vegetation and could be impacted during construction of future
projects.

Mitigation Measures

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Biological Assessments.

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-2: State and Federal
Conservation and Avoidance Regulations.

Implement Mitigation Measure BlIO-3: Timing of Construction
and Construction Activities

Implement Mitigation Measure BlO-4: Assessment of Biological
Resources

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-5: Lake and Stream
Alteration (LSA) Program

Implement Mitigation Measure BlO-6: Avoidance of Nesting
Birds

Implement Mitigation Measure BlIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-8: Construction Noise
Impacts to Biological Resources

Implement Mitigation Measure BlO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light
BlIO-310: Development Standards

Fhe-City-will-Enforce regulations such as setback requirements, lot
size requirements, building height requirements, density zoning, and
building bulk requirements to reduce encroachment and
development upon sensitive resource areas.

Timing/Implementation: During design phase/Project Contractor
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria

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

No Impact. The proposed project is not located within a local,
regional, or state conservation planning area. The project would
have no impact on an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or
state habitat conservation plan.”
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e Revisions associated with comment 1-9: Page 53 of Section XVIIl. Mandatory
Findings of Significance was revised as follows:

“Potential Significant Unless Mitigation is Incorporated. While the
project site is not commonly inhabited by native wildlife, and there are no
streams or large bodies of water at or near the proposed project site,
historical data has shown the Burrowing Owl and other native species of the
Imperial Valley to reside in locations like the areas surrounding the project
site. To ensure the safety of these native species, mitigation measures from
the Biological Resources segment along with one new measure will be
implemented.

Mitigation Measures

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Biological Assessments.

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-2: State and Federal Conservation
and Avoidance Regulations.

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Development Standards.
MFS-1: Landscaping Requirement

Section 3.10.050 of the Zoning Ordinance requires all proposed
developments to provide landscaping to enhance the appearance of public
street frontages and development projects, conserve water, control soil
erosion _and provide visual buffers where necessary. All applicants are
encouraged to utilize drought resistant and low maintenance local fauna to
meet the landscaping requirement. All other proposed landscaping types
are subject to review, inspection, and approval by the County of Imperial
Agricultural Commissioner’s Office prior to the utilization of such fauna in
the project site. These requirements help prevent the introduction of
nonnative invasive fauna as well as be compatible with local fauna in the
surrounding area. The Ccity will require developers to implement
landscaping, primarily trees, within the project area. Any trees that are
planned for removal will be replaced or relocated within the project site
when possible.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to construction/Project contractor.
Enforcement: City of Calipatria”

Revisions to the IS/MND based on the California Department of Transportation comment
letter (Letter 2) received:

e Revisions associated with comments 2-2, 2-8, and 2-10: Pages 47 through 48
of Section XVI. Biological Resources were revised as follows:

a) “Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of
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the circulation system, considering 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?

Less Than Significant Impact. Developments as a result of the
project will result in a net increase in local traffic. The General Plan
Circulation Element establishes level of service (LOS) standards for
various roadways through the City. The Eastside Specific Plan will
not increase the density of the existing zoning designations but
instead add additional commercial and industrial uses. The City of
Calipatria requires that all high-density projects submit a traffic study
to ensure that the effectiveness and performance measures set forth
on the General Plan_are met. While the impact is expected to be less
than significant, the following mitigation measures were added as a

precaution:
Mitigation Measures
TRANSP-1: Access East of Railroad

Unless the property is landlocked, all access from future
developments east of the railroad, within the Eastside Specific Plan,
will not be allowed to access through SR-115. Developers will be
encouraged to establish access to properties through the side streets
(e.qg. South Brown Avenue, Industrial Avenue, Commercial Avenue,

etc.).

