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Transportation of hazardous materials relating to the battery ESS includes electrolyte and 
graphite and would occur during construction, operation (if replacement of batteries is needed) 
and decommissioning (removal of the batteries). All of these various materials would be 
transported and handled in compliance with California Department of Toxic Substances 
Control (DTSC) regulations. Therefore, likelihood of an accidental release during transport or 
residual contamination following accidental release is not anticipated. 

Lithium-ion batteries used in the storage system contain cobalt oxide, manganese dioxide, 
nickel oxide, carbon, electrolyte, and polyvinylidene fluoride. Of these chemicals, only 
electrolyte should be considered hazardous, inflammable and could react dangerously when 
mixed with water. The U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) regulates transport of 
lithium-ion batteries under the DOT's Hazardous Materials Regulations (HMR; 49 C.F.R., Parts 
171-180). The HMR apply to any material DOT determines is capable of posing an 
unreasonable risk to health, safety, and property when transported in commerce. Lithium-ion 
batteries must conform to all applicable HMR requirements when offered for transportation or 
transported by air, highway, rail, or water (DOT 2021). Additionally, carbon (as graphite) is 
flammable and could pose a fire hazard. As further detailed below, fire protection is achieved 
through project design features, such as monitoring, diagnostics and a fire suppression 
system. The project would be required to comply with state laws and county ordinance 
restrictions, which regulate and control hazardous materials handled on site. 

Further, the proposed project would be required to comply with all applicable rules and 
regulations involving hazardous materials, including the State of California CCR Title 23 Health 
and Safety Regulations, the California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA) 
requirements, the Hazardous Waste Control Act, the California Accidental Release Prevention 
(CalARP) Program, and the California Health and Safety Code. Compliance with these 
measures would reduce any potential risk or impact associated with the transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials. This impact is considered less than significant. 

b) Less than Significant Impact. As described in Response IX. a) above, the proposed BESS 
facility would require the storage of hazardous materials; however, hazardous substances 
would be stored in transportable containment trailers at locations within the construction 
staging area to minimize potential for accidental releases and/or spills. No other hazardous or 
potentially hazardous materials will be brought to the project site. Further, the proposed project 
would be required to comply with all applicable rules and regulations involving hazardous 
materials, including the State of California CCR Title 23 Health and Safety Regulations, 
Cal/OSHA requirements, the Hazardous Waste Control Act, the CalARP Program, and the 
California Health and Safety Code. Compliance with these measures would reduce any 
potential risk or impact associated with the release of hazardous materials into the 
environment.  

Protection would be provided as part of the project design by housing the battery units in 
enclosed structures to provide containment should a fire break out or for potential spills. Any 
potential fire risk that the traditional lithium-ion cells have will most likely be caused by 
over-charging or through short circuit due to age. Fire protection systems for battery systems 
would be designed in accordance with standards and requirements for energy storage system 
including, but not limited to the following:  

 National Fire Protection Association  

o 1 Fire Code  
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o 70 National Electrical Code 

o 855 Standard for the installation of Energy Storage System 

o 111 Stored Electrical Energy Emergency and Standby Power System 

o 1710 Standard for Organization and Deployment of Fire Suppression Operations, 
Emergency Medial Operations, and Special Operations to the Public by Career Fire 
Departments. 

Occupational Safety and Health Administration

o 29 CFR 1910.134(g)(4) 

California Fire Code

o Chapter 12 section 1206 Electrical Energy Storage System 

o Chapter 9 Fire Protection and Life Safety System

The general approach to fire mitigation at the project site would be prevention of an incident, 
followed by attempts to isolate and control the incident to the immediately affected equipment. 
The proposed project would use the TESLA or equal battery system. Due to the use of the 
TESLA or equal battery system, fire protection in the event of a fire will be to protect the 
surrounding areas. The TESLA system is designed to melt within their containers. 
Extinguishing the battery fires are not recommended as this would prolong the fire and smoke. 

The project applicant will coordinate with the Imperial County Fire Department on conditions 
of approval as part of the CUP to ensure the proposed project would not result in extreme 
hazards to the public, firefighters, and emergency responders. Conditions of approval would 
include project plans review and inspections, installation of a water supply capable of supplying 
the required fire flow, development of an Emergency Operation Plan, and compliance with 
applicable standards and requirements of the National Fire Protection Association, 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration, and California Fire Code. With adherence of 
applicable standards and requirements and conditions of approval as part of the CUP, a less 
than significant impact would occur.

c) No Impact. The project site is not located within 0.25 mile of any existing or proposed schools. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not pose a risk to nearby schools and no impact would 
occur.

d) No Impact. Based on a review of the Cortese List conducted in August 2025, the project site
is not listed as a hazardous materials site (California Department of Toxic Substances Control
2025). Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would result in no impact related to 
the project site being located on a listed hazardous materials site.

