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City of Calipatria 
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March 2025 

1. Project Title: City of Calipatria Eastside Specific Plan 

2. Lead Agency Name and 
Adress: 

City of Calipatria 
125 Park Street  
Calipatria, CA 92233 

Contact:  Jeorge Galvan, City Planner 
The Holt Group, Inc. 
(760) 337-3883 
jgalvan@theholtgroup.net 

3. Project Sponsor: City of Calipatria 
4. Project Location: East of Industrial Avenue, south of Young Road, north of Date Street, 

and west of East Avenue on the east side of the City of Calipatria. 
Please See Exhibit A – Project Vicinity Map. The project 
encompasses a total of 336 parcels which are each listed with their 
Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) and address in Appendix A – 
Affected Parcels. 

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

 

mailto:jgalvan@theholtgroup.net
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Furthermore, compliance with all the mitigation measures listed in this 
Revised IS/MND will also be required as applicable. The segment of 
the city encompassing the Eastside Specific Plan is currently 
composed of the following zoning designations: 

• R-1 (Low Density Residential) 

• R-2 (Medium Density Multi-Family Residential) 

• R-3 (High Density Multi-Family Residential) 

• CP (Commercial Professional) 

• OS-G (General Open Space) 

• DC (Downtown Core) 

• M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing and Industrial) 

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

6. General Plan Proposed Annexed Territory: N/A 
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Designation: Existing City General Plan: Low Density Residential, Medium Density 
Residential, High Density Residential, Open Space/Recreation, General 
Commercial, Heavy Industry, and Downtown District. 

Proposed City General Plan: Low Density Residential, Commercial 
Residential Mixed-Use, Industrial Residential Mixed-Use, Open 
Space/Recreational, and Commercial Industrial 

7. Zoning Proposed Annexed Territory: N/A 
Existing County Zoning: N/A 
Existing City Zoning: R-1 (Low Density Residential), R-2 (Medium 
Density Multi-Family Residential), R-3 (High Density Multi-Family 
Residential), CP (Commercial Professional), OS-G (General Open 
Space), DC (Downtown Core), and M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing & 
Industrial). 
Proposed City Zoning: R-1 (Low Density Residential), RC 
(Residential Commercial Mixed-Use), RI (Residential Industrial 
Mixed-Use), CI (Commercial Industrial), and OS-G (General Open 
Space). 

8. Surrounding Land Uses 
and Setting: 

The project site is a vacant, undeveloped site and is surrounded by 
agricultural fields along the north and east boundaries. These sites 
are located outside of the City of Calipatria City Boundary and contain 
no developments. The south and west boundaries are zoned as M-2 
(Heavy Manufacturing & Industrial) and M-1 (Light Manufacturing & 
Industrial). Both the west and south boundaries are utilized by local 
agriculture companies like Superior Land & Cattle Company for their 
daily business. There are no residential developments within the area 
surrounding the project site. 

9. Other Agencies whose 
approval is required: 
(e.g., permits, financing 
approval, or 
participation agreement) 

The City of Calipatria is both the lead agency and project sponsor. No 
other Agency approvals are required. 

10. Have California Native 
American tribes 
traditionally and 
culturally affiliated with 
the project area 
requested consultation 
pursuant to Public 
Resources Code section 
21080.3.1? If so, has 
consultation begun? 

The City of Calipatria submitted a copy of the draft IS/MND to the 
California Native American Heritage Commission on July 13, 2023, 
for review. As of July 2024, no communication nor request was 
received by the city, however, mitigation measures CR-1 and CR-2 
were still included. The Revised IS/MND will be recirculated for 
comments and a copy will be submitted to the State Clearinghouse 
for distribution. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving 
at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact,” as indicated by the checklist on the 
following pages. 

 Aesthetics  Agriculture/Forestry 
Resources  Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  Geology/Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions  Hazards and 

Hazardous Materials  Hydrology/Water Quality 

 Land Use/Planning  Mineral Resources  Noise 

 Population/Housing  Public Services  Recreation 

 Transportation  Utilities/ 
Service Systems  Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE DETERMINATION 

The proposed project could not have a significant effect on the environment, and a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.  

The proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment; however, 
there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures 
described on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A MITIGATED 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

X 

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.  

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but at 
least one effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant 
to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures 
based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets, if the effect is a 
"Potentially Significant Impact" or "Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated."  A 
FOCUSED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze 
only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

 

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 
there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potentially significant 
effects (1) have been analyzed in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards 
and (2) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including 
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project. No 
further action is required. 
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CA Department of Fish and Game Yes No Absent Members of the EEC 

No Impact Finding  Requested    Public Works 

     Police 

     Fire 

Jeorge Galvan, City Planner                  Date    Planning  

     Administration 

 
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1)  A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are 
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses 
following each question.  A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced 
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one 
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should 
be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., 
the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific 
screening analysis). 

2)  All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well 
as operational impacts. 

3)  Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur then 
the checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than 
significant with mitigation, or less than significant.  “Potentially Significant Impact’ is 
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect is significant.  If there are one or 
more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is 
required. 

4) “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the 
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant 
Impact” to a “Less than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation 
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level 
(mitigation measures from Section 17, “Earlier Analysis,” may be cross-referenced). 

5)  Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative 
declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the 
following: 

a.   Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. 

b.   Impacts Adequately Addressed.  Identify which effects from the above checklist were 
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation 
measures based on the earlier analysis. 
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c. Mitigation Measures.  For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures 
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures, which were incorporated or refined 
from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions 
for the project. 

Authority: Public Resources Code Sections 21083 and 21087.  Reference: Public 
Resources Code Sections 21080(c), 21080.1, 21080.3, 21082.1, 21083, 21083.3, 21093, 
21094, 21151; Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino, 202 Cal. App. 3d 296 (1988); Leonoff 
v. Monterey Board of Supervisors, 222 Cal. App. 3d 1337 (1990). 

6)  Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information 
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a 
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to 
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

 

I. AESTHETICS.   Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista?     

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 
state scenic highway? 

    

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of public views of the 
site and its surroundings?  

    

d)  Create a new source of substantial light or 
glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 

    

 

Background: 

The proposed project site is located east of Industrial Avenue, south of Young Road, north of Date 
Street, and west of East Avenue on the east side of the City of Calipatria. The project site currently 
encompasses several vacant parcels within the following seven existing zoning designations: Low 
Density Residential (R-1), Medium Density Multi-Family Residential (R-2), High Density Multi-
Family Residential (R-3), General Open Space (OS-G), Commercial Professional (CP), and 
Heavy Manufacturing & Industrial (M-2). The project requires new zoning designations to meet 
the goals and objectives set forth in the City of Calipatria Housing Element, as well as its share 
of the 6th Cycle RHNA designation. The new proposed zoning designations are Residential 
Commercial Mixed-Use, Residential Industrial Mixed-Use, and Commercial Industrial. 

These proposed zones are intended to create new development opportunities for both the city 
and potential developers while also maintaining the original intent of the existing zoning 
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designations. 

The surrounding area consists of flat topography with no scenic vistas. The site is surrounded by 
local roadways with State Route 115 cutting through the center. 

I. AESTHETICS IMPACT DISCUSSION 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

No Impact. The proposed project targets the historically undeveloped eastern portion of 
the city. The entirety of the undeveloped properties is barren and provide no scenic vistas. 
By implementing the Eastside Specific Plan, the city will be permitted new land uses 
compatible with the existing residential developments. The design standards set forth in 
the City of Calipatria Zoning Ordinance will ensure that future projects contain scenic and 
visually pleasing designs and landscaping that complements existing developments.   
 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 
No Impact. Most of the project site is undeveloped and contains no scenic resources 
whatsoever. The developed portions of the project site will remain unchanged. The 
Eastside Specific plan will add scenic resources to a baren portion of the city through the 
landscaping requirements set forth by the City of Calipatria Zoning Ordinance. 
 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the 
site and its surroundings? 
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project will add new allowable land uses 
to an underdeveloped portion of the city. Of the 326 properties within the project scope, 
only 148 are developed. This equates to approximately 45% with the remaining 55% 
consisting of undeveloped land. The proposed project also provides design standards for 
future developments to minimize negative impacts to the visual character of the project 
site. 
 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day 
or nighttime views in the area? 
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project will incentivize the construction of 
new developments which will include lighting on buildings, parking spaces, and in housing 
(exterior lights, parking lot, vehicle headlights, etc.). The proposed project would only 
introduce new land uses to the eastern portion of the city. While future developments will 
add minimal nighttime light and daytime glare from windows and windshields, the City of 
Calipatria Zoning Ordinance provides standards for outdoor lighting which are designed 
to greatly minimize glare and maintain energy efficiency among other requirements.  
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II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES.    
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 

Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural 
use? 

    

b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or 
a Williamson Act Contract?     

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning 
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources 
Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by 
Public Resources Code section 4526), or 
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as 
defined by Government Code Section 51104(g))? 

    

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use?     

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment 
which, due to their location or nature, could result 
in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use 
or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

    

 

Background: 
The project site has historically been used for low density residential, medium density multi-family 
residential, and high-density multi-family residential areas along with businesses and intensive 
industrial manufacturing. For the past two decades, Calipatria has experienced stagnant growth. 
The land contains vacant or underdeveloped parcels. 

