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Visual Resources Baseline & Sensitivity Report Catalyst%

ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS

Attachment B: Photo Log

Figure 1. KOP 1: View from Heber Elementary School (photo facing south).

Figure 2. KOP 2: View from Residence in the North (photo facing south).
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Visual Resources Baseline & Sensitivity Report Catalyst

ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS

Figure 3. KOP 3: View from Heber Childrens Park (photo facing south).

‘
I
i

Sl

i
il

Attachment B: Photo Log | 7-18



Visual Resources Baseline & Sensitivity Report Catalyst%

ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS

Figure 5. KOP 5A: View from Intersection of Dogwood Road and Willoughby Road (photo facing south).

Figure 6. KOP 6: View from Margarito Huerta Jr. Park (photo facing south).
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Visual Resources Baseline & Sensitivity Report Catalyst%

ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS

Figure 7. KOP 7: View from Mountain View Cemetery (photo facing west).

Figure 8. KOP 8: View from Las Casitas Park (photo facing northwest).
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Visual Resources Baseline & Sensitivity Report Catalyst%

ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS

Figure 9. KOP 9: View from Cole Road and Dogwood Road intersection (photo facing northeast).
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Visual Resources Baseline & Sensitivity Report

Table 1: Photolog for Dogwood Visual Baseline/KOP Survey

Location/Address

Feature/From

Ground
Elevation

Catalyst

ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS

Observer
Height

Project Visible from KOP?

Picture taken from corner of 0to5 Feet
October 13, Heber Elementary | 1052 Heber Ave., Heber, 14 St. and Heber Ave., ron Yes, tops of Solar facilities would be visible in
11:06am KOP 1 X Above Sea 5’8 .
2023 School CA looking south/southwest distance/background
Level (ASL)
towards Heber 2 complex.
Taken f F tt Road 5'8”
October 13, Residence to the 20 E. Fawcett Road, @ e'n rom rawce X .oa 0to 5 Feet Yes, Solar facilities visible in distance/
11:02am KOP 2 looking towards existing
2023 north Heber . ASL background.
Heber 2 facility.
October 13, ) Heber Childrens Taken from park looking 0to 5 Feet 5'8” No. Residences and vegetation obstructing
2023 11:13am KOP3 Park 39 Crane Lane, Heber, CA towards Heber 2 facility. ASL view.
Closest residence Taken from road shoulder Oto 5 Feet 5'8”
October 13, 104 Jasper Road, Heber, looking south/southwest ASL Yes, proposed solar site visible from
10:03am KOP 4 to the X
2023 CA towards proposed solar residence.
south/southeast
farm.
Intersection of r;:;szﬁzmiﬁisosgow Taken from the road istf > Feet 8
October 13, Dogwood Road enby shoulder looking south Yes, proposed solar site is directly visible from
10:08am KOP 5 R Road. Proposed solar . .
2023 and Willoughby § R . towards proposed solar intersection.
Road fields immediately across fields
Willoughby Road. )
Taken f k Oto 5 Feet 5'8”
October 13, Margarito Huerta Intersection of W. Hawk @ e.n rom park corner 0> ree No. Residences and vegetation obstructing
11:20pm | KOP 6 looking south towards ASL .
2023 Jr. Park Street and Palm Ave. - view.
geothermal facility.
Taken fi k of F '8”
October 13, Mountain View 895 Scaroni Road, aken trom ba-c N Oto5 Feet >8 No, Heber 1 facilities are visible in background
10:39am KOP 7 . cemetery looking west ASL L
2023 Cemetery Calexico, CA I but not Heber 2 facilities.
towards Heber 2 facility.
Taken from highest point in 0to 5 Feet 58"
October 13, . 600 JM Ostrey St., park looking ASL No, earthen berm and trees/vegetation
10:2 KOP L Park
2023 0:26am or8 as Casitas Par Calexico, CA north/northwest towards screen facilities from views at the park.
Heber 2 complex.
October 13 Intersection of Taken from road shoulder Oto5 Feet 8 Yes, proposed solar site is directly visible from
! 10:55am KOP 9 Dogwood Road Solar Field 200 feet north looking north toward Heber ASL L P p v
2023 L . intersection.
and Cole Road 1 Parasitic solar site
Intersection of W Maple Taken from road shoulder Oto 5 Feet 5'8” Yes, transmission lines and fencing present in
October 13, Heberwood R .
11:26am KOP 10 Ave. and Pheasant St. 1.5 looking south toward Heber | ASL foreground and Solar facility area barely
2023 estates . R " . .
miles north of site 1 Parasitic solar site visible in background.
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Attachment C: Visual Contrast Rating Forms
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Form 8400-4
(October 2023)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date: 10/13/2023

District Office: California Desert District Office

Field Office: El Centro Field Office

WORKSHEET

Land Use Planning Area: Geothermal

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

5. Location Sketch

Flat suburban area. The Project Site is
characterized by flat open land low
lying vegetation, exposed soils, and

1. Project Name 4. KOP Location
Haber 1 Parasitic Solar Project (T.R.S)

2. Key Observation Point (KOP) Name 16S 14E 28E

KOP-1: View from Heber Elementary School 1052 Heber Ave, Heber CA
3. VRM Class at Project Location (Lat. Long)
Class IV 32.724419; -115.529886

existing geothermal facilities.