e) No Impact. The project site is not located within 2 miles of a public airport. The nearest airports 
to the project site is the Calexico International Airport located approximately 11 miles west of 
the project site. The proposed gen-tie would not exceed 60 feet in height. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not result in a safety hazard or excessive noise 
for people residing or working in the project area and no impact would occur.

f) Less than Significant Impact. The Imperial County Operational Area Emergency Operations 
Plan (Imperial County OES 2016) does not identify specific emergency roadway routes as part 
of their emergency operations plan (EOP). The Circulation & Scenic Highways Element of the 
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General Plan (County of Imperial 2008) identifies SR-98 and SR-7/S-32, which are located in 
the project vicinity and provide regional and local connections, as major access routes and 
corridors. However, the proposed project does not include any alteration to the existing public 
road network and would not involve blocking or restricting any access routes. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan, and this is considered a less than significant impact. 

g) No Impact. The project site is located in the unincorporated area of Imperial County. According 
to the Seismic and Public Safety Element of the General Plan (County of Imperial 2022), the 
potential for a major fire in the unincorporated areas of the County is generally low. Based on 

zone map, the project site is not located within a fire hazard severity zone (California 
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 2024). No impact is identified for this issue area.  
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Hydrology and Water Quality

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality 
standards or waste discharge 
requirements or otherwise 
substantially degrade surface or 
ground water quality?

b) Substantially decrease
groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that the project may 
impede sustainable groundwater 
management of the basin?

c) Substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or 
area, including through the 
alteration of the course of a 
stream or river or through the 
addition of impervious surfaces, in 
a manner which would:

i. result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site;

ii. substantially increase the rate 
or amount of surface runoff in 
a manner which would result 
in flooding on- or offsite;

iii. create or contribute runoff 
water which would exceed the 
capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage 
systems or provide 
substantial additional sources 
of polluted runoff; or

iv. impede or redirect flood 
flows?

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche 
zones, risk release of pollutants 
due to project inundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan?

Impact Analysis

a) Less than Significant Impact. No known or reasonably expected surface water quality issues 
are anticipated to result from implementation of the proposed project. Construction activities 
are regulated under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General 
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Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Runoff Associated with Construction Activity (General 
Construction Permit) which covers stormwater runoff requirements for projects where the total 
amount of ground disturbance during construction exceeds 1 acre. The proposed project would 
be required to comply with the General Construction Permit because ground disturbance 
would exceed 1 acre. Coverage under a General Construction Permit requires the preparation 
of a SWPPP and submittal of a NOI to comply with the General Construction Permit. The 
SWPPP will be implemented such that stormwater discharges would not adversely impact 
human health or the environment, nor contribute to any exceedances of any applicable water 
quality standards contained in the Colorado River Basin Plan. This impact is considered less 
than significant.  

b) No Impact. The proposed project would not involve the use of groundwater. Construction and 
operational water needs would be provided by the All-American Canal in conformance with IID 
construction water acquisition requirements. Therefore, the proposed project would not 
substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that the proposed project may impede sustainable groundwater management 
of the basin. No impact would occur. 

ci) Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in Response X. a) above, the construction of the 
proposed project would result in ground disturbing activities in an area greater than one acre. 
Therefore, a SWPPP will be developed that implements BMPs that sufficiently avoid any onsite 
or offsite erosion and runoff from areas proposed for ground disturbance. This is considered a 
less than significant impact. 

cii) Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not involve the construction of 
substantial impervious surfaces that would increase the rate of run-off. Construction activities 
would be localized to within the project site boundary, and the surrounding pervious surface 
would remain similar to pre-project conditions. Water will continue to percolate through the 
ground, as a majority of the surfaces on the project site will remain pervious. In this context, 
the proposed project would not result in substantial increases in run-off. This is considered a 
less than significant impact. 

ciii) Less than Significant Impact. Water will continue to percolate through the ground, as a 
majority of the surfaces on the project site will remain pervious. The proposed project would 
not create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provided substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. 
This is considered a less than significant impact. 

civ) No Impact. According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood 
Insurance Rate Map (Panel 06025C2125C) (FEMA 2008), the project site is within Zone X, 
which is an area determined to be outside of the 0.2 percent annual chance of a flood. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through 
the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would impede or redirect flood flows, 
and no impact would occur. 

d) No Impact. The project site is within Zone X, which is an area determined to be outside of 
the 0.2 percent annual chance of a flood. The project site is not located near any large bodies 
of water. The Salton Sea is located approximately 38 miles northwest of the project site. 
Because of the distance, the Salton Sea does not pose a danger of inundation from seiche 
or tsunami as related to the project site. Furthermore, the project site is over 100 miles inland 
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from the Pacific Ocean. In addition, the project site is relatively flat. Therefore, there is no 
potential for the project site to be inundated by seiches or tsunamis. No impact would occur.

e) Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not involve the use of 
groundwater. Water to be used during project-related construction activities will be limited to 
the amount necessary to conduct dust control activities. During construction, construction 
water would be brought to the site for soil conditioning and dust suppression. Dewatering 
activities are not anticipated to be performed as part of the project. As discussed above, the 
proposed project would be compliant with all local, state, and federal regulations, including 
compliance with the NPDES permits with the implementation of BMPs. Compliance with the 
referenced regulations would reduce any potential impact associated with a water quality 
control plan to a less than significant impact. 
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Land Use and Planning

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than Significant 
with Mitigation 
Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact
No 

Impact

Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established 
community?

b) Cause a significant 
environmental impact due to a 
conflict with any land use plan, 
policy, or regulation adopted for 
the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental 
effect?