The project site is adjacent to agricultural land on its north and east side. No forest lands are 
immediately adjacent to the project site nor are they within the City limits or in this portion of the 
Imperial County. 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES DISCUSSION 
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide importance 

(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 
Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is adjacent to “Farmland of 
Statewide Importance” on the north and east side of the project site. “Farmland of 
Statewide Importance” is classified by the State Department of Conservation as land used 
for irrigated agricultural production. The project site is designated for residential, 
commercial, and industrial uses. The proposed project will only allow the development of 
commercial, residential, and industrial uses. Agricultural uses are not and will not be 
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permitted within the Eastside Specific Plan. Therefore, less than significant impact is 
identified. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act Contract?  
No Impact. The project site is zoned R-1 (Low Density Residential), R-2 (Medium Density 
Multi-Family Residential), R-3 (High Density Multi-Family Residential, OS-G (General 
Open Space), CP (Commercial Professional), and M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing & 
Industrial). The parcels on which the project is proposed are not under a Williamson Act 
Contract nor are there any lands that are under Williamson Act Non-Renewal adjacent to 
the site.  

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public 
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as 
defined by Government Code Section 51104(g))? 
No Impact. The Imperial County General Plan, Conservation and Open Space Element 
(Imperial County 2016) does not identify any forest or timberland within the County nor 
are there any such lands within the City limits. Thus, there are no existing forest lands, 
timberlands, or timberland zoned Timberland Production either on or near the project site 
that would conflict with existing zoning.  

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?  
No Impact. There are no existing forest lands on-site, and the Imperial County General 
Plan Conservation and Open Space Element (Imperial County 2016) does not identify any 
forest or timberland within the County nor are there any such lands within the City of 
Calipatria. The proposed project is not expected to result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, no impact is identified. 

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 
No Impact. The proposed project would increase developer interest in properties adjacent 
to land that is designated as “Farmland of Statewide Importance” by the State Department 
of Conservation. While the Eastside Specific Plan will not permit agricultural land use, the 
proximity to important farmland necessitates a less than significant impact. There are no 
identified forest lands within the City of Calipatria nor in the Imperial County. 

III. AIR QUALITY.   Where available, the significance 
criteria established by the applicable air quality 
management or air pollution control district may be 
relied upon to make the following determinations. 
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
applicable air quality plan?     

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality     
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violation? 
c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase 

of any criteria pollutant for which the project region 
is non-attainment under an applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality standard (including 
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative 
thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

    

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations?     

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people?     

 

Background:  
The California Air Resources Control Board (CARB) is the state agency responsible for 
establishing California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS), adopting and enforcing emission 
standards for various sources including mobile sources (except where federal law preempts their 
authority), fuels, consumer products, and toxic air contaminants. CARB is responsible for 
responding to the Federal Clean Air Act (FCAA), regulating emissions from motor vehicles and 
consumer products, and implementing the State Clean Air Act (CAA). 

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (ICAPCD) shares responsibility with CARB for 
ensuring that all State and federal ambient air quality standards are achieved and maintained 
within the County. The project site is within the Salton Sea Air Basin (SSAB). 

While the Eastside Specific Plan only involves the addition of land uses, the project will spur 
developer interest in the area. Temporary construction activities from future developments within 
the project site would result in temporary emissions. These emissions would result from fuel 
combustion and exhaust from construction equipment and vehicle traffic (i.e., worker commute 
and delivery truck trips), and grading and site work. Operation of the project would also result in 
emissions from the vehicular travel of the residents and service vehicles; natural gas usage; 
consumer products; landscaping; and architectural coatings. 

III. AIR QUALITY DISCUSSION 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 

Less Than Significant Impact. CEQA requires that projects be consistent with the 
applicable Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). Consistent determination plays an 
important role in local agency project review by linking local planning and individual 
projects to the AQMP. It fulfills the CEQA goal of informing decision-makers of the 
environmental efforts of the project under consideration at a stage early enough to ensure 
that air quality concerns are fully addressed. 

The City of Calipatria requires that all new developments go through the CEQA process 
and requires a permit issued by the Imperial County Air Pollution Control District. These 
requirements allow for a less than significant impact identification. 
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b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 

projected air quality violation? 

No Impact. All development projects within the City of Calipatria are required to submit 
an application to the ICAPC for conformance with air quality standards set forth by both 
the ICAPCD and the State of California. 
 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 
the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air 
quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative 
thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

Less Than Significant Impact. As previously mentioned, the expected increased 
development stirred by the Eastside Specific Plan will result in emissions from temporary 
construction activities. These projects will not contribute substantially nor to an existing air 
quality violation. Every development project within the city is required to go through the 
CEQA and ICAPCD process to minimize any emissions caused by temporary 
construction. 
 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. Sensitive receptors are defined 
as land uses where sensitive population groups are likely to be located (e.g., children, the 
elderly, the acutely ill, and the chronically ill). These land uses include residences, schools, 
childcare centers, retirement homes, convalescent homes, medical care facilities, and 
recreational facilities. Sensitive receptors that may be adversely affected by the project 
include surrounding residential land uses. 

Impacts to sensitive receptors, particularly from dust, would vary depending on the level 
and type of activity, the silt content of the soil, and prevailing weather. The project site 
consists of 326 properties with 148 of them having been developed into single family 
residential properties. Exposure to dust during construction is considered a potentially 
significant impact unless mitigation is incorporated. 

A project can also create pollution concentrations in the form of a CO hotspot. This occurs 
when vehicles are idling at highly congested intersections. The project area will only allow 
both low and medium density developments, greatly limiting vehicle congestion in the 
area. 

During construction activities, diesel equipment will be operating, and diesel particulate 
matter (DPM) is known to the State as a toxic air contaminant (TAC). However, the risks 
associated with exposure to substances with carcinogenic effects are typically evaluated 
based on a lifetime of chronic exposure, which is defined as 24 hours per day, 7 days per 
week, 365 days per year, for 70 years. Due to the expected short-term duration of future 
construction, resident exposure to diesel exhaust emissions would be less than significant.  
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Mitigation Measures 

AQ-1: Block Dirt Roads 

The City will require developers to construct permanent blockage to all dirt roads and open 
areas bordering the project prior to beginning construction.  

Timing/Implementation: Prior to beginning construction/Project Developer.  

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

AQ-2: Discretionary Measure for Fugitive PM10 Control 

The City will require developers to limit the vehicle speed for all construction vehicles to 
no more than 15 mph on any unpaved surface at the construction site. 

Timing/Implementation: During construction/Project Contractor. 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 
 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? 

Less Than Significant. The CEQA Guidelines indicate that a significant impact would 
occur if a project would create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of 
people. While offensive odors rarely cause any physical harm, they can be very 
unpleasant, leading to considerable distress among the public and often generate citizen 
complaints to local governments and the ICAPCD. Because offensive odors rarely cause 
any physical harm and no requirements for their control are included in State or federal air 
quality regulations, the ICAPCD has no rules or standards related to odor emissions, other 
than its nuisance rule. 

The project is not an odor producer nor located near an odor producer. While the project 
will allow some light industrial and commercial uses, none of those uses are known to be 
odor producers. Even though diesel exhaust (which is objectionable to some) will be 
emitted during the short construction period, concentrations will disperse rapidly from the 
project site. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.    
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special 
status species in local or regional plans, policies or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

b)  Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, 
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regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of 
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

    

d)  Interfere substantially with the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species 
or with established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native 
wildlife nursery sites? 

    

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

    

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

    

 

Background:  

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

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, 
on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local 
or regional plans, policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

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

Mitigation Measures 

BIO-1: Biological Assessments 

Require developers to prepare a biological assessment of agricultural drains before 
construction or development near these areas. 

Timing/Implementation: During design phase/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

BIO-2: State and Federal Conservation and Avoidance Regulations 

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

Timing/Implementation: During design phase/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

BIO-3: Timing of Construction and Construction Activities 

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

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

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

BIO-4: Assessment of Biological Resources 

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

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

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

BIO-6: Avoidance of Nesting Birds 

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 
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BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys 

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

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

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 
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BIO-8: Construction Noise Impacts to Biological Resources 

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

Timing/Implementation: During Construction/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

BIO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light 

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

Timing/Implementation: During Construction/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

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

Mitigation Measures 

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Biological Assessments. 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-2: State and Federal Conservation and 
Avoidance Regulations. 

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

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Assessment of Biological Resources 

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

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-6: Avoidance of Nesting Birds 

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys 

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

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

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

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish 
or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? 

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

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

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

Mitigation Measures 

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Biological Assessments. 
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Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-2: State and Federal Conservation and 
Avoidance Regulations. 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Timing of Construction and Construction 
Activities 

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Assessment of Biological Resources 

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

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-6: Avoidance of Nesting Birds 

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys 

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

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light 

BIO-10: Development Standards 

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

Timing/Implementation: During design phase/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

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

No Impact. The proposed project is not located within a local, regional, or state 
conservation planning area. The project would have no impact on an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan. 

  

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. 
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less 
Than 

Significant 
Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in 
§15064.5? 

    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to §15064.5? 
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c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature?     

d)  Disturb any human remains, including those interred 
outside of formal cemeteries?     

 

Background: 

There are various structures in the City of Calipatria with some historic value, but none within 
the project vicinity have been recognized as a California Historical Landmark. The subject site 
has remained continuously vacant and undeveloped for more than 25 years. The site is not 
known to be of historical significance and no historic structures are remaining on-site. 