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Flat simple terrain of paved roads and
open grassy land. Indistinct rolling
mountain range in background

FORM

Sparse density of shrubs, trees, and
grass land.

Overhead distribution lines on wood and
metal monopoles and solid rectangular
residences.

Banded diffuse linear form in the

Banded, broken linear form from

Horizontal linear form from the existing

grassy land, and exposed soils.

depending on the time of year

aa)

é foreground. Simple horizontal butt edge vegetation. distribution lines. Moderate Silhouette-line
from paved road to grass land. from residencies.

§ Gray, light brown, tan, and light green Present residential trees, shrub, and grass | The monopoles are dark brown with

3 from a combination of paved roads, are light to dark green, and light brown, metallic components; the distribution line

is black. Residencies light to dark brown

Fine and even/ordered texture. The road
and grass texture are fine with some color
transition.

TURE

TEX-

Medium density residential vegetation
with uneven/random texture.

The medium density of distribution line
poles and residencies creates a medium
contrast and texture.

SECTION

C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

The primary form of the paved roads,
open grass land, and indistinct rolling
mountain range would not be altered

FORM

The primary vegetation forms would not
be altered.

Facilities would create indistinct solid
forms and new flat linear forms

The primary linear forms of

Facilities would have weak contrast with

Facilities will create indistinct

[5a]
% land/water would not be altered. surrounding vegetative communities. horizontal and intermittent linear forms
against horizon.
g The metallic solar array would have The metallic solar array would have a Solar faciliies may have moderate
3 |a weak to moderate overall weak to moderate overall contrast to color contrast depending on time of
© | contrast to existing land. existing vegetative features day, cloud cover, and direction.
, i3 Facilities would add even, solid, and Facilities would add a smooth and medium| Facilities would add dense and solid
é S | medium texture against the existing density and overall medium contrast and | texture creating overall medium contrast
& | environment. texture to vegetation. with the existing environment.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING _ SHORTTERM ¢ LONG TERM
1. FEATURES
LAND/WATER BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
0] @ 3 iectives?
DEGREE management Ob_]eCthGS.' ¥ Yes __ No
o o @ (Explain on reverses side)
OF % E M w % 5 M m % E % 53]
e} < z e} < Z S Z
CONTRAST | £ |2 |£ |2 | |28 |2 |2 |€ |2 |& |2
s s z = s = 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
~ Yes ¥ No (Explain on reverses side)
FORM v v v
wn £}
E LINE v v 7 bvalluator s.Narnes Date
= Emily Merickel
E COLOR v v v Hannah Donaghe 10/13/2023
TEXTURE v v v

(Continued on Page 2)

(Form 8400-4)




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The proposed project would result in a weak to moderate visual contrast from the current landscape, resulting in some change to the
baseline scenic environment. Installing new solar facilities, monopoles, and cables would not represent a significant change to the existing
scenic environment given the presence of the existing low-lying solar arrays. Therefore, the Project would result in minor impacts to the
scenic environment and would meet the standards for/VRM Class V.

Impacts to visual resources would be long term, but there are no sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Project Area. The primary visual
impacts for this KOP would be the limited school traffic along E 14" street and Heber Ave. Given the remote and undeveloped nature of the
Project Area and distance from KOP 1, the proposed solar would have a minor impact on the scenic environment.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

(Form 8400-4, Page 2)



Form 8400-4
(Ocotber 2023)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date: 10/13/2023

District Office: California Desert District

Field Office: El Centro Field Office

Planning Area: Solar

5. Location Sketch

The Project Site is characterized by
flat open land, low lying vegetation,
exposed soils, and existing

Land Use
SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
1. Project Name 4. KOP Location
Heber 1 Parasitic Solar Project (T.R.S)
2. Key Observation Point (KOP) Name 16S 14E 28
KOP-2: View from Residence to the North 20 E. Fawcett Road, Heber, CA
3. VRM Class at Project Location (Lat. Long)
Class IV 32.723628; -115.531731

geothermal facilities.

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Flat simple terrain of paved roads and
open grassy land. Indistinct rolling
mountain range in background

FORM

Simple rectangular form of low-lying
shrub and grass land. Few irregular
trees

Distribution lines on metal monopoles and

solid rectangular structures with small
symmetrical cylindrical features

Simple linear forms. Simple weak

Simple broken silhouette-line forms from

Horizontal diffuse linear forms from the

transition.

m
Z | silhouette-line created by mountain in irregular vegetation. existing distribution lines. Simple
3 . : . s
background against sky. Silhouette-line forms from facilities.
» Gray, light brown, and light green from a | Present trees, shrub, and grass are lightto | The monopoles and residencies are dark
S combination of paved roads, grassy land | dark green, and light brown. brown or gray and metallic. Light to dark
S and exposed soils. moderate internal brown facilities.
contrast
L3 Fine and even/ordered texture. Primarily | Sparce density vegetative features with Medium density of distribution line poles
Eﬁ = fine grass texture with minimal color uneven/random texture. and weak density structures creates a

weak to medium contrast and texture.

SECTION

C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

The primary form of the flat simple
terrain and indistinct rolling mountain
range would not be altered

FORM

Vegetative forms would not be altered or
obstructed.