Impact Analysis

a) No Impact. The proposed project is located in a sparsely populated, agriculturally zoned 
portion of Imperial County. There are no established residential communities located within or 
in the vicinity of the project site. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not 
divide an established community. No impact would occur.

b) No Impact.
regulations is evaluated below.

County of Imperial Land Use Ordinance. Development of the BESS facility and supporting 
infrastructure project site is located on one
privately-owned parcel zoned Heavy Agriculture with Renewable Energy Overlay (A-3-RE).
The applicant is requesting a conditional zone change from A-3-RE to Light Industrial with 
Renewable Energy Overlay (M-1-RE). Implementation of the project would require the 
approval of a CUP by the County to allow for the construction and operation of the proposed 
BESS. Pursuant to Title 9, Division 5, Chapter 15, the following uses are permitted in the M-1 
zone subject to approval of a CUP from Imperial County:

Battery Storage 

Major facilities relating to the generation and transmission of electrical energy, 
provided such facilities are not, under state or federal law, to be approved exclusively 
by an agency or agencies of the state and/or federal governments and provided that 
such facilities shall be approved subsequent to coordination and review with the 
Imperial Irrigation District for electrical matters. Such uses shall include, but not be 
limited to, the following:

o Electrical generation plants

o Facilities for the transmission of electrical energy (100-200 kV)

o Electrical substations in an electrical transmission system (500 kV/230 kV/161 
kV)

With a conditional zone change, only proposed project uses (i.e., the BESS and supporting 
infrastructure), would be allowed. The conditional zone change would not allow other uses that 
are allowed within the M-1 zone. Therefore, with approval of a CUP for the project, the 
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proposed project would not conflict with the County of Imperial Land Use Ordinance and no 
impact would occur. 
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Mineral Resources

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

Would the project:

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

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

Impact Analysis

a) No Impact. The project site is not used for mineral resource production. According to Figure 
8: Imperial County Existing Mineral Resources of the Conservation and Open Space Element 
of the General Plan (County of Imperial 2016), no known mineral resources occur within the 
project site nor does the project site contain mapped mineral resources. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of any known mineral resources 
that would be of value to the region and the residents of California nor would the proposed 
project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource. Thus, no impact 
would occur.

b) No Impact. Refer to response XIII. a) above.
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Noise

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

Would the project result in:

a) Generation of a substantial 
temporary or permanent increase 
in ambient noise levels in the 
vicinity of the project in excess of 
standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other 
agencies?

b) Generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels?

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

Impact Analysis

a) Less than Significant Impact. The 81-acre project parcel (APN 059-209-010) was previously 
included as part of the original site plan submittal for the 531-acre VEGA SES 4 Solar Energy 
Project, and analyzed in the Noise Impact Assessment for the VEGA SES 4 Solar Energy 
Project prepared by ECORP Consulting, Inc. (ECORP 2021c). The results of the 2021 noise 
impact assessment were reviewed and summarized below.

Construction. Construction noise associated with the proposed project would be temporary 
and would vary depending on the nature of the activities being performed. Noise generated 
would primarily be associated with the operation of off-road equipment for onsite construction 
activities as well as construction vehicle traffic on area roadways. Construction noise typically 
occurs intermittently and varies depending on the nature or phase of construction (e.g., land 
clearing, grading, excavation, paving). During construction, exterior noise levels could 
negatively affect sensitive land uses in the vicinity of the construction site. Nearby 
noise-sensitive land uses consist of a scattering of single-family residential units located within
1 mile of the project site boundary to the north across the All-American Canal. 

T operation shall be 
limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, and 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m. on Saturdays. No commercial construction operations are permitted on Sundays or
holidays. Construction noise, from a single piece of equipment or a combination of equipment, 
shall not exceed 75 dB Leq, when averaged over an 8-hour period, and measured at the 
nearest sensitive receptor. This standard assumes a construction period, relative to an 
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individual sensitive receptor of days or weeks. In cases of extended length construction times, 
the standard may be tightened so as not to exceed 75 dB Leq when averaged over a one 1-hour 
period. 