V.   CULTURAL RESOURCES DISCUSSION 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource 
as defined in §15064.5? 

No Impact. The National Register Database and Research developed by the United 
States National Park Service is the official list of the Nation’s historic places of building, 
structures, objects, sites, and districts worthy of preservation because of their 
significance in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, and culture. 
The National Register recognizes resources of local, state, and national significance 
which have been documented and evaluated according to uniform standards and 
criteria. A review of the register found no areas of cultural significance within the project 
site.   

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

No Impact. The proposed project is not located on or near archaeological resources. 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

No Impact. The proposed project does not contain paleontological resources. 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? 

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Is Incorporated. While the proposed 
project is not located within a formal cemetery, a review of the Digital Atlas Cultural 
Regions Map developed by the State of California Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) found that the City of Calipatria is located within a region used by 
the Kumeyaay (Diegueño/Kamia/Ipai/Tipai) tribe. While the chance of locating human 
remains on the site is highly unlikely, the Kumeyaay and affiliated tribes will need to be 
notified prior to any excavation.  
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Mitigation Measures 

CR-1: Tribal Notification 

The City of Calipatria will work with future developers to notify the Kumeyaay and 
affiliated tribes prior to the commencing ground disturbing activities.  

Timing/Implementation: Prior to commencing construction/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria  

CR-2: Discovery of Human Remains 

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

Timing/Implementation: During construction/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: NAHC, Imperial County Coroner, and Imperial County 
Department of Planning and Development Services. 

 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS.    
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less 
Than 

Significant 
Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving: 

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42? 

    

ii.    Strong Seismic ground shaking?     
iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction?     
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iv.  Landslides?     
b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 

topsoil?     

c)  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable 
or that would become unstable as a result of the 
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 

    

d)  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-
1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or property? 

    

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the 
use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater 
disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of wastewater? 

    

 

Background: 
Soil conservation techniques help to control erosion and help prevent blowing dust, thereby 
improving the regional air quality. Soil erosion can be caused by water or wind. During intense 
storms, significant amounts of rainfall can saturate upper layers of the soil. Once the soil is 
saturated, runoff can produce gullies and carry soil particles into drainage channels. 

Grading and construction associated with development projects can also cause soil erosion, 
including removal of topsoil, and can create large amounts of dust. The City will continue to require 
developers to implement water erosion control plans in accordance with National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) requirements and dust control plans in accordance with 
Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (ICAPCD) requirements. 

VI.   GEOLOGY AND SOILS DISCUSSION 
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the 

risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 

i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist 
for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer 
to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Review of the current Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zone maps indicates that the nearest mapped Earthquake Fault Zone is the 
Brawley Fault located approximately 12.5 miles southeast of the project site and 
the Imperial Fault located approximately 12.8 miles south of the project site. The 
Brawley fault zone is a complex set of faults that is intricately connected to the 
Imperial fault zone. That connection exists, apparently, due to transfer of right-
lateral slip from the Imperial fault zone to the Brawley fault zone. This fault zone 
probably ruptures in a magnitude 6 event every 30-40 years or so, along with its 
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neighbor, the Imperial fault zone. The last such event was in 1979. Although not 
well documented, minor rupture may also have occurred in 1940, and even in 
1915. This by no means represents a definite cycle, however, and prediction of 
future events, even in this area, is probably a long way off (Southern California 
Earthquake Data Center (SCEDC). Thus, impacts associated with a known 
earthquake fault are considered less than significant. 

ii. Strong Seismic ground shaking? 

Less than Significant Impact. The primary seismic hazard at the project site is 
the potential for strong ground shaking during earthquakes along the Superstition 
Hills, Imperial, and Brawley faults. The project site is considered likely to be 
subjected to moderate to strong ground motion from earthquakes in the region. 
The project is required to be designed and constructed in accordance with the 
2022 California Building Code and ASCE 7-10 Seismic Parameters. Compliance 
with these requirements is considered building design for strong seismic ground 
shaking. Therefore, impacts resulting from strong seismic ground shaking are 
considered less than significant. 

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Is Incorporated. Liquefaction occurs 
when granular soil below the water table is subjected to vibratory motions, such as 
those produced by earthquakes. With strong ground shaking, an increase in pore 
water pressure develops as the soil tends to reduce in volume. If the increasing 
pore water pressure is sufficient to reduce the vertical effective stress (suspending 
the soil particles in water), the soil strength decreases, and the soil behaves as a 
liquid (similar to quicksand). Liquefaction can produce excessive settlement, 
ground rupture, lateral spreading, or failure of shallow bearing foundations. 
According to the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone maps, the project site has 
not been evaluated for liquefaction.  

Mitigation Measure 

GEO-1: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigation 

A site-specific Geotechnical Investigation will be required for all future 
developments for the design and construction of future developments.  

Timing/Implementation: Prior to issuance of building permits/Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

iv. Landslides? 

No Impact. No ancient landslides are shown on geologic maps of the region and 
the probability of one occurring is unlikely due to the relatively planar topography 
of the project site. No impact would occur. 
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b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

Less than Significant Impact. The project site is currently compacted soil but may have 
a slight erosion hazard. During construction of future developments, erosion would be 
controlled in accordance with County standards including preparation, review and 
approval of a grading plan by the County Engineer. 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that would become unstable 
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslides, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation is Incorporated. As previously noted, 
the hazard of landslide is unlikely due to the relatively flat topography of the site. However, 
the potential for lateral spreading as a result of liquefaction may be presented as 
discussed under item iii) above. The site is predominantly underlain by clays that are not 
expected to collapse with the addition of water to the site. While future developments 
within the project site would be subject to landslides and potential for subsidence or 
collapse is low, potential for liquefaction could produce lateral spreading.  

Mitigation Measure  

Implement Mitigation Measure GEO-1. 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building 
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? 

Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation is Incorporated. In general, much of 
the near surface soils within the project site consist of silty clays. According to the Imperial 
County Soil Survey (1980), Imperial soil is used extensively for homesites despite the 
limitation of high clay content. House slabs need extra strength to withstand the stresses 
of shrinking and swelling and to compensate for the soil’s low bearing strength (Imperial 
County 1980, p. 18). Without proper engineering incorporated as mitigation, impacts 
resulting from expansive soil on life or property are considered potentially significant. 

Mitigation Measure 

Implement Mitigation Measure GEO-1. 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative 
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater? 

No Impact. The proposed project does not require septic tanks or an alternative 
wastewater disposal system. Future developments within the project site will connect to 
the existing City of Calipatria sewer system. No impact would occur. 
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS.   
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a)   Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either 
directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment? 

    

b)  Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gases? 

    

Background:  

The proposed project is expected to stimulate the development of the east side of the City of 
Calipatria. During the construction of future developments, it is expected that the machinery as 
well as the vehicles used to transport workers will release minor levels of Greenhouse Gases 
(GHG) which will only be temporary. The project once operational is expected to generate levels 
of greenhouse gas emissions that will result from vehicular trips of the development residents. 

VII.   GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS DISCUSSION 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment? 

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation is Incorporated. The proposed project will 
generate GHG emissions as a result of construction equipment and vehicles trips 
generated during the construction period and long-term operations of future 
developments.  

Mitigation Measures 

GGE-1: Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction Methods 

To help minimize greenhouse gas emissions, the City of Calipatria will require future 
developers to implement the following Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction Methods 
when feasible:  

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

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

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

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

• Use equipment that is no older than 10 years old to achieve the lowest levels of air 
emissions. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and during construction/Project contractor. 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

No Impact. The proposed project will not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. All 
projects are required to proceed through the Imperial County Air Pollution Control District 
for a permit. This ensures that all developments within the City are compliant with an 
applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases. 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.    
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less 
Than 

Significant 
Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

    

b)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonable foreseeable upset 
and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment? 

    

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed 
school? 

    

d)  Be located on a site, which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment? 

    

e)  For a project located within 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 result in a safety hazard for people 
residing or working in the project area? 

    

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project result in a safety hazard for people 
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residing or working in the project area? 

g)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with 
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

    

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including 
where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or 
where residences are intermixed with wildlands? 

    

 
 

Background:  

The proposed project site is currently undeveloped land located on the east side of the City of 
Calipatria. The proposed plan will maintain the existing residential land uses but allow low impact 
industrial and commercial uses. Impacts from hazardous materials and the preceding 
determinations were made in terms of the potential to release existing hazardous materials during 
construction activities. According to EnviroStor, there are no contaminated sites within the project 
area or vicinity. The nearest site is 8.7 miles away. 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DISCUSSION 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

Less than Significant Impact. Future developments on the proposed project site may 
transport, use, or dispose of hazardous material during construction. However, there are 
best management practices and hazardous materials management plans. Thus, any 
potential impacts will be less than significant. 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonable 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 
materials into the environment? 

Less than Significant Impact. Future developments on the proposed project site may 
transport, use, or dispose of hazardous material during construction. However, there are 
best management practices and hazardous materials management plans. Thus, any 
potential impacts will be less than significant. 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project site is located within 0.64 miles from 
the nearest school. Hazardous materials may be handled or emitted during construction 
activities. However, there are best management practices and hazardous materials 
management plans. Thus, any potential impacts will be less than significant. 

d) Be located on a site, which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment? 