Facilities would create additional

continuous flat rectangular forms

The primary linear forms of

Facilities would have weak contrast with

Facilities will create horizontal linear

overall contrast to existing land.

existing vegetative colors

53]

é land/water would not be altered. surrounding vegetative communities. forms against horizon.

g The metallic solar array, poles and |The metallic solar array would have a Solar facilities may have moderate color
3 cables would have a weak to moderate |weak to moderate overall contrast to contrast depending on time of day, cloud
) cover, and direction.

Facilities would add even, solid, and

Facilities would add a smooth and medium

Facilities would add a medium even

é % medium texture with overall medium density and overall medium contrast and | density and medium overall contrast to
& | contrast to the existing environment. texture to vegetation. existing structures.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING _ SHORTTERM ¢ LONG TERM
1. FEATURES
LAND/WATER BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
Q)] @ 3 iectives?
DEGREE management objectlves.' ¥ Yes __ No
@ @ @ (Explain on reverses side)
O er |E 12 |2 121812 |22 |8 |2 |2 |¢
CONTRAST | g | & | & |& |2 |2 |£ |2 |E |2 |& |¢B
= = = 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended?
__ Yes ¥ No (Explain on reverses side)
FORM v v v
wn s
E LINE v v v [Evaluator’s Names Date
= Emily Merickel 10/13/2023
E‘ COLOR v v v Hannah Donaghe
TEXTURE v v v

(Continued on Page 2)

(Form 8400-4)




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The proposed project would result in weak to moderate visual contrast from the current landscape, resulting in minimal change to the
baseline scenic environment. Installing new facilities would not represent a significant change to the existing scenic environment given

the presence of the existing solar arrays and distribution lines. Therefore, the Project would result in minor impacts to the scenic
environment and would meet the standards for VRM Class IV

Impacts to visual resources would be long term, but there are no sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Project Area. The primary visual
impacts for this KOP would be residences along Heber Ave. Given the remote and undeveloped nature of the Project Area and distance
from KOP 2, the proposed solar facilities would have a minor to moderate impact on the scenic environment.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

(Form 8400-4, Page 2)



Form 8400-4
(March 2023)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date: 10/13/2023

District Office: California Desert District Office

Field Office: El Centro Field Office

Land Use Planning Area: Geothermal

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

5. Location Sketch

KOP 3 is characterized by residencies,
irregular vegetation, and overhead
distribution lines.

1. Project Name 4. KOP Location

Heber 1 Parasitic Solar Project (T.R.S)

2. Key Observation Point (KOP) Name 16S; 14E 28

KOP-3: View from Heber Childrens Park 39 Crane Lane, Heber CA
3. VRM Class at Project Location (Lat. Long)
Class IV 32.730806; - 115.531003

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Flat simple terrain of paved roads and
residencies.

FORM

Numerous irregular trees and other
vegetative forms. Rectangular patches
of park and residential grass.

Distribution lines on wood monopoles,
vertical streetlights and solid rectangular
residencies and play structures.

Various banded and diffuse linear forms

Simple broken forms from irregular

Horizontal linear forms from the existing

transition.

uneven/random texture and contrast

m

é from roads and walkways. vegetation. distribution lines. Simple Silhouette-line
forms from facilities.

» Gray, light brown, and light green from a | Present trees, shrub, and grass are lightto | The monopoles and residencies are dark

S combination of paved roads, walkways, dark green, and light brown. brown or gray and metallic. Light to dark

S grassy patches and exposed soils. brown residencies and a primary color
children’s play structure

> Fine and even/ordered texture. Primarily | Strong density medium coarse Medium density of distribution line poles
Eﬁ = fine grass texture with minimal color vegetative features creates an medium and coarse and dense structures creates

a strong contrast and texture.

SECTION

C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

The flat simple terrain visible would not
be altered by the Project

FORM

The vegetative forms would not be altered
by the Project

Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 3 and
do not contribute additional forms

The primary linear forms of

Vegetative lines would be altered by the

Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 3 and

53]
é land/water would not be altered by Project. do not contribute additional lines.
the Project
g The characteristic colors would not Colors of vegetative features would not be | Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 3 and
3 be altered by the Project. altered by the project do not contribute additional colors.
O
Characteristic land/water textures would | Textures from vegetation would not be Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 3
é E not be altered by the Project altered. and do not contribute additional textures.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING _ SHORTTERM ¢ LONG TERM
1. FEATURES
LAND/WATER BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
€8] 2) &) o
DEGREE management objectlves.' ¥ Yes __ No
o o @ (Explain on reverses side)
OF % E; M &3] % 5 M 53] % E; % 53]
S < Zz ) < 4 o) Z
CONTRAST | £ |2 | |2 | |28 |2 |2 |€ |2 |& |2
s s ” = s = 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended?
__ Yes ¥ No (Explain on reverses side)
FORM v v v
wn s
E LINE v v v [Evaluator’s Names Date
s Emily Merickel 10/13/2023
E‘ COLOR v v v |Hannah Donaghe
TEXTURE v v v

(Continued on Page 2)

(Form 8400-4)




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The proposed project would result in no visual contrast from the current landscape, resulting in no change to the baseline scenic
environment. New facilities would not be visible from the existing scenic environment given the presence of residencies and vegetation.
Therefore, the Project would result in no impacts to the scenic environment and would meet the standards for VRM Class IV

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

(Form 8400-4, Page 2)



Form 8400-4
(Ocotber 2023)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date: 10/132023

District Office: California Desert District Office
Field Office: El Centro Field Office

Land Use Planning Area: Solar

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
Heber 1 Parasitic Solar Project

4. KOP Location
(T.R.S)

2. Key Observation Point (KOP) Name KOP-4:

View from Closest Residence to the North/Northeast

16S 14E 33

17S 14E 03

Intersection of Ware Road/Pitzer
Road/Willoughby Road

5. Location Sketch

The Project Site is characterized by
flat open land, low lying vegetation,
exposed soils, and existing
geothermal facilities.