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and During Construction/Project
Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria
TRANSP-2: Access West of Railroad

Unless the property is landlocked, all access from future developments west
of the railroad, within the Eastside Specific Plan, will not be allowed to
access through SR-115. Developers will be encouraged to establish access
to properties through the side streets such as South Imperial Avenue.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and During Construction/Project Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria
TRANSP-3: Caltrans Encroachment Permit

Applicants for future developments within the Eastside Specific Plan shall
acquire an encroachment permit from the Department of Transportation
prior to the start of construction activities within their Right-of-Way.
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Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria
TRANSP-4: Perpetuation of Monuments

Per Business and Profession Code 8771, perpetuation of survey
monuments shall be carried out by a licensed land surveyor should any
existing monuments be destroyed by construction activities related to the

project.
Timing/Implementation: Prior to and During Construction/Project Contractor

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria”

¢ Revisions associated with comment 2-4: Pages 41 through 43 of Section XIII.
Population and Housing were revised as follows:

“‘Background

The proposed project is a re-zoning designation with the implementation of
residential, commercial, and industrial mixed-use. Based on data from the
United States Census Bureau website, Calipatria had an estimated
population of 6,434 people as of July 1, 2021, with a significant decrease
from 2019. This area is currently zoned low density residential, medium
density multi-family residential, high density multi-family residential,
commercial professional, and heavy manufacturing and industrial. The
proposed project will increase developer interest in the City to encourage
development and provide affordable housing to meet the goals set forth on
the Housing Element of the General Plan.

The Housing Element of the General Plan provides the basis for
establishing housing stock that meets the affordability requirements and
other special needs of the community. The City of Calipatria Housing
Element was updated in 2021 for the planning period of 2021-2029 and was
approved by the California Department of Housing and Community
Development.

According to the adopted Housing Element, the City of Calipatria has a
Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) of 18 extremely low, 18 very
low, 21 low, 16 moderate, and 78 above moderate units totaling 151
dwelling units. The RHNA is based upon projected household growth, plus
a _certain number of units needed to account for normal and appropriate
level of vacancies and the replacement of units lost to conversion or
demolition. As shown on Figure 1 below, approximately one third of the
vacant sites within the City of Calipatria are located within the Eastside
Specific Plan. Furthermore, program No. 13 under goal No. 4 of the Housing
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Element consists of evaluating the vacant parcels and land use
designations to provide for a variety of residential types and densities to
fulfill Calipatria’s RHNA. As a result, the Eastside Specific Plan is designed
to provide diverse land use strategies and infrastructure goals for the
eastern portion of the city to encourage the buildout of the underdeveloped
segment of the city.

Figure 1 — City of Calipatria 6" Cycle Housing Element Vacant Properties Map
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Not to Scale

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

Less than Significant Impact. The project proposes a
commercial/industrial additioral use to the City of Calipatria with the
intent to increase developer interest and further create an environment
for economic growth. is—i i
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establish land use strategies and infrastructure goals for the eastern
portion of the city. Its objectives include promoting the development of
underutilized areas, attracting new businesses to vacant parcels, and
encouraging population growth in_alignment with the city’s Housing
Element and General Plan. The main goal is to ensure steady growth
while providing resources for future generations. According to the United
States Census Bureau, the population for Calipatria was 6,515 people
in 2020 and 6,434 people as of 2021, with a total decrease of 1.2%. The
anticipated population increase induced by the project would be
approximately 1.0%, the average city growth according to the U.S.
Census, and then continue towards a well-balanced growth.

Additionally, development standards set forth on the City of Calipatria
Zoning Ordinance will limit the maximum allowed residential density.
These densities are designed to prevent sprawl which is defined as the
rapid expansion of the geographic extent of cities and towns. Therefore,
impacts to inducing substantial population growth are considered less
than significant.

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

No Impact. Approximately 40% of the 134 properties within the project
site are developed while the remaining 55% remains vacant. The City of
Calipatria has only had two single family residential developments
between since 2011 and 2022. There is sufficient vacant land available
to support the expected population growth within the project area. As a
result, the proposed project would not displace substantial numbers of
existing populations requiring construction or replacement housing
elsewhere. The proposed project has the primary intent to fill the vacant
parcels with residential, industrial, and commercial professional
structures. Thus, the project will have no impact.

¢ Revisions associated with comment 2-7: Pages 38 through 39 of Section XII.
Noise were revised as follows:

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?