No Impact. The proposed property is not located on or near a hazardous material site, 
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therefore there will be no impact. 

e) For a project located within 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 result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 

Less than Significant Impact. The entire project site is located within the City of 
Calipatria Airport Element. The northern portion of the project site is located within the 
Approach/Departure Zone Adjacent to Runway (B1) Zone while the remaining portion of 
the project is within a Common Traffic Pattern (C) Zone and Other Airport Environs (D) 
Zone. Construction from future developments may transport, use, or dispose of hazardous 
material. However, there are best management practices and hazardous materials 
management plans, thus any potential impacts will be less than significant. 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a 
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 

No Impact. The proposed project is not located near a private airport. 

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

Less than Significant Impact. The project has two major collector roads crossing through 
the site which can be used as emergency evacuation routes. Main Street (State Route 
115) cuts horizontally through the project site while Brown Road connects to Main Street 
(State Route 115) for southbound traffic. No improvements or modifications are proposed 
for these roads and development standards for traffic and circulation ensure that future 
developments do not interfere with emergency evacuation plans. 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where 
residences are intermixed with wildlands? 

No Impact. The proposed project is not located within or near wildlands, therefore it will 
not expose people to wildfires. 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.   Would the 
project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less 
Than 

Significant 
Impact 
(LTSI) 

No Impact 
(NI) 

a)  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements?     

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the 
there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a 
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the 
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would 
drop to a level which would not support existing land 
uses or planned uses for which permits have been 
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granted)? 
c)  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 

site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?  

    

d)  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase 
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner 
which would result in flooding on- or off-site? 

    

e)   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? 

 

    

f)  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?  
    

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as 
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or 
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? 

    

h)  Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 
which would impede or redirect flood flows?     

i)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding 
as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

    

j)    Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     

Background:  
Developments as a result of the project will further change the project site from a natural 
undeveloped permeable site to a developed site that is largely impermeable, which may contribute 
to stormwater run-off. Potential project-related water quality impacts are associated with both 
short-term construction activities and long-term operations.  

IX.     HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY DISCUSSION 
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Calipatria requires that all developments 
prepare a grading plan to ensure the proper collection and discharge of stormwater. In 
cases where the amount of stormwater exceeds the developments capacity, the excess 
stormwater may be discharged onto the City right-of-way when stormwater facilities are 
present. Larger projects will be required to prepare a hydrology study to determine 
adequacy of conveyance system and discharge points to ensure it will not violate any 
water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. The enforcement of these 
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requirements gives the project a less than significant impact. 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a 
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-
existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land 
uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)? 

No Impact. The proposed project site is not located near any existing wells, nor is it 
anticipated that future developments attributed to the project will affect ground water 
supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge. Therefore, no impacts have been 
determined. 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Calipatria requires all developments to 
prepare and submit both a geotechnical report and grading plan for review prior to the 
issuance of a building permit. This is to ensure that existing drainage patterns are not 
negatively altered. This requirement ensures that future alterations will not result in erosion 
or siltation on-site or off-site. 

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase 
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- 
or off-site? 

Less Than Significant Impact. As previously mentioned, the City of Calipatria requires 
all proposed developments to prepare both a geotechnical report and grading plan prior 
to the issuance of a building permit. These plans allow the city to properly review drainage 
patterns and ensure that they are not negatively affected. The City also requires 
developers to maintain a minimum percentage of landscaping to ensure that project sites 
are to an extent permeable. 

e) 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? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Calipatria requires all developments to 
maintain a minimum amount of water retention. Larger projects are required to incorporate 
a retention basin sufficient to contain a 100-year storm run-off. Additionally, large projects 
must submit a grading plan, geotechnical report, and Hydrology Report, prior to the 
issuance of a building permit, to ensure that design and size is sufficient to control 
stormwater on-site. 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project’s northern boundary is adjacent to a raw 
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water channel that is used for agricultural irrigation purposes. The City of Calipatria 
ensures that all proposed development projects are contained entirely within the project 
site. Grading plans and geotechnical reports are utilized to ensure that there is no water 
discharged anywhere other than the project site and City right-of-way. 

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood 
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation 
map? 

Less Than Significant Impact. There is the potential for some flooding within the 
project’s vicinity, however, the proposed project is in Zone X of the 100- year flood hazard 
area, and outside of any flood zone. The nearest flood zone is located near the Alamo 
River 2.0 miles southwest of the project site. Therefore, any impacts would be less than 
significant. 

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect 
flood flows? 

No Impact. The proposed project is in Zone X and not within a 100-year flood hazard 
area, thus there will be no impact to flood flows from the future developments. 

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation is Incorporated. The southern area of the 
project site is known to accumulate stormwater during storm events. The City of Calipatria 
has been awarded funds a new stormwater collection system for the southern portion of 
the project site that will substantially reduce the amount of accumulated stormwater during 
rain events. The proposed stormwater collection system will be designed to collect 
stormwater from the southern portion of the project site and transport it to a retention basin 
located north of Main Street (State Route 115).  

Mitigation Measures 

HWQ-1: Stormwater System and Flood Management 

The City will continue to enforce the local, state, and federal regulations regarding the 
construction of buildings within flood hazard areas. Grading plans will also be required for 
all applications to ensure future and current structures are not susceptible to flood 
damage.  

Timing/Implementation: Prior to issuance of building permits/Project Contractor 

Enforcement: City of Calipatria 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

No Impact. The proposed project is not in the vicinity of substantial bodies of water, 
therefore there is no risk of inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. 
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING.    
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Physically divide an established 
community?     

b) Conflict with any applicable land use 
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 
with jurisdiction over the project 
(including, but not limited to the general 
plan, specific plan, local coastal 
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted 
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 
an environmental effect? 

    

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

    

Background: 

The proposed project is in line with the future vision and path stated in the General Plan to 
facilitate housing development for different affordability levels, create a live environment for 
economic growth, and create a prosperous growth pattern to meet the City’s future housing 
needs. The project is located east of industrial Avenue, south of Young Road, north of Date 
Street, and west of East Avenue on the east side of the City of Calipatria. The proposed project 
will be comprised of three new zoning designations: residential commercial mixed-use, 
residential industrial mixed-use, and commercial industrial. The project site is intended to create 
interactive streets, meaningful public spaces, and foster jobs and services where people can 
live and work.  

Standards are provided to control the intensity and development of use, as well as limit the 
overperformance of activities in the zone, Additionally, standards are also provided to prevent 
objectionable influences that might adversely affect the tenants and properties of this zone. 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING DISCUSSION 

a) Physically divide an established community? 

No Impact. The project site is adjacent to the northeast limit of the City of Calipatria. Instead of 
dividing an established community, the project would add more housing options to a historically 
underdeveloped area of the city that is characterized by low-density and rural residential 
developments. Thus, there would be no impact on dividing an established community. 

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, 
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local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

Less than Significant Impact. The project site is zoned R-1 (Low Density Residential), R-2 
(Medium Density Multi-Family Residential), R-3 (High Density Multi-Family Residential, OS-G 
(General Open Space), CP (Commercial Professional), and M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing & 
Industrial). The proposed project would also add additional commercial industrial use with the 
goal of increasing developer interest and creating an environment for economic growth. 
Therefore, a General Plan Amendment will be required to change the land use designation to 
Residential Commercial Mixed-Use, Residential Industrial Mixed-Use, and Commercial 
Industrial. The proposed project will not conflict with an applicable land use plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. Instead, 
the project will achieve the goals set forth by the General Plan of the City. Therefore, the impact 
will be less than significant. 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Is Incorporated. According to Section III.C of the 
2035 City of Calipatria General Plan, the project site is within an area with biological resources, 
more specifically the Burrowing Owl. While the City is within the habitat area of the Burrowing 
Owl, the General Plan identifies numerous sightings and habitat zones outside of the City of 
Calipatria within a 5-mile radius. 

Mitigation Measures 

LU-1: Separation of Construction Activities 

Require separation of construction activities from sensitive biological resources using buffers, 
setbacks, and temporary protective fencing. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to issuance of building permits and during construction/ Project 
Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

LU-2: Development Standards  

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to issuance of building permits/ Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

LU-3: State and Federal Conservation and Avoidance Regulations 

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to issuance of building permits/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

 
XI. MINERAL RESOURCES.    
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant Impact 

(PSI) 

Potentially Significant 
Unless Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant Impact 

(LTSI) 
No Impact 

(NI) 

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? 

    

Background: 
The project site has been historically occupied by residential uses, commercial professional uses, 
and heavy manufacturing uses. According to Figure 8 “Imperial County Existing Mineral 
Resources” of the Conservation and Open Space Element of the County of Imperial General Plan 
(County of Imperial 2016), no known mineral resources occur within the project site nor are there 
any mapped mineral resources within the city limits of Calipatria. 

XI.    MINERAL RESOURCES DISCUSSION 
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? 
No Impact. As noted, the proposed project would not result in the loss of known mineral 
resources as none are known to be present on or in the vicinity of the site. Thus, no impact 
is identified regarding mineral resources. 

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? 
No Impact. Refer to item (a), above.  

 

XII. NOISE.    
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 
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a)  Exposure of persons to or generation of 
noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or 
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of 
other agencies? 

    

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive ground-borne vibration or 
ground-borne noise levels? 

    

c) A substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 
above levels existing without the project? 

    

d) A substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity above levels existing without 
the project? 

    

e) For a project located within 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? 