3. VRM Class at Project Location
Class IV

(Lat. Long)
32.709269; - 115.524325

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Flat simple terrain of paved and unpaved | Simple rectangular form of low-lying Distribution lines on monopoles, long low-
5 roads, an open canal, and undeveloped shrub and grass land. Few irregular lying piping and few solid rectangular
o land. Indistinct rolling mountain range in | trees in the foreground and background. | structures in the background.
the background
2 Diffuse banded line between grass and Continuous diffuse silhouette-line of Horizontal diffuse linear forms from the
3 | canal. A weak straight line from vegetation along bank of canal. Broken existing distribution lines and simple
mountain rage visible. irregular vegetation in background. Silhouette-line forms of low-lying piping.
§ Gray, light brown, and light green from Present trees, shrub, and grass are lightto | The monopoles are dark brown, and
o paved roads, grassy land, exposed soil, dark green, and light to dark brown. piping is pastel blue.
© and mountain range.
. Fine and even/ordered texture. Primarily | Sparse to medium density vegetative Sparce density of distribution line poles and
] % fine grass / granular soil texture features with uneven/random texture and | structures creates a weak contrast and
i some internal contrast. texture.

SECTION

C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

The primary form of the flat terrain would
not be altered. The mountain form would
be partially obstructed

FORM

Solar facilities would dominate visible
open grass form and background tree
forms

Prominent rectangular forms of solar
facilities

The new linear forms from the facility

Facilities would create bold horizontal and

Facilities would create bold horizontal and

[aa]
% would present some contrast to the intermittent contrast with broken intermittent linear forms against horizon.
existing flat and linear landscape. surrounding vegetation
g The metallic solar panel would produce New metallic facilities would have a New metallic/dark facilities would have
o) moderate contrast in colors from land/ | dominant contrast with existing vegetative | some contrast with existing facilities..
© water colors.
L 3 Facilities would add even, solid, and Texture from new facilities would be Facilities would add a medium even
é 5 | dense texture against the existing dominant against sparce surrounding density and moderate overall contrast to
& | environment. vegetation existing structures.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING _ SHORTTERM ¢ LONG TERM
FEATURES
L. LAND/WATER BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
DEGREE €)] 2 (€)] management objectives? ¥ Yes __ No
o o (Explain on reverses side)
OF % g M w % E M m % E % 53]
S < z o < Z S Z
CONTRAST | £ |2 | |2 | |28 |2 |2 |€ |2 |& |2
s S s = s = 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended?
= __ Yes ¥ No (Explain on reverses side)
z FORM v v v
= [Evaluator’s Names Date
& LINE v v v
2 v Emily Merickel 10/13/2023
COLOR v v v Hannah Doneghe

(Continued on Page 2)

(Form 8400-4)
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SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The proposed project would result in moderate to strong visual contrast from the current landscape, resulting in strong change to the
baseline scenic environment. Installing new facilities would represent a significant change to the existing scenic environment given the
presence of new solar facilities, however similar existing facilities are present in the Project area. Therefore, the Project would result in
moderate impacts to the scenic environment and would meet the standards for'lVRM Class IV

Impacts to visual resources would be long term, but there are no sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Project Area. The primary visual
impact for this KOP would be a single resident along Jasper Rd. However, given the existing nature of the Project Area with existing solar
facilities and the location of KOP 4, the proposed Project would have a moderate impact on the overall scenic environment.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

(Form 8400-4, Page 2)



Form 8400-4
(March 2023)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date: 10/13/2023

District Office: California Desert District Office

Field Office: El Centro Field Office

Land Use Planning Area: Solar

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
Heber 1 Parasitic Solar Project

4. KOP Location
(T.R.S)

2. Key Observation Point (KOP) Name

KOP-5: View from Intersection of Dogwood Road and

Willoughby Road

16S 14E 33

17S 14E 03

Intersection of Dogwood Road and
Willoughby Road

5. Location Sketch

The Project Site is characterized by
flat open land, low lying vegetation,
exposed soils, and existing
geothermal facilities.

3. VRM Class at Project Location
Class IV

(Lat. Long)
32.708539; - 115.517133

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Flat simple terrain of paved and unpaved | Simple rectangular form of low-lying grass | Few lines on monopoles in foreground and
5 roads, an open canal, and undeveloped land. Simple tree forms in the few indistinct monopoles in background.
o land. Indistinct rolling mountain range in background. Long low-lying piping forms and few solid
the background rectangular structures in the background.
B Flat diffuse banded line between grass Continuous diffuse silhouette-line of Vertical linear forms of distribution lines
S | and roads. Weak smooth line from trees in the background. Straight lines of | and simple silhouette-line forms of low-
mountain rage. grassland. lying piping.
§ Gray, light to dark brown, and light green | Present trees, shrub, and grass are light to | The monopoles are dark brown, the lines
© | from paved roads, grassy land, exposed | dark green. themselves are black and piping is
“ soil, and mountain range. pastel blue/green
L 3 Fine and even/ordered texture. Primarily | Dense vegetative features with Sparce density of distribution line poles and
s = fine grass / granular soil texture uniform/even texture in background structures creates a weak contrast and
= along horizon. texture.