Less Than Significant Impact. The While the project area is
surrounded by residential land uses which that may experience

some noise levels from affecting-existing—and future developments

within the project site, the noise exposure will not exceed the
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standards established by the local General Plan or Noise Ordinance.
Therefore, any impact would be less than significant. New sources
of noise will be introduced because of the proposed uses within the
project site; however but the proposed residential use is consistent
with the existing surrounding uses based on the City’s Noise/Land
Use Compatibility Matrix. While the impact is expected to be less
than significant, the following mitigation measure was implemented
per the California Department of Transportation’s recommendation.

NOI-1: Highway Noise

Applicants for future developments within the Eastside Specific Plan
will be informed that in accordance with 23 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) 772, the Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
is _not responsible for existing or future traffic noise impacts
associated with the existing configuration of Route 115.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to construction/Project Contractor.

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria”

4.0 Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program

4.1 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Requirements

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21081.6 mandates that the following requirements
shall apply to all reporting or mitigation monitoring programs:

The public agency shall adopt a reporting or monitoring program for the changes
made to the project or conditions of project approval in order to mitigate or avoid
significant effects on the environment. The reporting or monitoring program shall
be designed to ensure compliance during project implementation. For those
changes which have been required or incorporated into the project at the request
of a Responsible Agency or a public agency having jurisdiction by law over natural
resources affected by the project, that agency shall, if so requested by the Lead
Agency or a Responsible Agency, prepare and submit a proposed reporting or
monitoring program.

The Lead Agency shall specify the location and custodian of the documents or
other material, which constitute the record of proceedings upon which its decision
is based. A public agency shall provide measures to mitigate or avoid significant
effects on the environment that are fully enforceable through permit conditions,
agreements, or other measures. Conditions of project approval may be set forth in
referenced documents which address required mitigation measures or in the case
of the adoption of a plan, policy, regulation, or other project, by incorporating the
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mitigation measures into the plan, policy, regulation, or project design.

e Prior to the close of the public review period for a draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) or Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), a Responsible Agency, or
a public agency having jurisdiction over natural resources affected by the project,
shall either submit to the Lead Agency complete and detailed performance
objectives for mitigation measures which would address the significant effects on
the environment identified by the Responsible Agency or agency having
jurisdiction over natural resources affected by the project, or refer the Lead Agency
to appropriate, readily available guidelines or reference documents. Any mitigation
measures submitted to a Lead Agency by a Responsible Agency or an agency
having jurisdiction over natural resources affected by the project shall be limited to
measures that mitigate impacts to resources, which are subject to the statutory
authority of, and definitions applicable to, that agency. Compliance or
noncompliance by a Responsible Agency or agency having jurisdiction over
natural resources affected by a project with that requirement shall not limit that
authority of the Responsible Agency or agency having jurisdiction over natural
resources affected by a project, or the authority of the Lead Agency, to approve,
condition, or deny projects as provided by this division or any other provision of
law.

4.2 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Procedures

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared in
compliance with PRC Section 21081.6. It describes the requirements and procedures to
be followed by the City of Calipatria Planning and Building Department to ensure that all
mitigation measures or required project design features (PDF) adopted as part of the
proposed project will be carried out as described in this IS/MND. Table 2 lists each of the
mitigation measures or project design features specified in this document and identifies
the party or parties responsible for implementation and monitoring of each measure.
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Table 2. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Mitigation Measures

Enforcement

Timing/Implementation

Compliance
Verification (Date and
Signature Required)

1. AESTHETICS

The proposed project would not result in
significant adverse impacts related to aesthetics.
No mitigation would be required.

2. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

The proposed project would not result in
significant adverse impacts related to aesthetics.
No mitigation would be required.

3. AIR QUALITY

federal conservation and avoidance regulations,

AQ-1: Block Dirt Roads: Require developers to City of Prior to beginning
construct permanent blockage to all dirt roads Calipatria construction/Project
and open areas bordering the project prior to Developer
beginning construction.

AQ-2: Discretionary Measure for Fugitive PM10 City of During construction/Project
Control: Require developers to limit the vehicle Calipatria Contractor

speed for all construction vehicles to no more

than 15 mph on any unpaved surface at the

construction site.