    

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 

    

Background: 
Highway 115 passes through the center of the project site. According to Figure VI-2 “Existing 
Noise Levels” and Table VI-2 “Measured Noise Levels” from the City of Calipatria’s General Plan 
Noise Element, Hwy 115 East is the noise measuring location with the highest, average noise 
level (Leq) of 68.4 decibels (dBA). The noise level for Hwy 115 is classified as normally to 
conditionally acceptable, as stated by Figure VI-1 “Land Use Compatibility for Community Noise 
Environments”. The primary noise source for the project site is traffic due to the high use of 
automobiles along state highways (approximately 3,200 daily trips on Highway 115). Secondary 
sources of noise within the project site are railroad and airport noise. The railroad line passes 
almost daily by Railroad Ave, north of the project site. The Calipatria airport may generate noise 
in flight as it is primarily used for crop dusting operations (approximately 25 flights per week) and 
the project site is surrounded by agricultural land on its north and east side. 

XII. NOISE DICUSSION 
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards 

established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of 
other agencies? 
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Less Than Significant Impact. While the project area is surrounded by residential land 
uses which may experience some noise levels from future developments within the project 
site, the noise exposure will not exceed the standards established by the local General 
Plan or Noise Ordinance. Therefore any impact would be less than significant. New 
sources of noise will be introduced because of the proposed uses within the project site, 
however the proposed residential use is consistent with the existing surrounding uses 
based on the City’s Noise/Land Use Compatibility Matrix. While the impact is expected to 
be less than significant, the following mitigation measure was implemented per the 
California Department of Transportation’s recommendation. 

NOI-1: Highway Noise 

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to construction/Project Contractor. 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or 
ground-borne noise levels? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project area contains existing residential 
developments that may be affected by ground borne vibrations that may occur during 
construction activities of future developments including modest excavation. The 
anticipated excavation activities are only temporary, and any ground borne noise and 
vibration exposure would be less than significant. 

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 
above levels existing without the project? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is expected to result in a substantial 
increase in mixed use (residential/commercial, residential/industrial, and commercial 
industrial) developments compared to what is currently planned for under the existing 
zoning designations. The increase in ambient noise levels would be a permanent increase 
from what currently exists. New sources of noise will be introduced because of future 
developments, but the increase in noise is not substantial as the proposed zones will have 
development standards designed to be consistent with existing uses based on the City’s 
Noise/Land Use Compatibility Matrix. 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation is Incorporated. The proposed 
project would result in a substantial temporary increase during construction activities from 
future developments in an area which is mostly low and medium density residential. The 
average hourly noise level is expected to be approximately 80 dBa at 50 feet from 
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equipment or 73 dBa at 100 feet. Per the City of Calipatria’s General Plan, noise levels 
above 60 dBa require mitigation measures. The increase in noise levels may adversely 
affect the ambience and tranquility enjoyed by residents.  

Mitigation Measures: 

NOI-2: Noise Reduction Methods 

To help minimize noise levels, the City of Calipatria will require future developers to 
implement the following noise reduction methods when feasible: 

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

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

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

• The project contractor shall turn off equipment when not in use (i.e., not left idling 
for more than 10 minutes). 

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and during construction/Project contractor. 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria  

e) For a project located within 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? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Calipatria General Plan Noise Element 
identifies the nearby airport as a secondary source of noise. Airplanes utilizing the airport 
are primarily utilized for crop dusting operations at an approximate rate of 25 flights per 
week. The adjacent agriculture fields on the north and east property boundaries may 
induce higher noise levels during crop dusting operations, however these operations are 
few and far away enough to cause less than significant impact. 
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f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

No Impact. The proposed project is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip. 

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. 
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less 
Than 

Significant 
Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

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

    

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

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

    

 

Background: 

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

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

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

 
Figure 1 – City of Calipatria 6th Cycle Housing Element Vacant Properties Map 

  
  

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING DISCUSSION 

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

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

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

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

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

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

No Impact. See item (b), above.  

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. 
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less 
Than 

Significant 
Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

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, to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other 
performance objectives for any of the public 
services: 

 

1) Fire Protection?     
2) Police Protection?     
3) Schools?     
4) Parks?     
5) Other Public Facilities?     

 

Background:  
Future developments from the proposed project are expected to result in a slight increase in new 
residents in the City of Calipatria, however, the City currently has sufficient staff to meet future 
demands generated by the proposed project. Since schools are owned and operated by the 
Calipatria Unified School District, special consideration was given. 
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XIV.  PUBLIC SERVICES DISCUSSION  
1) Fire Protection? 

Less Than Significant. The City of Calipatria Housing Element found that the total 
residential population in 2020 is 3,583. The remaining 2,898 individuals are from the 
Calipatria State Penitentiary which do not reside with the residential population. The 2018 
City of Calipatria Service Area Plan identified a total of 16 employees (2 full time, 7 part 
time, and 7 paid call) which can meet the demand of a population of 4,000. The City has 
sufficient personnel and facilities to meet the demand of the current and expected 
population growth from the proposed project. 

2) Police Protection? 

Less Than Significant. The City of Calipatria Police Department operates on a 
performance standard of 1 officer per 1,000 population. Both the 2018 General Plan and 
current staff lists indicate that the City has a total of 4 full-time law enforcement officers to 
adequately meet the demand of a population of up to 4,000. Per the Adopted 6th Cycle 
Housing Element, the City of Calipatria had a residential population of 3,583 residents with 
an annual growth rate of -1% and a percent change of -11% since 2010. The population 
increase induced by the project is estimated to generate a population growth of 1% or 35 
individuals. Therefore, the City of Calipatria currently has sufficient staff to meet the 
demand of anywhere between a 1% (35) – 12.3% (440) population growth. While current 
facilities are less than adequate, the City is constantly searching for funding sources to 
upgrade the existing facilities and equipment.  

3) Schools? 

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation is Incorporated. An analysis of the Calipatria 
School Districts Data Quest Enrollment Report, located on the California Department of 
Education’s website, found that the school district has a total of 1,172 students from K-12 
registered for the 2022-23 school year. A further analysis concluded that each grade level 
had an average of 90 students. Phone conversations with the School Districts Business 
Department found that the district will more than likely not have the facilities to 
accommodate a sudden influx of students. While a small increase of single-family 
developments will not generate a sufficiently large population increase, the same cannot 
be said for large subdivisions and high-density residential projects. The City of Calipatria 
will need to coordinate with the school district to ensure that the district can meet the 
demand generated by these large developments. 

Mitigation Measures 

PS-1: Addition of Personnel/Teachers. Equipment, and Resources 

The City of Calipatria will coordinate with the Calipatria Unified School District regarding 
high density residential developments and work to acquire the funding necessary to 
accommodate sudden population growth from future projects. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor 
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Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

4) Parks? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Per the 2018 City of Calipatria General Plan, the park 
demand for an area is based on a performance of 5 acres of parkland per 1,000 
population. There are approximately 148 residential developments within the project site 
and eastern portion of the City of Calipatria. Per the 2021 American Community Survey 
from the United States Census Bureau, the average household size within the City of 
Calipatria is 3.26 which makes the total estimated population within the project site 482. 
There is an existing 3.4-acre park located within the project site. Additionally, the City was 
awarded funding for the construction of an additional 1.7 acre park, which will be 
completed within the next two to three years, approximately 0.3 miles from the project site. 
These parks will provide a total of 5.1 acres of parkland which will meet the demand of a 
population of 1,200 residents, which exceeds the current 483 estimated project site 
population by 717.  

5) Other Public Facilities? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Some southern areas within the project vicinity are known 
to flood during heavy storm events. Future developments in the project site may contribute 
to stormwater runoff. As previously mentioned, the City of Calipatria has received funding 
and is in the process of designing a stormwater collection system to protect the southern 
portion of the project site from flooding. 

XV. RECREATION.    
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Would the project increase the use of the 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 effect on the environment? 

    

Background:  

Future developments on the project site are expected to result in a 1% annual population. The 
City of Calipatria currently has an existing and planned park that will meet the demand of current 
and future populations within the project site. This will also remove the need to further develop or 
expand any existing facility.  
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XV.  RECREATION DISCUSSION 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The City of Calipatria currently has a 3.26-acre park within 
the project site and another 1.7-acre park within 0.3 miles planned for the construction 
within the next two to three years. These two parks are sufficient to meet a population of 
1,200 which exceeds the current estimated project site population of 483 by 717. While 
the project would increase the population in the area by approximately 1%, the increase 
is not significant enough to generate any substantial deterioration to existing equipment. 
Any deterioration will be offset by the regularly scheduled maintenance that the City 
routinely conducts on public facilities.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project will only change the existing zones, 
but developments resulting from this zone change are expected to generate a minimum 
1% population increase. The City already has an existing recreational facility and a second 
one in the development prior to the Eastside Specific Plan. These developments will meet 
the current and future demands of residents within the project site. Furthermore, the City 
already requires all projects to undergo a CEQA review and ensures that development 
activities remain within the project site.  

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC.    
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, considering 
all modes of transportation including mass transit 
and non-motorized travel and relevant components 
of the circulation system, including but not limited 
to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, 
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?  

    

b)  Conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program, including, but not limited to 
level of service standards and travel demand 
measures, or other standards established by the 
county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 
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c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including 
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in 
location that results in substantial safety risks? 

    

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

    

e)   Result in inadequate emergency access?     
f)   Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 

regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian 
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities? 