SECTION

C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

The primary form of the flat simple
terrain would not be altered. The

mountain form would be obstructed.

FORM

Facilities would dominate visible open
grass form and background tree forms.

Prominent rectangular forms of solar
facilities and additional linear distribution
line forms

Facilities would have primarily flat

Facilities would create bold horizontal and

Facilities would create bold horizontal and

53]

é linear forms parallel to flat land/water strong contrast with broken background intermittent linear forms against horizon.
vegetation

g The metallic/dark solar panel would | New metallic facilities would have a New metallic/dark facilities would have

3 produce moderate contrast in colors from | dominant contrast with existing vegetative | some contrast with existing facilities. Poles

© |land/water colors. and powerlines would assimilate in color.

Facilities would add even, solid, and

Texture from new facilities would be

Facilities would add a medium even

é % dense texture against the existing dominant against sparce surrounding density and moderate overall contrast to
& | environment. vegetation existing structures.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING _ SHORTTERM ¢ LONG TERM
1. FEATURES
LAND/WATER BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
€)) 2) &) o
DEGREE management objectlves.' ¥ Yes __ No
@ @ @ (Explain on reverses side)
OF 1z |2 |2 |2 12 |% |2 |22 |% ¢

CONTRAST | ¢ |5 |2 |2 |2 |8 |2 |2 | |2 |2 |2

= = = 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended?
= __ Yes ¥ No (Explain on reverses side)
z FORM v v v
E LINE v v v bvalu.ator S I\.Iarnes Date
2 v v v v Emily Merickel 10/13/2023

COLOR Hannah Donaghe

(Continued on Page 2)

(Form 8400-4)
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SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The proposed project would result in moderate to strong visual contrast from the current landscape, resulting in strong change to the
baseline scenic environment. Installing new facilities would represent a significant change to the existing scenic environment given the
proximity of a new solar facility, however similar existing facilities are present in the Project area. Therefore, the Project would result in
moderate impacts to the scenic environment and would meet the standards for'VRM Class IV

Impacts to visual resources would be long term, but there are no sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Project Area. The project would
primarily be visible to travelers along Dogwood and Willoughby Road which lack significant traffic. Given the existing nature of the Project
Area with existing geothermal and solar facilities and the location of KOP 5, the proposed Project would have a moderate impact on the
overall scenic environment.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

(Form 8400-4, Page 2)



Form 8400-4
(October 2023)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date: 10/13/2023

District Office: California Desert District Office

Field Office: El Centro Field Office

Land Use Planning Area: Solar

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

5. Location Sketch

Flat suburban area. The Project Site is
characterized by flat open land low
lying vegetation, exposed soils,

1. Project Name 4. KOP Location
Heber 1 Parasitic Solar Project (T.R.S)
2. Key Observation Point (KOP) Name 16S 14E 29
KOP-6: View from Margarito Huerta Jr. Park Intersection of W. Hawk Street and
Palm Ave.
3. VRM Class at Project Location (Lat. Long)
Class IV 32.734933; - 115.53915

residencies, and existing geothermal
facilities.

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Flat simple terrain of paved roads.
Indistinct rolling mountain range in

FORM

Sparse density of shrub, trees and
patches of residential grass.

Solid rectangular residences. Rectangular
building forms and distribution lines on

grass patches and exposed soils.

background wood and metal monopoles in background.
m | Banded diffuse linear form from road in Banded transitional edge of residential Horizontal linear form from the existing
é the foreground. Straight line from linear forms to grass land. distribution lines. Broken horizontal linear
mountain ridge forms from the tops of buildings.
§ Gray, light brown, tan, and light green Present residential trees, shrub, and grass | The monopoles and residencies are dark
S from a combination of paved roads, are light to dark green, and light brown. brown with metallic components atop of

the poles; the distribution line is black.

2 The road and grass texture are fine with
some color transition creating an
even/ordered texture

TEX-

Sparce density residential vegetation
creates uneven/random texture.

The medium to strong density of residencies
and creates a medium to strong contrast
and texture.

SECTION

C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

The primary form of the paved roads,
open grass land, and indistinct rolling
mountain range would not be altered

FORM

The primary vegetation forms would not
be altered.

Facilities cannot be seen from KOP
6 and do not contribute additional
forms

There would be no overall change in

Vegetative lines would not be altered by

Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 6

m

% linear land/water features. the Project. and do not contribute additional lines.

g The characteristic colors would not Colors of vegetative features would not Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 6 and

3 be altered by the Project. be altered by the project do not contribute additional colors.

@)

, 3 Characteristic land/water textures Textures from vegetation would not be Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 6
é = would not be altered by the Project altered. and do not contribute additional textures.

SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING _ SHORTTERM ¢ LONG TERM
1. FEATURES
LAND/WATER BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
)] @ 3) management objectives? ¥ Yes __ No
DEGREE o w @ (Explain on reverses side)
OF 202 |2 |g |€ |2 |% |2 |2 |2 |2 |¢
CONTRAST | & |2 |2 |2 |2 |5 |2 |2 |2 |2 |& |¢
s S z = s = 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
__ Yes ¥ No Explain on reverses side
- FORM v v v (Exp )
% LINE V; V; V; [Evaluator’s Names Date
2 Emily Merickel
LOR v mily viericke
5 | oo v v 10/13/2023
TEXTURE v v v Hannah Donaghe

(Continued on Page 2)

(Form 8400-4)




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The proposed project would result in no visual contrast from the current landscape, resulting in no change to the baseline scenic
environment. New facilities would not be visible from the existing scenic environment given the presence of vegetation and existing building
forms obstructing the view. Therefore, the Project would result in no impacts to the scenic environment and would meet the standards for

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

(Form 8400-4, Page 2)



Form 8400-4
(Ocotber 2023)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date: 10/13/2023

District Office: California Desert District Office

Field Office: El Centro Field Office

Land Use Planning Area: Solar

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
Haber 1 Parasitic Solar Project

4. KOP Location
(T.R.S)

2. Key Observation Point (KOP) Name
KOP-7: View from Mountain View Cemetery

16S 14 E 35
895 Scaroni Road, Calexico

5. Location Sketch

The area is characterized by flat land,
irregular vegetation, and overhead
distribution lines.

3. VRM Class at Project Location
Class IV

(Lat. Long)
32.715353; - 115.5032

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Flat simple terrain of exposed soils and
grass lands. Indistinct mountain form in
background

FORM

Rectangular patches of trees in
background. Few irregular tree and
shrub forms.

Distribution lines on metal monopoles and
rectangular fence form with metal posts.
Visible square indistinct building structures.

Distinct butt edge between flat exposed

Simple silhouette-lines from irregular

Diffuse linear forms from the existing

8a]

é soil and grass land. Longs smooth line vegetation. distribution lines. Simple Silhouette-line
on mountain ridge. forms from facilities.

§ Brown and light green from grassy Present trees, shrub, and grass are lightto | The monopoles and residencies are dark

8 patches and exposed soils. dark green, and brown. brown or gray and metallic. Light to dark

brown building structures

3 Fine grass texture with some color
transition creates a weak even/ordered
texture and contrast

TEX-

Medium density vegetative features in
background creates weak even/regular
contrast and texture

Sparce density of distribution line poles
and weak density structures creates a
weak to medium contrast and texture.

SECTION

C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

The flat simple terrain visible would not
be altered by the Project

FORM

The vegetative forms would not be altered
by the Project

Facilities would create indistinct solid
forms and broken flat linear forms

The primary linear forms of

Vegetative lines would not be altered by

Facilities will create indistinct

jsa]

% land/water would not be altered by the Project. horizontal and intermittent linear forms
the Project against horizon.

g The characteristic colors of thee Colors of vegetative features would not be | Solar facilities may have moderate

3 |surrounding landscape would not altered by the project color contrast depending on time of

© be altered by the Project. day, cloud cover, and direction.

3 Facilities would add fine and sparce

Textures from vegetation would not be

Facilities would add even and sparce

Eﬁ = texture against the existing environment. | altered. texture against the existing environment.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING _ SHORTTERM ¢ LONG TERM
1. FEATURES
LAND/WATER BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
()] @ 3) management objectives? ¥ Yes __ No
DEGREE @ o @ (Explain on reverses side)
OF S 1S |y |e |22 |2 e |28 |3 |2 |
CONTRAST |2 |§ |2 |5 |2 |5 |2 |2 |2 |8 |E |5
s S g = s = 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended?
_ Yes ¥ No (Explain on reverses side)
" FORM v v v
E LINE V; V; v Evaluator’s Names Date
Emily Merickel 10/13/2023
% COLOR v v v ikt
= | TEXTURE v v v Hannah Donaghe

(Continued on Page 2)
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SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The proposed project would result in a weak to moderate visual contrast from the current landscape, resulting in some change to the
baseline scenic environment. Installing new solar facilities, monopoles, and cables would not represent a significant change to the existing

scenic environment given the presence of the existing low-lying solar arrays. Therefore, the Project would result in minor impacts to the
scenic environment and would meet the standards for(VRM Class V.

Impacts to visual resources would be long term, but there are no sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Project Area. The primary visual
impacts for this KOP would be the limited visitors at the edge of the cemetery property. Given the remote and undeveloped nature of the
Project Area and distance from KOP 7, the proposed solar would have a minor impact on the scenic environment.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

(Form 8400-4, Page 2)



Form 8400-4

(March 2023) UNITED STATE

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING

S

Date: 10/13/2023

District Office: California Desert District Office

Field Office: El Centro Field Office

WORKSHEET

Land Use Planning Area: Solar

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

5. Location Sketch

The area is characterized by flat land,
irregular medium vegetation, and
distribution lines.

1. Project Name 4. KOP Location

Heber 1 Parasitic Solar Project (T.R.S)

2. Key Observation Point (KOP) Name 17S 14E 11 )
KOP-8: View from Las Casitas Park 600 J M Ostrey Street, Calexico
3. VRM Class at Project Location (Lat. Long)
Class IV 32.715353; - 115.5032

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Flat simple terrain of exposed soils, paved
roads, and grass lands. An earthen berm
is present in background

FORM

Broken patches of trees in background.
Few irregular trees and shrub forms in
foreground.