According to the Noise Impact Assessment for the VEGA SES 4 Solar Energy Project prepared 
by ECORP Consulting, Inc. (ECORP 2021c), no individual or cumulative pieces of construction 
equipment would exceed the 75 dBA Imperial County construction noise standard during any 
phase of construction at the nearest noise-sensitive receptor.  

The closest sensitive receptor to the Border BESS project site is approximately 0.82 miles to 
the north, located south of SR-98 and east of Mesa Lateral Two. Potential noise levels at this 
sensitive receptor were analyzed in the Noise Impact Assessment for the VEGA SES 4 Solar 
Energy Project. As described above, no individual or cumulative pieces of construction 
equipment would exceed the 75 dBA Imperial County construction noise standard during any 
phase of construction at the nearest noise-sensitive receptor. Therefore, the proposed Border 
BESS project would not generate a substantial temporary increase in ambient noise levels in 
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies during construction. Impacts would be 
less than significant.  

Operation. Project operations would result in minimal additional traffic on adjacent roadways. 
The only visitors to the site would be that of repair or maintenance workers, whose presence 
at the site would be infrequent. Sporadic vehicle activity resulting from maintenance and 
operations trips would not result in a doubling of traffic, and therefore its contribution to existing 
traffic noise would not be perceptible. Based on these considerations, project operation would 
not generate a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the 
project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies during construction. Impacts would be less than 
significant.  

b) Less than Significant Impact. Groundborne vibration could originate from earth movement 
during the construction phase of the proposed project. However, significant vibration is 
typically associated with activities such as blasting or the use of pile drivers, neither of which 
would be required during project construction. The proposed project would be expected to 
comply with all applicable requirements for long-term operation, as well as with measures to 
reduce excessive groundborne vibration to ensure that the proposed project would not expose 
persons or structures to excessive groundborne vibration. Therefore, a less than significant 
impact has been identified for this issue area. 

c) No Impact. The project site is not located within 2 miles of a public airport or a public use 
airport. The nearest airports to the project site are the Calexico International Airport located 
approximately 11 miles west of the project site and Holtville Airport located approximately 11 
miles north of the project site. According to the Imperial County Airports Department, the 
Holtville Airport is currently closed. The Imperial County Airport Land Use Commission has 
established a set of land use compatibility criteria for lands surrounding the airports in Imperial 
County in the Imperial County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) (County of 
Imperial 1996). According to Figure 4G of the ALUCP, the project site is outside of the noise 
contours of the Calexico International Airport. Therefore, the project would not expose people 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels and no impact would occur. 
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Population and Housing

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

Would the project:

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

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

Impact Analysis

a) No Impact. Development of housing is not proposed as part of the proposed project. No 
full-time employees are required to operate the proposed project since the project facility will 
be monitored and controlled/operated remotely. However, it is anticipated that maintenance of 
the facility will require minimal site presence to perform periodic visual inspections and minor 
repairs. On intermittent occasions, the presence of additional workers may be required for 
repairs or replacement of equipment; however, due to the nature of the facility, such actions 
will likely occur infrequently. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a substantial 
growth in the area, as the number of employees required to operate and maintain the facility 
is minimal. No impact would occur.

b) No Impact. No housing exists within the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would 
not displace any existing people or housing, which would require the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere. No impact would occur.
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Public Services

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

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

i. Fire Protection?

ii. Police Protection?

iii. Schools?

iv. Parks?

v. Other public facilities?

Impact Analysis

ai) Less than Significant Impact. Fire protection and emergency medical services in the project 
area are provided by the Imperial County Fire Department. The project has the potential to 
increase response times, as energy storage facilities (i.e., the proposed BESS), have the 
potential to create hazards related to risk of explosion, flammable gases, toxic fumes, 
water-reactive materials, electrical shock, corrosives, and chemical burns. 

The project site is in a relatively remote location, reducing the potential for significant hazards 
to populations in surrounding areas.
longer response times for fire department responses, which in turn, could result in incidents 
that are more difficult to stabilize and may require additional fire and emergency response 
resources to manage in a safe manner. In order to secure emergency access to the project 
site, authorized permissions will be required from the U.S. Border Patrol, U.S. Department of 
the Navy, and Bureau of Land Management (BLM). The Applicant has submitted a SF-299 
right-of-way application to the BLM for right-of-way approvals under the responsibility of the 
BLM. Additionally, the project applicant is currently coordinating with the U.S. Border Patrol 
and U.S. Department of the Navy to obtain approvals for access from each of these 
jurisdictions. 