    

Background:  

The subject site is east of Industrial Avenue, south of Young Road, west of East Street, and north 
of Church Street with a small section on Main Street between Railroad Avenue and Imperial 
Avenue. The City of Calipatria General Plan identifies Main Street (State Route 115) and South 
Brown Avenue as major collectors. It is expected that future developments will contribute to a net 
increase in vehicle trips for the project area because of the zone change.  

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC DISCUSSION 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of 
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, considering all modes 
of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, 
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 

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

Mitigation Measures 

TRANSP-1: Access East of Railroad 

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and During Construction/Project Contractor 
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Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

TRANSP-2: Access West of Railroad 

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

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

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

TRANSP-3: Caltrans Encroachment Permit 

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

TRANSP-4: Perpetuation of Monuments 

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

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

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not 
limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

No Impact. The proposed project will not conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program, therefore there will have no impact. 

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels 
or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks? 

No Impact. The proposed project includes development standards limiting all residential 
uses to 35’ in height and all commercial and industrial uses to no more than 50’ in height. 
Additionally, all uses exceeding 35’ in height are only permitted on the southern portion of 
the project site outside of the airport runway zone. Thus, the project will not change any 
air traffic patterns. 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 
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No Impact. The proposed project includes design standards prohibiting hazardous design 
features and incompatible uses, therefore there will be no impact. 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The Circulation Element of the City of Calipatria General 
Plan lists both Main Street/State Route 115 and South Brown Avenue as major arterials 
which are intended to supplement arterials by providing capacity for the through 
movement of traffic. Both roads connect to nearby East Avenue and other local roadways 
within the project site. While future developments generated by the proposed project will 
provide a slight but steady increase in vehicle traffic, a study from the General Plan on the 
level of service on Main Street/State Route 115 shows a low delay of 5.1-15 seconds 
during peak traffic hours. The City has also made improvements to Industrial Avenue, 
North Brown Avenue, and acquired funding to improve Bonita Place and South Brown 
Avenue. All these roadways are located within the proposed project site and have already 
improved circulation and improved emergency access.  

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, 
or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such 
facilities?  

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project contains multiple Class II bicycle 
routes on Main Street, Brown Avenue, East Bonita Place, Freeman Street, and East 
Avenue which are planned to be improved in the future. Future developments resulting 
from the zone change will limit construction within the project site and outside of the City 
right-of-way. Therefore, the proposed project will not conflict with adopted policies, plans, 
or programs regarding any public facilities. 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.   
Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less 
Than 

Significant 
Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?     

b) Require or result in the construction of new water 
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? 

    

c)  Require or result in the construction of new storm 
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

    

d)  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the 
project from existing entitlements and resources, or 
are new or expanded entitlements needed?  

    

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater     
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treatment provider, which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the 
project’s projected demand in addition to the 
provider’s existing commitments? 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste 
disposal needs? 

    

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste?     

 
Background: 

60% of the proposed project vicinity is undeveloped and future developments will necessitate the 
extension of utilities and municipal services from facilities already existing within right-of-way’s. 
The following utility services will be needed from local purveyors: electrical power, natural gas, 
and communication lines. Any pole mounted electrical transformers owned and maintained by the 
Imperial Irrigation District that require relocation are the sole responsibility of the developer. City 
of Calipatria wastewater services is readily available along most of the project vicinity, however a 
few portions will require the extension of new lines. 

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS DISCUSSION 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water 
Quality Control Board? 

No Impact. The City of Calipatria wastewater treatment and sewer facility is currently 
operating with a surplus of 0.7 million gallons per day and has more than enough capacity 
to meet the demand of a population more than 4,100. 

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities 
or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

No Impact. The project will be served by the City of Calipatria owned and operated 
wastewater treatment plant and Southern California Water Company owned water 
treatment plant, both of which have sufficient capacity to meet the demand of a population 
far greater than 4,000. 

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

Potential Significant Unless Mitigation is Incorporated. The City of Calipatria received 
funding and is currently in the design phase of a new stormwater collection facility that will 
collect stormwater from the Southern portion of the project site, south of Main Street/State 
Route 115, and transport it to a city owned retention basin. Furthermore, the City has 
already completed multiple road improvement projects which constructed curbs on 
multiple roadways on the northern portion of the project site, greatly improving stormwater 
collection. Additional funding was also acquired for roadways improvements along South 
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Brown Avenue and Bonita Place within the next three years. While these projects have 
improved stormwater collection within the northern and southern portion of the project site, 
there are still multiple areas that lack stormwater facilities. The City of Calipatria requires 
all developments to submit a grading plan to review the stormwater collection and flow 
rates for each project. This ensures that each development has the necessary stormwater 
facilities on site.  

Mitigation Measures 

USS-1: Stormwater requirements 

The City of Calipatria will enforce the Zoning Code requirements for on-site stormwater 
retention and the submittal of a grading plan for review prior to the issuance of a building 
permit. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to issuance of building permits/ Project Contractor 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing 
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

No Impact. The City receives its water supplies from the Southern California Water 
Company. The potential impacts to existing water supplies are negligible as current 
facilities can meet the demand of a population of over 7,000. Therefore, there is no impact. 

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or 
may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected 
demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project will not necessitate additional 
wastewater treatment facilities. The Calipatria Wastewater Treatment Plant is operating 
at 80 percent capacity and can meet the demands of a population exceeding 4,000. 
Therefore, any impacts would be less than significant. 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the 
project’s solid waste disposal needs? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is serviced by CR&R who hauls waste to 
the Imperial Landfill. The landfill has a 1,700-ton capacity and has a remaining capacity of 
15,485,200 cubic yards (20% capacity). Therefore, there will be sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs, and any impact would 
be less than significant. 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 

No Impact. All federal, state, and local statutes will be adhered to, therefore there will be 
no impact. 
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SECTION 3 - III. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the 
CEQA Guidelines.   

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE. 

Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 
(PSI) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Unless 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 
(PSUMI) 

Less 
Than 

Significant 
Impact 
(LTSI) 

No 
Impact 

(NI) 

a) Does the project have the potential to 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, 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? 

    

Background: 

The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the 
CEQA Guidelines. 

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE DISCUSSION 

a) Does the project have the potential to 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, 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? 

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

Mitigation Measures 

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Biological Assessments. 

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

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Development Standards. 

MFS-1: Landscaping Requirement  

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to construction/Project contractor. 

Enforcement: City of Calipatria  

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)? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project site is solely composed of 
residential developments with numerous vacant parcels. The existing undeveloped, 
vacant, or underutilized land does not provide adequate housing, economic opportunities, 
or other benefits to the community. By updating the land use category, these infill sites will 
contribute to the overall well-being of the surrounding community. Individually, these 
parcels have little to no impact, but when viewed as whole, they can encourage social 
equity, and create a jobs/housing balance by supporting diverse housing options, 
encouraging “mixed-use” development, and enhancing industrial and commercial 
development along transportation corridors. In furtherance of these goals, the City 
enforces strict zoning and land use standards to ensure the positive and harmonious 
growth of Calipatria. 
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c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Potential Significant Unless Mitigation is Incorporated. The proposed project may 
have the potential to cause adverse impacts on human beings as it relates to geologic 
hazards and air quality. However, through the implementation of mitigation measures 
listed in each section, the adverse effects can be significantly limited. 

Mitigation Measures 

Implement Mitigation Measure AQ-1: Block Dirt Roads. 

Implement Mitigation Measure AQ-2: Discretionary Measure for Fugitive PM10 
Control. 

Implement Mitigation Measure GEO-1: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical 
Investigation. 

 
IV. SOURCE REFERENCES & INDIVIDUALS CONSULTED 
SOURCE REFERENCES & INDIVIDUALS CONSULTED 

The following documents were used as sources of factual data and are hereby incorporated as 
part of this Environmental Checklist. Because of the voluminous nature of the documents, 
copies of the following are not distributed with these documents but may be obtained from the 
City of Calipatria at 125 North Park Avenue in Calipatria, California 92233. 

A City of Calipatria Zoning Ordinance, 2013 

B City of Calipatria 2035 General Plan, 2013 

C City of Calipatria Service Area Plan, 2018 

D City of Calipatria Housing Element, 2022 

E California Department of Conservation Geological Survey Earthquake Zones Map 

F FEMA 100 Year Flood Map 

G California Department of Toxic Substances Council Envirostor Database 

H California Office of Historic Preservation 

I National Park Service National Register Database and Research 

J Calipatria Unified School District 

K State of California Native American Heritage Commission 

L California Department of Education Data Quest 

M United State Census Bureau 
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Appendix A. Eastside Specific Plan Parcels 

No. Jurisdiction Site Address Zip Code APN 
1 City of Calipatria   92233 023-102-007-000 
2 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-003-000 
3 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-011-000 
4 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-014-000 
5 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-017-000 
6 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-022-000 
7 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-025-000 
8 City of Calipatria   92233 023-102-004-000 
9 City of Calipatria   92233 023-102-008-000 