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

BIO-1: Biological Assessments: Require City of During design
developers to prepare a biological assessment Calipatria phase/Project Contractor
of agricultural drains before construction or

development near these areas.

BIO-2: State and Federal Conservation and City of During design
Avoidance Regulations: Enforce state and Calipatria phase/Project Contractor
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through the development review process, for all
new development projects on private property
that may potentially impact natural vegetation
communities or biological resources.

BI1O-3: Timing of Construction and Construction City of Prior to and During
Activities: Preconstruction surveys completed Calipatria Construction/Project
for future developments within the Eastside Contractor
Specific Plan shall be repeated prior to

construction activities and after pauses, of one

(1) month or more, in construction to assess the

presence and potential change of biological

resources on the project site during the pause.

BlO-4: Assessment of Biological Resources: City of Prior to

Prior to construction activities within the Eastside Calipatria Construction/Project
Specific Plan, a complete and recent inventory Contractor

of rare, threatened, endangered, and other
sensitive species located within the Project
footprint and within offsite areas with the
potential to be affected, including California
Species of Special Concern (CSSC) and
California Fully Protected Species (Fish and
Game Code § 3511), will be completed. Species
to be addressed should include all those which
meet the CEQA definition (CEQA Guidelines §
15380). The inventory should address seasonal
variations in use of the Project area and should
not be limited to resident species. Focused
species-specific surveys, completed by a
qualified biologist and conducted at the
appropriate time of year and time of day when
the sensitive species are active or otherwise
identifiable are required. Acceptable species-
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specific survey procedures should be developed
in consultation with CDFW and the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, where necessary. Note that
CDFW generally considers biological field
assessments for wildlife to be valid for a one-
year period, and assessments for rare plants
may be considered valid for a period of up to
three years. Some aspects of the proposed
project may warrant periodic updated surveys
for certain sensitive taxa, particularly if the
project is proposed to occur over a protracted
time frame, or in phases, or if surveys are
completed during periods of drought.

BIO-5: Lake and Stream Alteration (LSA)
Program: Prior to project-activities and issuance
of any grading permit within the Eastside
Specific Plan, the Project Sponsor shall obtain
written correspondence from the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) stating
that notification under section 1602 of the Fish
and Game Code is not required for the Project,
or the Project Sponsor shall obtain a CDFW-
executed Lake and Streambed Alteration
Agreement, authorizing impacts to Fish and
Game Code section 1602 resources associated
with the Project.

City of
Calipatria

Prior to
Construction/Project
Contractor

B1O-6: Avoidance of Nesting Birds: Regardless
of the time of year, nesting bird surveys shall be
performed by a qualified avian biologist no more
than 3 days prior to vegetation removal or
ground-disturbing activities within the Eastside
Specific Plan. Pre-construction surveys shall

City of
Calipatria

Prior to
Construction/Project
Contractor

66| Page




focus on both direct and indirect evidence of
nesting, including nest locations and nesting
behavior. The qualified avian biologist will make
every effort to avoid potential nest predation as
a result of survey and monitoring efforts. If active
nests are found during the pre-construction
nesting bird surveys, a qualified biologist shall
establish an appropriate nest buffer to be
marked on the ground. Nest buffers are species
specific and shall be at least 300 feet for
passerines and 500 feet for raptors. A smaller or
larger buffer may be determined by the qualified
biologist familiar with the nesting phenology of
the nesting species and based on nest and
buffer monitoring results. Established buffers
shall remain on site until a qualified biologist
determines the young have fledged or the nest
is no longer active. Active nests and adequacy
of the established buffer distance shall be
monitored daily by the qualified biologist until the
qualified biologist has determined the young
have fledged or the Project has been completed.
The qualified biologist has the authority to stop
work if nesting pairs exhibit signs of disturbance.

BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys: No less than 60
days prior to the start of project-related activities
within the Eastside Specific Plan, a burrowing
owl habitat assessment shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist according to the specifications
of the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation
(Department of Fish and Game, March 2012 or
most recent version).