Utility-scale BESS requires specialized and reliable equipment to perform firefighting 
operations to NFPA recommendations, OSHA requirements, and ICFD standards. These 
standards are:
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NFPA:

1 Fire Code

70 National Electrical Code

855 Standard for the installation of Energy Storage System

111 Stored Electrical Energy Emergency and Standby Power System

1710 Standard for Organization and Deployment of Fire Suppression Operations, 
Emergency Medical Operations, and Special Operations to the Public by Career Fire 
Departments

OSHA:

29 CFR 1910.134(g)(4)

CFC:

Chapter 12 section 1206 Electrical Energy Storage System

Chapter 9 Fire Protection and Life Safety System

The project applicant will be required to consult and coordinate with the Fire Department and 
address fire safety and service concerns associated with the proposed project. This will include 
conditions and requirements that address operational characteristics of the BESS (e.g., battery 
storage system fire prevention and control systems), as well as emergency fire response 
access to the project site. Compliance with fire department requirements and conditions of 
approval associated with the Conditional Use Permit, is required so that adequate service is 
maintained. Potential fire/emergency access under consideration includes access from the 
west, as discussed in the Project Description, as well as, potential access across the existing 
bridge over the All American Canal. 

In addition to standards NFPA, OSHA and CFC standards, Imperial County Fire requirements 
include provision of a fire department approved water supply (capable of supplying minimum 
fire flow of 1500 gallons per minute for 2 hours) as determined by appendix B in the California 
Fire Code, approved automatic fire suppression system on all required structures (pursuant to 
the California Fire Code Chapter 12 and NFPA 855), fire department approved all-weather 
access roads for fire protection vehicles, development of an Emergency Operation Plan, 
construction of the BESS with adequate explosion prevention protection in accordance with 
NFPA 855 and/or California Fire Code Chapter 12, signage, approval of emergency 
response/action plan, pre-incident plan and hazardous waste materials plan, payment of 
applicable development fees, and fire department training. Access to the project site with 
respect to the bridge, right-of-way agreements, and other items related to approved 
emergency access is subject to review and approval by the Fire Department.

While the proposed project may result in an increase in demand for fire protection service, with 
installation of internal fire prevention systems and compliance with ICFD requirements as an 
outcome of consultation with ICFD, including adherence to any special conditions regarding 
fire control and access, the project would not result in an increase in demand that would, in 
turn, result in a substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provision of new or 
physically altered fire protection facilities; the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services. Based on these considerations, the 
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project would not result in a need for fire facility expansion and a less than significant impact 
would occur. 

aii) Less than Significant Impact. Police protection services in the project area is provided by 
Although the potential is low, the proposed project 

may attract vandals or other security risks. The increase in construction related traffic could 
increase demand on law enforcement services. However, the project site would be fenced with 
8-foot-high chain link security fence and points of ingress/egress would be accessed via locked 
gates. In addition, periodic on-site personnel visitations for security would occur during 
operations and maintenance of the proposed project, thereby minimizing the need for police 
surveillance. The project will be required to comply with conditions as identified by the Imperial 
County a detailed security/safety plan and diagram 
approved by the County prior to any activity on the project site, annual ICSO employee training, 
installation of adequate lighting, fencing and safety measures to prevent or deter criminal 
activity, installation of license plate readers and security cameras, and payment of applicable 
fees. While the proposed project may result in a temporary increase in demand for law 
enforcement service, the project would not result in an increase in demand that would, in turn, 
result in a substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provision of new or 
physically altered sheriff facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services. Therefore, a less than significant impact 
would occur. 

aiii) No Impact. The proposed project does not include the development of residential land uses 
that would result in an increase in population or student generation. Additionally, construction 
of the proposed project would not result in an increase in student population within the Imperial 

during construction operations. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

aiv) No Impact. Although maintenance of the project facility will require minimal site presence to 
perform periodic visual inspections and minor repairs, no full-time employees are required to 
operate the proposed project because the project facility will be monitored and 
controlled/operated remotely. Therefore, substantial permanent increases in population that 
would adversely affect local parks is not expected. No impact would occur. 

av) No Impact. Although maintenance of the project facility will require minimal site presence to 
perform periodic visual inspections and minor repairs, no full-time employees are required to 
operate the proposed project because the project facility will be monitored and 
controlled/operated remotely. Therefore, substantial permanent increases in population that 
would adversely affect libraries and other public facilities (such as post offices) is not expected. 
The proposed project is not expected to have an impact on other public facilities such as post 
offices, and libraries. No impact would occur. 
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Recreation

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a) Would the project increase the use 
of existing neighborhood and 
regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deterioration 
of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated?

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

Impact Analysis

a) No Impact. The proposed project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood parks 
and regional parks or other recreational facilities. The proposed project would not induce new 
populations that would result in the substantial physical deterioration of recreational facilities. 
No impact would occur.

b) No Impact. The proposed project would not include recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of recreational facilities. The proposed project would not induce new 
populations that would require new recreational facilities. No impact would occur.
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Transportation

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a) Conflict with a program plan, 
ordinance or policy addressing the 
circulation system, including 
transit, roadway, bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities?

b) Conflict with or be inconsistent 
with CEQA Guidelines section 
15064.3, subdivision (b)?

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

d) Result in inadequate emergency 
access?