10 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-007-000 
11 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-012-000 
12 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-015-000 
13 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-018-000 
14 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-023-000 
15 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-026-000 
16 City of Calipatria   92233 023-102-006-000 
17 City of Calipatria   92233 023-102-009-000 
18 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-008-000 
19 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-013-000 
20 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-016-000 
21 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-019-000 
22 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-024-000 
23 City of Calipatria 500 South Freeman Street 92233 023-111-001-000 
24 City of Calipatria 536 East Freeman Street 92233 023-111-012-000 
25 City of Calipatria 596 East Freeman Street 92233 023-111-016-000 
26 City of Calipatria   92233 023-112-004-000 
27 City of Calipatria 542 East Elder Street 92233 023-112-018-000 
28 City of Calipatria 521 East Freeman Street 92233 023-112-025-000 
29 City of Calipatria   92233 023-112-028-000 
30 City of Calipatria   92233 023-112-032-000 
31 City of Calipatria 668 East Freeman Street 92233 023-113-008-000 
32 City of Calipatria   92233 023-113-011-000 
33 City of Calipatria   92233 023-113-015-000 
34 City of Calipatria 540 East Freeman Street 92233 023-111-013-000 
35 City of Calipatria   92233 023-111-019-000 
36 City of Calipatria   92233 023-112-005-000 
37 City of Calipatria 514 East Elder Street 92233 023-112-021-000 



No. Jurisdiction Site Address Zip Code APN 
38 City of Calipatria 541 East Freeman Street 92233 023-112-026-000 
39 City of Calipatria   92233 023-112-029-000 
40 City of Calipatria   92233 023-113-001-000 
41 City of Calipatria   92233 023-113-009-000 
42 City of Calipatria 664 Freeman Street 92233 023-113-013-000 

43 City of Calipatria 650 & 652 South Freeman 
Street 92233 023-113-016-000 

44 City of Calipatria   92233 023-111-015-000 
45 City of Calipatria   92233 023-111-020-000 
46 City of Calipatria   92233 023-112-006-000 
47 City of Calipatria 502 East Elder Street 92233 023-112-022-000 
48 City of Calipatria 650 North Commercial Avenue 92233 023-112-027-000 
49 City of Calipatria   92233 023-112-030-000 
50 City of Calipatria 602 Freeman Street 92233 023-113-006-000 
51 City of Calipatria   92233 023-113-010-000 
52 City of Calipatria   92233 023-113-014-000 
53 City of Calipatria   92233 023-115-001-000 
54 City of Calipatria   92233 023-142-002-000 
55 City of Calipatria 444 East Delta Street 92233 023-142-008-000 
56 City of Calipatria   92233 023-142-012-000 
57 City of Calipatria   92233 023-142-016-000 
58 City of Calipatria   92233 023-142-022-000 
59 City of Calipatria   92233 023-143-003-000 
60 City of Calipatria   92233 023-143-006-000 
61 City of Calipatria   92233 023-151-003-000 
62 City of Calipatria   92233 023-151-006-000 
63 City of Calipatria 540 East Delta Street 92233 023-151-018-000 
64 City of Calipatria 462 East Delta Street 92233 023-142-006-000 
65 City of Calipatria   92233 023-142-009-000 
66 City of Calipatria   92233 023-142-013-000 
67 City of Calipatria 420 Delta Street 92233 023-142-017-000 
68 City of Calipatria   92233 023-143-001-000 
69 City of Calipatria 450 North Brown Avenue 92233 023-143-004-000 
70 City of Calipatria 501 East Elder Street 92233 023-151-001-000 
71 City of Calipatria 515 Elder Street 92233 023-151-004-000 
72 City of Calipatria   92233 023-151-009-000 
73 City of Calipatria 508 North Brown Avenue 92233 023-151-023-000 
74 City of Calipatria 454 & 458 East Delta Street 92233 023-142-007-000 
75 City of Calipatria   92233 023-142-011-000 



No. Jurisdiction Site Address Zip Code APN 
76 City of Calipatria   92233 023-142-015-000 

77 City of Calipatria 477 Elder Street/530 North 
Brown Avenue 92233 023-142-021-000 

78 City of Calipatria   92233 023-143-002-000 
79 City of Calipatria   92233 023-143-005-000 
80 City of Calipatria   92233 023-151-002-000 
81 City of Calipatria 517 Elder Street 92233 023-151-005-000 
82 City of Calipatria 554 East Delta Street 92233 023-151-017-000 
83 City of Calipatria 520, 520 1/2 Delta Street 92233 023-151-028-000 
84 City of Calipatria 518 Delta Street 92233 023-151-029-000 
85 City of Calipatria 545 Elder Street 92233 023-151-035-000 
86 City of Calipatria 519 East Delta Street 92233 023-152-014-000 
87 City of Calipatria 537 East Delta Street 92233 023-152-022-000 
88 City of Calipatria   92233 023-155-001-000 
89 City of Calipatria 401 East California Street 92233 023-202-001-000 
90 City of Calipatria   92233 023-202-005-000 
91 City of Calipatria   92233 023-202-009-000 
92 City of Calipatria   92233 023-202-013-000 
93 City of Calipatria 422 East Barbara Street 92233 023-202-017-000 
94 City of Calipatria   92233 023-151-032-000 
95 City of Calipatria 503 East Delta Street 92233 023-152-007-000 
96 City of Calipatria 448 North Commercial Avenue 92233 023-152-018-000 
97 City of Calipatria 557 East Delta Street 92233 023-152-025-000 
98 City of Calipatria 447 East California Street 92233 023-202-003-000 
99 City of Calipatria 346 North Brown Avenue 92233 023-202-006-000 
100 City of Calipatria 411 California Street 92233 023-202-011-000 
101 City of Calipatria 443 East California Street 92233 023-202-014-000 
102 City of Calipatria   92233 023-202-020-000 
103 City of Calipatria 561 Elder Street 92233 023-151-034-000 
104 City of Calipatria   92233 023-152-008-000 
105 City of Calipatria 529 Delta Street 92233 023-152-021-000 
106 City of Calipatria 511 East Delta Street 92233 023-152-026-000 
107 City of Calipatria 455 East California Street 92233 023-202-004-000 
108 City of Calipatria   92233 023-202-007-000 
109 City of Calipatria 429 East California Street 92233 023-202-012-000 
110 City of Calipatria 466 Barbara Street 92233 023-202-015-000 
111 City of Calipatria   92233 023-202-022-000 
112 City of Calipatria 401 East Barbara Street 92233 023-203-002-000 
113 City of Calipatria 515 East California Street 92233 023-210-004-000 



No. Jurisdiction Site Address Zip Code APN 
114 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-019-000 
115 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-024-000 
116 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-031-000 
117 City of Calipatria 512 East Barbara Street 92233 023-210-036-000 
118 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-040-000 
119 City of Calipatria   92233 023-263-005-000 
120 City of Calipatria   92233 023-263-008-000 
121 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-001-000 
122 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-005-000 
123 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-020-000 
124 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-025-000 
125 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-033-000 
126 City of Calipatria 522 East Barbara Street 92233 023-210-037-000 
127 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-041-000 
128 City of Calipatria 473 East Alexandria Street 92233 023-263-002-000 
129 City of Calipatria   92233 023-263-006-000 
130 City of Calipatria 401 East Alexandria Street 92233 023-263-009-000 
131 City of Calipatria 505 East California Street 92233 023-210-002-000 
132 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-010-000 
133 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-022-000 
134 City of Calipatria 502 East Barbara Street 92233 023-210-030-000 
135 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-035-000 
136 City of Calipatria 545 East California Street 92233 023-210-039-000 
137 City of Calipatria 535 California Street 92233 023-210-043-000 
138 City of Calipatria   92233 023-263-004-000 
139 City of Calipatria   92233 023-263-007-000 
140 City of Calipatria 409 East Alexandria Street 92233 023-263-010-000 
141 City of Calipatria 417 East Alexandria Street 92233 023-263-011-000 
142 City of Calipatria 441 East Alexandria Street 92233 023-263-014-000 
143 City of Calipatria 467 East Alexandria Street 92233 023-263-017-000 
144 City of Calipatria 401 East Main Street 92233 023-332-001-000 
145 City of Calipatria   92233 023-332-005-000 
146 City of Calipatria   92233 023-332-009-000 
147 City of Calipatria   92233 023-333-004-000 
148 City of Calipatria   92233 023-333-008-000 
149 City of Calipatria   92233 023-333-014-000 
150 City of Calipatria 425 East Alexandria Street 92233 023-263-012-000 
151 City of Calipatria 449 East Alexandria Street 92233 023-263-015-000 