City of
Calipatria

Prior to
Construction/Project
Contractor
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If the habitat assessment demonstrates suitable
burrowing owl habitat, then focused burrowing
owl surveys shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist in accordance with the Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (2012 or most recent
version). If burrowing owls are detected during
the focused surveys, the qualified biologist and
project proponent shall prepare a Burrowing Owl
Plan that shall be submitted to CDFW for review
and approval prior to commencing Project
activities. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall describe
proposed avoidance, monitoring, relocation,
minimization, and/or mitigation actions. The
Burrowing Owl Plan shall include the number
and location of occupied burrow sites, acres of
burrowing owl habitat that will be impacted,
details of site monitoring, and details on
proposed buffers and other avoidance measures
if avoidance is proposed. If impacts to occupied
burrowing owl habitat or burrow cannot be
avoided, the Burrowing Owl Plan shall also
describe minimization and compensatory
mitigation actions that will be implemented.
Proposed implementation of burrow exclusion
and closure should only be considered as a last
resort, after all other options have been
evaluated as exclusion is not in itself an
avoidance, minimization, or mitigation method
and has the possibility to result in take. The
Burrowing Owl Plan shall identify compensatory
mitigation for the temporary or permanent loss of
occupied burrow(s) and habitat consistent with
the “Mitigation Impacts” section of the 2012 Staff
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Report and shall implement CDFW-approved
mitigation prior to initiation of Project activities. If
impacts to occupied burrows cannot be avoided,
information shall be provided regarding adjacent
or nearby suitable habitat available to owls. If no
suitable habitat is available nearby, details
regarding the creation and funding of artificial
burrows (numbers, location, and type of
burrows) and management activities for
relocated owls shall also be included in the
Burrowing Owl Plan. The Project proponent shall
implement the Burrowing Owl Plan following
CDFW and USFWS review and approval.

Preconstruction burrowing owl surveys shall be
conducted no less than 14 days prior to the start
of Project-related activities and within 24 hours
prior to ground disturbance, in accordance with
the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation
(2012 or most recent version). Preconstruction
surveys should be performed by a qualified
biologist following the recommendations and
guidelines provided in the Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation. If the preconstruction
surveys confirm occupied burrowing owl habitat,
Project activities shall be immediately halted.
The qualified biologist shall coordinate with
CDFW and prepare a Burrowing Owl Plan that
shall be submitted to CDFW and USFWS for
review and approval prior to commencing
Project activities.

B10O-8: Construction Noise Impacts to Biological
Resources: During all project construction within

City of
Calipatria

During
Construction/Project
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the Eastside Specific Plan, the City of Calipatria
shall restrict use of equipment to hours least
likely to disrupt wildlife (e.g., not at night or in
early morning) and restrict use of generators
except for temporary use in emergencies. Power
to sites can be provided by solar PV
(photovoltaic) systems, cogeneration systems
(natural gas generator), small micro-
hydroelectric systems, or small wind turbine
systems. The City shall ensure use of noise
suppression devices such as mufflers or
enclosure for generators. Sounds generated
from any means must be below the 55-60 dB
range within 50-feet from the source.

Contractor

BI1O-9: Artificial Nighttime Light: During project
construction and operation, the City of Calipatria
shall eliminate all nonessential lighting
throughout the project area and avoid or limit the
use of artificial light during the hours of dawn and
dusk when many wildlife species are most
active. The City shall ensure that lighting for
project activities is shielded, cast downward, and
does not spill over onto other properties or
upward into the night sky (see the International
Dark-Sky Association standards at
http://darksky.org/). The City shall ensure use
LED lighting with a correlated color temperature
of 3,000 Kelvins or less, proper disposal of
hazardous waste, and recycling of lighting that
contains toxic compounds with a qualified
recycler.

City of
Calipatria

During
Construction/Project
Contractor

BIO-10: Development Standards: Enforce

City of

During design
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regulations such as setback requirements, lot
size requirements, building height requirements,
density zoning, and building bulk requirements
to reduce encroachment and development upon
sensitive resource areas.

Calipatria

phase/Project Contractor

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

CR-1: Tribal Notification: Work with future
developers to notify the Kumeyaay and affiliated
tribes prior to the commencing ground disturbing
activities.