Distribution lines on wood monopoles and
rectangular fence form with metal posts.
Geometric goal frames and few square
building forms.

Distinct butt edge between flat grass

Simple silhouette-lines from irregular

Diffuse linear forms from the existing

texture and contrast

contrast and texture

£ |land and horizonal / straight earthen vegetation. distribution lines. Simple Silhouette-line
3 | berm. forms from fencing and geometric goal
frames.
§ Brown and light green from grassy Present trees, shrub, and grass are light to | The monopoles and residencies are dark
@) patches and exposed soils. Paved roads | dark green, and brown. brown or gray and metallic. Light to dark
© are dark to light gray. brown buildings and white goal frames.
L 3 Fine grass texture with weak color Medium density vegetative features in Sparce density of distribution line poles and
é = transition creates a weak even/ordered background creates weak even/regular weak density structures creates a weak /

medium contrast and texture.

SECTION

C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

E The flat simple terrain visible would not The vegetative forms would not be altered | Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 8 and
5 be altered by the Project by the Project do not contribute additional forms
=
m | The primary linear forms of Vegetative lines would be altered by the | Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 8 and
% land/water would not be altered by Project. do not contribute additional lines.
the Project
g The characteristic colors would not Colors of vegetative features would not be | Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 8 and
3 be altered by the Project. altered by the project do not contribute additional colors.
O
\ 3 Characteristic land/water textures would | Textures from vegetation would not be Facilities cannot be seen from KOP 8
é = not be altered by the Project altered. and do not contribute additional textures.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING _ SHORTTERM ¢ LONG TERM
1. FEATURES
LAND/WATER BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
Q)] 2 3) iectives?
DEGREE management objectives? ¥ Yes __ No
o o @ (Explain on reverses side)
OF % E; M m % 5 M m % E; % m
S < z o < Z S Z
CONTRAST |2 |2 | |2 | |28 |2 |2 |€ |2 |& |2
s S s = s = 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended?
_ Yes ¥ No (Explain on reverses side)
” FORM v v v
% LINE V; V; V; [Evaluator’s Names Date
é COLOR 7 7 7 Emily Merickel 10/13/2023
B IEXTURE v 7 7 Hannah Doneghe

(Continued on Page 2)

(Form 8400-4)




SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The proposed project would result in no visual contrast from the current landscape, resulting in no change to the baseline scenic
environment. New facilities would not be visible from the existing scenic environment given the presence of vegetation and existing building
forms obstructing the view. Therefore, the Project would result in no impacts to the scenic environment and would meet the standards for
VRM Class IV

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

(Form 8400-4, Page 2)



Form 8400-4
(March 2023)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET

Date: 10/13/2023

District Office: California Desert District Office
Field Office: El Centro Field Office

Land Use Planning Area: Solar

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Project Name
Heber 1 Parasitic Project

4. KOP Location
(T.R.S)

2. Key Observation Point (KOP) Name
KOP-9: View from Dogwood Road and
Cole Road

16S 14E 33

17S 14E 03

Intersection of Ware Road/Pitzer
Road/Willoughby Road

5. Location Sketch

The Project Site is characterized by
flat open land, low lying vegetation,
exposed soils, and existing
geothermal facilities.

3. VRM Class at Project Location
Class IV

(Lat. Long)
32.709269; - 115.524325

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

Flat simple terrain of paved and unpaved | Simple rectangular form of low-lying Distribution lines on monopoles, land
5 roads, an open canal, and undeveloped shrub and grass land. Few irregular single solid square structure in the
o land. Indistinct rolling mountain range in | trees in the foreground and background. | foreground.
the background
= Diffuse banded line between grass and Simple silhouette-line forms from irregular | Horizontal diffuse linear forms from the
3 |canal vegetation in foreground. Broken irregular | existing distribution lines and simple
vegetation in background. sillouette of building.
% Gray, light brown, and light green from Present trees, shrub, and grass are light to | The monopoles are dark brown, and
s . . P
8 paved roads, grassy land, exposed soil, dark green, and light to dark brown. building is tan blue.
and mountain range.
. Fine and even/ordered texture. Primarily | Sparse to medium density vegetative Sparce density of distribution line poles and
] % fine grass / granular soil texture features with uneven/random texture and | structures creates a weak contrast and
i some internal contrast. texture.

SECTION

C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

The primary form of the flat terrain would
not be altered. The mountain form would
be partially obstructed

FORM

Solar facilities would dominate visible
open grass form and background tree
forms

Prominent rectangular forms of
solar facilities. Square building
removed.