Impact Analysis

a) Less than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project would not require any 
public road widening to accommodate vehicular trips associated with the proposed project 
(construction phase and operational phase). Additionally, future operations and maintenance 
would be conducted remotely, with minimal trips to the project site. There is no regular bus 
service to the general area and project-related construction and operations and maintenance 
phases would not impact mass transit. The proposed project would not interfere with bicycle 
facilities because the proposed project is located in a rural portion of the County with no 
existing or potential future designated bike routes in the area. Therefore, the proposed project 
would not result in any significant impacts to any roadway segments or transportation related 
facilities/infrastructure within the project area during construction and operation; and would not 
conflict with a program plan, ordinance, or policy as it relates to traffic and transportation. 
Impacts are considered less than significant.

b) Less than Significant Impact. Section 15064.3(b) of the CEQA Guidelines provides guidance 
on determining the significance of transportation impacts and focuses on the use of vehicle 
miles traveled (VMT), which is defined as the amount and distance of automobile travel 
associated with a project. Construction of the project would be temporary, and the traffic 
volumes generated by construction would be minor. Given the nature of the project, after 
construction, there would be a nominal amount of vehicle trips generated by the project. Once 
the proposed BESS facility is operational, there would be no increase in automobile trips to 
the area. While it is anticipated that the proposed BESS facility would require periodic
maintenance, maintenance would be minimal requiring a negligible amount of traffic trips on 
an annual basis. Therefore, the proposed project would result in a less than significant VMT 
impact.
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c) Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project does not include any alteration to the 
existing public road network. Access roads would be graded and compacted (native soils) as 
required for construction, operations, maintenance, and emergency vehicle access. 
Additionally, any proposed haul routes would be submitted to the County for approval prior to 
construction. Therefore, the project would not substantially increase hazards due to a 
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses 
(e.g., farm equipment). Impacts are considered less than significant.

d) Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project does not include any alteration to the 
existing public road network and would not involve blocking or restricting any access routes. 
Emergency access is limited to the project site. Light-duty emergency equipment and vehicles 
(such as an ambulance or law enforcement vehicle), would obtain access from the existing 
bridge across the All American Canal east of the site (as would be the case with the 
immediately adjacent CEDAR 1 Solar project). Heavy-duty fire apparatus would access the 
site from the west, initiating along Anza Road from the west, and then transitioning off Anza 
Road to the existing border road. The project otherwise does not propose any features or 
components that would interfere with emergency access to other properties. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not result in inadequate emergency access and this impact is 
considered less than significant.
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Tribal Cultural Resources

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource 
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is 
geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with 
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is: 

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the 
California Register of Historical 
Resources, or in a local register of 
historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 
5020.1(k)? 

b) A resource determined by the lead 
agency, in its discretion and 
supported by substantial evidence, 
to be significant pursuant to 
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) 
of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.1. In applying the criteria set 
forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 5024.1, 
the lead agency shall consider the 
significance of the resource to a 
California Native American tribe? 

Impact Analysis

a-b) Less than Significant Impact. Assembly Bill 52 was passed in 2014 and took effect July 1, 
2015. It established a new category of environmental resources that must be considered under 
CEQA called tribal cultural resources (Public Resources Code 21074) and established a 
process for consulting with Native American tribes and groups regarding those resources. 
Assembly Bill 52 requires a lead agency to begin consultation with a California Native 
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the 
proposed project. 

An AB 52 consultation request letter was sent to the Ft. Yuma Quechan Indian Tribe, Campo 
Band of Mission Indians, and Viejas Band of Kumeyaay Indians on January 9, 2026, with the 
initial AB 52 consultation period extending from January 9, 2026 to February 8, 2026.

Additionally, SB 18 consultation request were sent to the Ft. Yuma Quechan Indian Tribe, 
Campo Band of Mission Indians, and Viejas Band of Kumeyaay Indians on January 9, 2026, 
with the initial SB 18 consultation period extending from January 9, 2026 to April 9, 2026.

The Ft. Yuma Quechan Indian Tribe requested more information on Sites 202-142-004 and 
2020-142-008, and requested that the County provide an updated Cultural Resources 
Inventory Report, if an update had been prepared. In response to this, the County provided 
more information regarding Sites 202-142-004 and 2020-142-008 and the Cultural Resources 
Inventory Report. 
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The Campo Band of Mission Indians responded on January 9, 2026 requesting 
government-to-

The Viejas Band responded on January 9, 2026 and indicated that the site has cultural 
significance or ties to Viejas, as cultural resources have been located within or adjacent to the 
APE-DE of the proposed project. Viejas Band requested that a Kumeyaay Cultural Monitor be 
on site for ground disturbing activities and that they be informed of any inadvertent discovery 
of cultural artifacts, cremation sites, or human remains. Additionally, Viejas indicated that they 
would defer to a Tribe, if such Tribe has closer proximity to the Project, and requests to perform 
cultural monitoring.
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Utilities and Service Systems

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a) Require or result in the relocation 
or construction of new or 
expanded water, wastewater 
treatment or storm water drainage, 
electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the 
construction or relocation of which 
could cause significant 
environmental effects?

b) Have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the project and 
reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry 
and multiple dry years?

c) Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider, 
which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate 

projected demand in addition to 

commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of 
State or local standards, or in 
excess of the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair 
the attainment of solid waste 
reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and 
local management and reduction 
statutes and regulations related to 
solid waste?