City of
Calipatria

Prior to commencing
construction/Project
Contractor

CR-2: Discovery of Human Remains: If evidence
of human remains is discovered, construction
activities within 200 feet of the discovery shall be
halted or diverted and the Imperial County
Coroner shall be notified (Section 7050.5 of the
Health and Safety Code). If the Coroner
determines that the remains are Native
American, the Coroner will notify the NAHC
which will designate a Most Likely Descendant
(MLD) for the project (Section 5097.98 of the
Public Resources Code). The designated MLD
will be given 48 hours from the time access to
the property is granted to make
recommendations concerning treatment of the
remains (AB 2641). If the landowner does not
agree with recommendations of MLD, the NAHC
can mediate (Section 5097.98 of the Public
Resources Code). This will also include either
recording the site with the NAHC or the
appropriate Information Center, using an open
space or conservation zoning designation or
easement; or recording a document with the

NAHC,
Imperial
County
Coroner, and
Imperial
County
Department of
Planning and
Development
Services.

During construction/Project
Contractor
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county in which the property is located (AB
2641).

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

GEO-1: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical City of Prior to issuance of
Investigation: A site-specific Geotechnical Calipatria building permits/Project
Investigation will be required for all future Contractor
developments for the design and construction of

future developments.

7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

GGE-1: Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction City of Prior to and during
Methods: To help minimize greenhouse gas Calipatria construction/Project
emissions, the City of Calipatria will require Contractor

future developers to implement the following

Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction Methods

when feasible.

¢ Minimize the carbon impact of construction
processes and activities by sourcing local
materials  to reduce  transportation
emissions, planning machinery to be as
effective as possible across projects,
acquiring machinery and equipment that run
on renewable energy sources or biofuels,
and recycle or reuse materials during
renovation and demolition where possible.

e Consider installing on-site renewable energy
systems that can be used both during the
building phase and then transition to the
operational stage.

e Comply with the City of Calipatria’s Zoning
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Ordinance which requires construction work
or related activity which is adjacent to or
across a street or right-of-way from a
residential use, except between the hours of
7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. on weekdays, or
between 8:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. on
Saturday and Sunday. No such construction
is permitted on federal holidays.

e Turn off equipment when not in use (i.e., not
left idling for more than 10 minutes).
e Use equipment that is no older than 10 years

old to achieve the lowest levels of air
emissions.

8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

The proposed project would not result in
significant adverse impacts related to aesthetics.
No mitigation would be required.

9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

HWQ-1: Stormwater System and Flood City of Prior to issuance of
Management: The City will continue to enforce Calipatria building permits/Project
the local, state, and federal regulations Contractor
regarding the construction of buildings within

flood hazard areas. Grading plans will also be

required for all applications to ensure future and

current structures are not susceptible to flood

damage.

10. LAND USE AND PLANNING

LU-1: Separation of Construction Activities: City of Prior to issuance of
Require separation of construction activities Calipatria building permits and During

from sensitive biological resources using

construction/ Project
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buffers, setbacks, and temporary protective
fencing.

Contractor

LU-2: Development Standards: Require
regulations such as setback requirements, lot
size requirements, building height requirements,
density zoning, and building bulk requirements
to reduce encroachment of development upon
sensitive resource areas.

City of
Calipatria

Prior to issuance of
building permits/Project
Contractor

LU-3: State and Federal Conservation and
Avoidance Regulations: Enforce state and
federal conservation and avoidance regulations,
through the development review process, for all
new development projects on private property
that may potentially impact natural vegetation
communities or biological resources.

City of
Calipatria

Prior to issuance of
building permits/Project
Contractor

11. MINERAL RESOURCES

The proposed project would not result in
significant adverse impacts related to aesthetics.
No mitigation would be required.

12. NOISE

NOI-1: Highway Noise: Applicants for future
developments within the Eastside Specific Plan
will be informed that in accordance with 23 Code
of Federal Regulations (CFR) 772, the
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is not
responsible for existing or future traffic noise
impacts  associated with the  existing
configuration of Route 115.