Facilities would have primarily flat

Facilities would create bold horizontal and

Facilities would create bold horizontal and

[aa]
% linear forms parallel to flat land/water intermittent contrast with minima broken | intermittent linear forms against horizon.
surrounding vegetation
& | The metallic solar panel would produce | New metallic facilities would have a New metallic facilities would produce
o) some moderate contrast in colors from | dominant contrast with existing vegetative | some moderate contrast in colors from
© land/water colors. surrounding buildings
L 3 Facilities would add even, solid, and Texture from new facilities would be Facilities would add a medium even
é 5 | dense texture against the existing dominant against sparce surrounding density and moderate overall contrast to
& | environment. vegetation existing structures.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING _ SHORTTERM ¢ LONG TERM
FEATURES
L. LAND/WATER BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
DEGREE €)] 2 (€)] management objectives? ¥ Yes __ No
o o (Explain on reverses side)
OF % g M w % E M m % E % 53]
S < z o < Z S Z
CONTRAST | £ |2 | |2 | |28 |2 |2 |€ |2 |& |2
s S s = s = 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended?
= __ Yes ¥ No (Explain on reverses side)
z FORM v v v
= [Evaluator’s Names Date
& LINE v v v
2 v Emily Merickel 10/13/2023
COLOR v v v Hannah Doneghe

(Continued on Page 2)
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SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The proposed project would result in moderate to strong visual contrast from the current landscape, resulting in strong change to the
baseline scenic environment. Installing new facilities would represent a significant change to the existing scenic environment given the

proximity of the project, however similar existing facilities are present in the Project area. Therefore, the Project would result in moderate
impacts to the scenic environment and would meet the standards for VRM Class IV

Impacts to visual resources would be long term, but there are no sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Project Area. Given the existing

nature of the Project Area with existing solar facilities and the location of KOP 9, the proposed Project would have a moderate impact on
the overall scenic environment.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

(Form 8400-4, Page 2)



Form 8400-4

(March 2023)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Date: 10/13/2023

District Office: California Desert District Office

Field Office: El Centro Field Office

WORKSHEET

Land Use Planning Area: Solar

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION

5. Location Sketch

Flat suburban area. The Project Site is
characterized by flat open land low
lying vegetation, exposed soils, and

1. Project Name 4. KOP Location
Haber 1 Parasitic Solar Project (T.R.S)
2. Key Observation Point (KOP) Name KOP-10: View 16S 14E 28E
from Heberwood Estates 1052 Heber AVe, Heber CA
3. VRM Class at Project Location (Lat. Long)
Class IV 32.724419; -115.529886

existing geothermal facilities.

SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

FORM

Flat simple terrain of paved roads and
open grassy land. Indistinct rolling
mountain range in background

Sparse density of shrubs, trees, and
grass land.

Overhead distribution lines on wood and
metal monopoles and solid rectangular
residences.

Banded diffuse linear form in the

Banded, broken linear form from

Horizontal linear form from the existing

grassy land, and exposed soils.

depending on the time of year

aa)

é foreground. Simple horizontal butt edge vegetation. distribution lines. Moderate Silhouette-line
from paved road to grass land. from residencies.

§ Gray, light brown, tan, and light green Present residential trees, shrub, and grass | The monopoles are dark brown with

3 from a combination of paved roads, are light to dark green, and light brown, metallic components; the distribution line

is black. Residencies light to dark brown

TURE

TEX-

Fine and even/ordered texture. The road
and grass texture are fine with some color
transition.

Medium density residential vegetation
with uneven/random texture.

The medium density of distribution line
poles and residencies creates a medium
contrast and texture.

SECTION

C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION

1. LAND/WATER

2. VEGETATION

3. STRUCTURES

FORM

The primary form of the paved roads,
open grass land, and indistinct rolling
mountain range would not be altered

The primary vegetation forms would not
be altered.

Facilities would create indistinct solid
forms and new flat linear forms

The primary linear forms of

Facilities would have weak contrast with

Facilities will create indistinct

[5a]
% land/water would not be altered. surrounding vegetative communities. horizontal and vertical linear forms
against horizon.
g The solar array would have a weak Facilities have a weak to moderate Dark/metallic facilities may contrast
3 overall contrast to existing land. overall contrast to existing vegetative surrounding buildings with on time of
) features day, cloud cover, and direction.
, i3 Facilities would add even, solid, and Facilities would add a smooth and medium| Facilities would add dense and solid
é S | weak texture against the existing density and overall medium contrast and | texture creating overall medium contrast
& | environment. texture to vegetation. with the existing environment.
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING _ SHORTTERM ¢ LONG TERM
1. FEATURES
LAND/WATER BODY VEGETATION STRUCTURES 2. Does project design meet visual resource
0] 2 3) iectives?
DEGREE management Ob_]eCthGS.' ¥ Yes __ No
o @ @ (Explain on reverses side)
OF % E M w % 5 M m % E % 53]
e} < z e} < Z S Z
CONTRAST | £ |2 |£ |2 | |28 |2 |2 |€ |2 |& |2
s s z = s = 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
~ Yes ¥ No (Explain on reverses side)
FORM v v v
) )
E LINE v v 7 bvalluator s.Narnes Date
= 7 Emily Merickel
3 COLOR v v Hannah Donaghe 10/13/2023
TEXTURE v v v

(Continued on Page 2)
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SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

The proposed project would result in a weak to moderate visual contrast from the current landscape, resulting in some change to the
baseline scenic environment. Installing new solar facilities would not represent a significant change to the existing scenic environment

given the presence of the existing low-lying solar arrays. Therefore, the Project would result in minor impacts to the scenic environment and
would meet the standards forlVRM Class V.

Impacts to visual resources would be long term, but there are no sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Project Area. The primary visual
impacts for this KOP would be the limited school traffic along E 14" street and Heber Ave. Given the remote and undeveloped nature of the
Project Area and distance from KOP 1, the proposed solar would have a minor impact on the scenic environment.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

(Form 8400-4, Page 2)