Impact Analysis

a) Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project does not currently contain any public 
utilities or service systems. The proposed project would not require the construction of any 
water, wastewater, stormwater, or energy facilities to accommodate the demand of the project. 

be required to provide water to the project site. Water will be obtained from IID canals in 
conformance with IID construction water acquisition requirements. Water will be picked up 
from the source and delivered to the project site by a water truck which will be capable of 
carrying approximately 4,000 gallons. The proposed BESS facility would not generate 
wastewater that would need to be treated by a wastewater treatment facility as no facilities, 
such as O&M building or restrooms are proposed, and the site will generally be remotely 
operated. Storm water control would be implemented for the project site and access road, but 
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would not require improvements or expansion of any existing, off-site systems. Due to the lack 
of public utilities and services available within the project site, and the lack of need to provide 
expanded services to accommodate the project, impacts are considered less than significant.

b) Less than Significant Impact. the construction 
phase only, which would involve utilizing water for dust control. Water will be obtained from 
IID canals in conformance with IID construction water acquisition requirements. Water will be 
picked up from the source and delivered to the project site by a water truck which will be 
capable of carrying approximately 4,000 gallons. Operation of the BESS facility would not 
require significant amount of water and would be limited to general maintenance activities. 
Therefore, this impact is considered less than significant.

c) No Impact. The proposed project would not generate wastewater that would need to be 
treated by a wastewater treatment facility. Onsite wastewater needs will be accommodated by 
the use of portable toilets that would be removed from the project site once construction is 
complete. No impact would occur.

d) Less than Significant Impact. Solid waste generation would be minor for the construction 
and operation of the proposed project. Solid waste will be disposed of using a locally-licensed 
waste hauling service, most likely Allied Waste. Trash would likely be hauled to the Calexico 
Solid Waste Site (13-AA-0004) located approximately 13 miles west of the proposed project 
in Calexico. The Calexico Solid Waste Site has approximately 1,561,235 cubic yards of 
remaining capacity and is estimated to remain in operation through 2179 (CalRecycle 2021). 
Therefore, there is ample landfill capacity in the County to receive the minor amount of solid 
waste generated by construction and operation of the proposed project. A less than significant 
impact is identified for this issue area.

e) Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would comply with all applicable statutes 
and regulations related to solid waste. As discussed in Response XIX. d) above, solid waste 
generated by the proposed well is expected to be minimal. This impact is considered less than 
significant.
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Wildfire

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, 
would the project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted 
emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, 
and other factors, exacerbate 
wildfire risks, and thereby expose 
project occupants to, pollutant 
concentrations from a wildfire or 
the uncontrolled spread of a 
wildfire?

c) Require the installation or 
maintenance of associated 
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 
breaks, emergency water sources, 
power lines or other utilities) that 
may exacerbate fire risk or that 
may result in temporary or ongoing 
impacts to the environment?

d) Expose people or structures to 
significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding 
or landslides, as a result of runoff, 
post-fire slope instability, or 
drainage changes?

Impact Analysis

a)-d) No Impact. According to the Fire Hazard Severity Zone Viewer provided by the California 
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, the project site is not located on or near state 
responsibility areas or lands classified as very high hazard severity zones (California 
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 2024). Therefore, the proposed project would not 
substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan; 
expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread 
of a wildfire; exacerbate fire risk; or, expose people or structures to significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire instability, or 
drainage changes. No impact is identified for wildfire. 
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Mandatory Findings of Significance

Environmental Issue Area:

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less than 
Significant 

with
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact

Would the project: 

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

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

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

Impact Analysis

a) Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.

Biological Resources

Special-Status Plants

As described in Response IV. a) above, there is moderate potential for three rare plant species, 

be present within the project area. Potential impacts that may occur to the species during 
project construction includes loss of individuals, habitat, and seedbank. Depending on the size 
of the population, potential impacts be significant. Implementation of Mitigation Measures 
BIO-1, BIO-2, and BIO-3 would reduce impacts to a level less than significant.
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Special-Status Wildlife 

Five special-status wildlife species were observed on site during the biological reconnaissance 
survey: black-tailed gnatcatcher, northern harrier, burrowing owl, yellow warblers, and 
loggerhead shrikes. Direct construction-related impacts to wildlife species that could occur 
include injury, mortality, nest failures, and loss of young. Indirect impacts include increase in 
anthropogenic effects (i.e., noise levels, introduction of invasive/nonnative species, increase 
in human activity, and increase in dust). However, implementation of Mitigation Measures 
BIO-2, BIO-3, BIO-4, BIO-5, and BIO-6 would reduce potential impacts to a level less than 
significant. 