City of
Calipatria

Prior to
construction/Project
Contractor

NOI-2: Noise Reduction Methods: To help
minimize noise levels, the City of Calipatria will

City of
Calipatria

Prior to and during
construction/Project
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require future developers to implement the
following noise reduction methods when
feasible.

e Prior to commencing earth-moving and
construction activities, the project contractor
shall install noise attenuating
barriers/acoustic shields along the perimeter
of the project site. The barrier must prevent
the “line-of-sight” between the noise sources
and the receptor.

e Equipment shields shall be wused for
stationary pieces of equipment (i.e., metal
containers) placed near the project site
property line to reduce noise Ilevels.
Alternatively, the project contractor shall
construct plywood barriers around stationary
equipment.

e The project contractor shall comply with the
City of Calipatria’s Zoning Ordinance which
requires construction work or related activity
which is adjacent to or across a street or
right-of-way from a residential use, except
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00
p.m. on weekdays, or between 8:00 a.m.
and 7:00 p.m. on Saturday and Sunday. No
such construction is permitted on federal
holidays.

e The project contractor shall turn off

contractor
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equipment when not in use (i.e., not left
idling for more than 10 minutes).

e The project contractor shall use equipment
that is no older than 10 years old to achieve
the lowest levels of noise and air emissions.

13. POPULATION AND HOUSING

The proposed project would not result in
significant adverse impacts related to aesthetics.
No mitigation would be required.

14. PUBLIC SERVICES

PS-1:  Addition of  Personnel/Teachers.
Equipment, and Resources: The City of
Calipatria will coordinate with the Calipatria
Unified School District regarding high density
residential developments and work to acquire
the funding necessary to accommodate sudden
population growth from future projects.

City of
Calipatria

Prior to
Construction/Project
Contractor

15. RECREATION

The proposed project would not result in
significant adverse impacts related to aesthetics.
No mitigation would be required.

16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

TRANSP-1: Access East of Railroad: Unless the
property is landlocked, all access from future
developments east of the railroad, within the
Eastside Specific Plan, will not be allowed to
access through SR-115. Developers will be
encouraged to establish access to properties
through the side streets (e.g. South Brown
Avenue, Industrial Avenue, Commercial

City of
Calipatria

Prior to and During
Construction/Project
Contractor
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Avenue, etc.).

TRANSP-2: Access West of Railroad: Unless City of Prior to and During
the property is landlocked, all access from future Calipatria Construction/Project
developments west of the railroad, within the Contractor
Eastside Specific Plan, will not be allowed to

access through SR-115. Developers will be

encouraged to establish access to properties

through the side streets such as South Imperial

Avenue.

TRANSP-3: Caltrans Encroachment Permit: City of Prior to
Applicants for future developments within the Calipatria Construction/Project
Eastside Specific Plan shall acquire an Contractor
encroachment permit from the Department of

Transportation prior to the start of construction

activities within their Right-of-Way.

TRANSP-4: Perpetuation of Monuments: Per City of Prior to and During
Business and Profession Code 8771, Calipatria Construction/Project
perpetuation of survey monuments shall be Contractor
carried out by a licensed land surveyor should

any existing monuments be destroyed by

construction activities related to the project.

17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

USS-1: Stormwater requirements: Enforce the City of Prior to issuance of
Zoning Code requirements for on-site Calipatria building permits/ Project
stormwater retention and the submittal of a Contractor
grading plan for review prior to the issuance of a

building permit.

18. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

MFS-1: Landscaping Requirement: Section City of Prior to
3.10.050 of the Zoning Ordinance requires all Calipatria construction/Project
proposed developments to provide landscaping contractor
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to enhance the appearance of public street
frontages and development projects, conserve
water, control soil erosion and provide visual
buffers where necessary. All applicants are
encouraged to utilize drought resistant and low
maintenance local fauna to meet the
landscaping requirement. All other proposed
landscaping types are subject to review,
inspection, and approval by the County of
Imperial Agricultural Commissioner’s Office prior
to the utilization of such fauna in the project site.
These requirements help prevent the
introduction of nonnative invasive fauna as well
as be compatible with local fauna in the
surrounding area. The city will require
developers to implement landscaping, primarily
trees, within the project area. Any trees that are
planned for removal will be replaced or relocated
within the project site when possible.
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