The project site provides nesting habitat for ground-nesting species as well as species that 
nest in riparian scrub habitat. Direct construction-related impacts to wildlife species that could 
occur include injury, mortality, nest failures, and loss of young. Indirect impacts include 
increase in anthropogenic effects (i.e., noise levels, introduction of invasive/nonnative species, 
increase in human activity, and increase in dust). Potential impacts would be considered 
significant. Implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-2, BIO-5, and BIO-6 would reduce 
potential impacts to a level less than significant. 

Cultural Resources 

As described in Response V. a) above, the proposed project has been designed to avoid Sites 
2020-142-004 and 2020-142-008. To ensure avoidance of Sites 2020-142-004 and 
2020-142-008, Mitigation Measure CR-1 will be implemented. Implementation of Mitigation 
Measure CR-1 would reduce impacts on historical resources to a level less than significant. 

Given the number of resources identified within the project area, there is a potential to unearth 
previously unknown cultural resources. In the event that unknown cultural resources are 
discovered during project construction, significant impacts could occur. However, with 
implementation of Mitigation Measure CR-2, potential impacts to previously unrecorded 
cultural resources would be reduced to a level less than significant. 

As described in Response V. b) above, the potential of finding a buried archaeological site 
during construction is considered low. However, like all construction projects in the state, the 
possibility exists. This potential impact is considered significant. Implementation of Mitigation 
Measure CR-3 would reduce the potential impact associated with the inadvertent discovery of 
archaeological resources to a level less than significant. 

As described in Response V. c) above, the potential for encountering subsurface human 
remains within the project site is low, there remains a possibility that human remains are 
present beneath the ground surface, and that such remains could be exposed during 
construction. This potential impact is considered significant. Implementation of Mitigation 
Measure CR-4 would ensure that the potential impact on previously unknown human remains 
does not rise to a level of significance pursuant to CEQA. 

Geology and Soils 

As described in Response I. f) above, the project site is located within an area where 
paleontological sensitivity is considered to be high. Impacts on any surface or near-surface 
level paleontological resources may occur because of grading and disturbance of the area. 
Even relatively shallow excavations in the Lake Cahuilla beds exposed in the project site may 
encounter significant vertebrate fossil remains. Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 
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would ensure that the potential impacts on paleontological resources do not rise to the level of 
significance pursuant to CEQA.

b) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Based on the analysis 
contained in this Initial Study, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts to 
aesthetics, agricultural and forestry resources, energy, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards 
and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, mineral 
resources, noise, population and housing, public services, recreation, transportation, utilities 
and service systems.

The proposed project would have potential impacts that are significant on the following 
resources areas: air quality (short-term, construction emissions), biological resources, cultural 
resources and geology and soils. However, implementation of mitigation measures would 
ensure potential impacts are reduced to less than significant levels. The proposed project 
would incrementally contribute to cumulative impacts for projects occurring within the vicinity 
of the project. However, compliance with the mitigation measures would ensure that no 
residually significant impacts would result with implementation of the project either directly or 
indirectly. In the absence of residually significant impacts, the incremental accumulation of 
effects would not be cumulatively considerable. Therefore, a finding of less than significant is 
identified for this issue area

c) Less than Significant Impact. Based on the analysis contained in this Initial Study, the 
proposed project would not cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly 
or indirectly. Any effects related to construction of the project would be temporary and 
short-term and would not result in any long-term or permanent effects on human beings. This 
is considered a less than significant impact.
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Findings 
This is to advise that the County of Imperial, acting as the lead agency, has conducted an Initial 
Study to determine if the project may have a significant effect on the environment and is 
proposing this Negative Declaration based upon the following findings: 

□ The Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence that the project may have a 
significant effect on the environment and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects but: 

(1) Proposals made or agreed to by the applicant before this proposed Mitigated Negative 
Declaration was released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the 
effects to a point where clearly no significant effects would occur. 

(2) There is no substantial evidence before the agency that the project may have a 
significant effect on the environment. 

(3) Mitigation measures are required to ensure all potentially significant impacts are 
reduced to levels of insignificance. 

A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

If adopted, the Negative Declaration means that an Environmental Impact Report will not be 
required. Reasons to support this finding are included in the attached Initial Study. The project 
file and all related documents are available for review at the County of Imperial, Planning & 
Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243 (442) 265-1736. 

NOTICE 

The public is invited to comment on the proposed Negative Declaration during the review 
period. 

ent Services 

The Applicant hereby acknowledges and accepts the results of the Environmental Evaluation 
Committee (EEC) and hereby agrees to implement all Mitigation Measures, if applicable, as outlined 
in the MMRP. 

3/19/26
Date 

March 2026 95 
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