No. Jurisdiction Site Address Zip Code APN 
152 City of Calipatria 504 East Main Street 92233 023-270-001-000 
153 City of Calipatria   92233 023-332-006-000 
154 City of Calipatria   92233 023-332-010-000 
155 City of Calipatria   92233 023-333-006-000 
156 City of Calipatria   92233 023-333-009-000 
157 City of Calipatria   92233 023-333-015-000 
158 City of Calipatria   92233 023-263-013-000 
159 City of Calipatria 459 East Alexandria Street 92233 023-263-016-000 
160 City of Calipatria   92233 023-332-004-000 
161 City of Calipatria   92233 023-332-007-000 
162 City of Calipatria 205 South Industrial Avenue 92233 023-333-001-000 
163 City of Calipatria   92233 023-333-007-000 
164 City of Calipatria 202 South Brown Avenue 92233 023-333-012-000 
165 City of Calipatria 254 South Brown Avenue 92233 023-333-016-000 
166 City of Calipatria 260 Brown Avenue 92233 023-333-017-000 
167 City of Calipatria 553 & 555 East Main Street 92233 023-341-003-000 
168 City of Calipatria   92233 023-341-011-000 
169 City of Calipatria 502 East Alamo Street 92233 023-341-014-000 
170 City of Calipatria 520 East Alamo Street 92233 023-341-021-000 
171 City of Calipatria   92233 023-341-024-000 
172 City of Calipatria 617 East Main Street 92233 023-342-003-000 
173 City of Calipatria 635 East Main Street 92233 023-342-007-000 
174 City of Calipatria 684 East Alamo Street 92233 023-342-013-000 
175 City of Calipatria 640 East Alamo Street 92233 023-342-017-000 
176 City of Calipatria 501 East Main Street 92233 023-341-001-000 
177 City of Calipatria   92233 023-341-005-000 
178 City of Calipatria 514 East Alamo Street 92233 023-341-012-000 
179 City of Calipatria 590 East Alamo Street 92233 023-341-015-000 
180 City of Calipatria 529 Main Street 92233 023-341-022-000 
181 City of Calipatria 600 East Main Street 92233 023-342-001-000 
182 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-004-000 
183 City of Calipatria 698 East Alamo Street 92233 023-342-011-000 
184 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-014-000 
185 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-018-000 
186 City of Calipatria 507 East Main Street 92233 023-341-002-000 
187 City of Calipatria 585 East Main Street 92233 023-341-006-000 
188 City of Calipatria   92233 023-341-013-000 
189 City of Calipatria   92233 023-341-019-000 



No. Jurisdiction Site Address Zip Code APN 
190 City of Calipatria 565 East Main Street 92233 023-341-023-000 
191 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-002-000 
192 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-005-000 
193 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-012-000 
194 City of Calipatria 654 East Alamo Street 92233 023-342-016-000 
195 City of Calipatria 602 East Alamo Street 92233 023-342-023-000 
196 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-024-000 
197 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-027-000 
198 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-030-000 
199 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-004-000 
200 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-008-000 
201 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-012-000 
202 City of Calipatria 670 East Bonita Street 92233 023-343-015-000 
203 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-019-000 
204 City of Calipatria 614 East Bonita Street 92233 023-343-022-000 
205 City of Calipatria 651 East Alamo Street 92233 023-343-028-000 
206 City of Calipatria 616 East Alamo Street 92233 023-342-025-000 
207 City of Calipatria 649 East Main Street 92233 023-342-028-000 
208 City of Calipatria 610 East Alamo Street 92233 023-342-031-000 
209 City of Calipatria 625 East Alamo Street 92233 023-343-005-000 
210 City of Calipatria 681 East Alamo Street 92233 023-343-009-000 
211 City of Calipatria 680 East Bonita Street 92233 023-343-013-000 
212 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-016-000 
213 City of Calipatria 626 East Bonita Street 92233 023-343-020-000 
214 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-023-000 
215 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-029-000 
216 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-026-000 
217 City of Calipatria 655 East Main Street 92233 023-342-029-000 
218 City of Calipatria 601 East Alamo Street 92233 023-343-001-000 
219 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-006-000 
220 City of Calipatria 201 South East Avenue 92233 023-343-010-000 
221 City of Calipatria 674 East Bonita Street 92233 023-343-014-000 
222 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-017-000 
223 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-021-000 
224 City of Calipatria 226 South Commercial Avenue 92233 023-343-024-000 
225 City of Calipatria 505 East Alamo Street 92233 023-344-003-000 
226 City of Calipatria 525 East Alamo Street 92233 023-344-004-000 
227 City of Calipatria   92233 023-344-009-000 



No. Jurisdiction Site Address Zip Code APN 
228 City of Calipatria 587 East Alamo Street 92233 023-344-013-000 
229 City of Calipatria 570 East Bonita Street 92233 023-344-019-000 
230 City of Calipatria   92233 023-344-022-000 
231 City of Calipatria 502 East Bonita Street 92233 023-344-027-000 
232 City of Calipatria 580 East Bonita Street 92233 023-344-030-000 
233 City of Calipatria 513 East Bonita Street 92233 023-351-002-000 
234 City of Calipatria 591 East Bonita Street 92233 023-351-011-000 
235 City of Calipatria   92233 023-351-015-000 
236 City of Calipatria 533 East Alamo Street 92233 023-344-005-000 
237 City of Calipatria 565 East Alamo Street 92233 023-344-010-000 
238 City of Calipatria 589 East Alamo Street 92233 023-344-014-000 
239 City of Calipatria   92233 023-344-020-000 
240 City of Calipatria 520 East Bonita Street 92233 023-344-025-000 
241 City of Calipatria   92233 023-344-028-000 
242 City of Calipatria 501 East Alamo Street 92233 023-344-034-000 
243 City of Calipatria 517 East Bonita Street 92233 023-351-003-000 
244 City of Calipatria   92233 023-351-012-000 
245 City of Calipatria 535 East Bonita Street 92233 023-351-016-000 
246 City of Calipatria 555 East Alamo Street 92233 023-344-008-000 
247 City of Calipatria 577 East Alamo Street 92233 023-344-011-000 
248 City of Calipatria 593 East Alamo Street 92233 023-344-015-000 
249 City of Calipatria 560 East Bonita Street 92233 023-344-021-000 
250 City of Calipatria   92233 023-344-026-000 
251 City of Calipatria 530 East Bonita Street 92233 023-344-029-000 
252 City of Calipatria 505 East Bonita Street 92233 023-351-001-000 
253 City of Calipatria 589 East Bonita Street 92233 023-351-010-000 
254 City of Calipatria 548 East Bonita Place 92233 023-351-014-000 
255 City of Calipatria 550 East Bonita Place 92233 023-351-017-000 
256 City of Calipatria 552 East Bonita Place 92233 023-351-018-000 
257 City of Calipatria 605 East Bonita Street 92233 023-352-001-000 
258 City of Calipatria   92233 023-352-004-000 
259 City of Calipatria 669 East Bonita Street 92233 023-352-009-000 
260 City of Calipatria 620 East Bonita Place 92233 023-352-013-000 
261 City of Calipatria 651 East Bonita Place 92233 023-353-014-000 
262 City of Calipatria 511 East Bonita Place 92233 023-354-001-000 
263 City of Calipatria 551 East Bonita Place 92233 023-354-004-000 
264 City of Calipatria 452 South Commercial Avenue 92233 023-354-012-000 
265 City of Calipatria 554 East Bonita Place 92233 023-351-019-000 



No. Jurisdiction Site Address Zip Code APN 
266 City of Calipatria 621 East Bonita Street 92233 023-352-002-000 
267 City of Calipatria 685 East Bonita Street 92233 023-352-010-000 
268 City of Calipatria 639 East Bonita Street 92233 023-352-015-000 
269 City of Calipatria   92233 023-353-015-000 
270 City of Calipatria   92233 023-354-002-000 
271 City of Calipatria 585 East Bonita Place 92233 023-354-005-000 
272 City of Calipatria 466 South Commercial Avenue 92233 023-354-013-000 
273 City of Calipatria 531 East Bonita Street 92233 023-351-020-000 
274 City of Calipatria   92233 023-352-003-000 
275 City of Calipatria 669 East Bonita Street 92233 023-352-008-000 
276 City of Calipatria 690 East Bonita Place 92233 023-352-012-000 
277 City of Calipatria   92233 023-353-016-000 
278 City of Calipatria   92233 023-354-003-000 
279 City of Calipatria   92233 023-354-011-000 
280 City of Calipatria 466 South Commercial Avenue 92233 023-354-014-000 
281 City of Calipatria 446 South Commercial Avenue 92233 023-354-006-000 
282 City of Calipatria   92233 023-354-010-000 
283 City of Calipatria   92233 023-354-015-000 
284 City of Calipatria 451 South Brown Avenue 92233 023-354-019-000 
285 City of Calipatria 463 South Brown Avenue 92233 023-354-018-000 
286 City of Calipatria 475 South Brown Avenue 92233 023-354-017-000 
287 City of Calipatria 487 South Brown Avenue 92233 023-354-016-000 
288 City of Calipatria   92233 023-352-011-000 
289 City of Calipatria 614 East Bonita Place 92233 023-352-014-000 
290 City of Calipatria 643 East Bonita Street 92233 023-352-007-000 
291 City of Calipatria 641 East Bonita Street 92233 023-352-017-000 
292 City of Calipatria 553 East Bonita Street 92233 023-351-009-000 
293 City of Calipatria 545 East Bonita Street 92233 023-351-006-000 
294 City of Calipatria 686 East Bonita Street 92233 023-343-011-000 
295 City of Calipatria 661 East Alamo Street 92233 023-343-027-000 
296 City of Calipatria   92233 023-343-030-000 
297 City of Calipatria 590 East Bonita Street 92233 023-344-016-000 
298 City of Calipatria 554 East Bonita Street 92233 023-344-023-000 
299 City of Calipatria   92233 023-344-012-000 
300 City of Calipatria   92233 023-344-035-000 
301 City of Calipatria 668 East Alamo Street 92233 023-342-015-000 
302 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-010-000 
303 City of Calipatria   92233 023-342-006-000 



No. Jurisdiction Site Address Zip Code APN 
304 City of Calipatria 530 East Alamo Street 92233 023-341-020-000 
305 City of Calipatria 595 East Main Street 92233 023-341-007-000 
306 City of Calipatria   92233 023-333-010-000 
307 City of Calipatria   92233 023-333-011-000 
308 City of Calipatria   92233 023-332-012-000 
309 City of Calipatria   92233 023-332-011-000 
310 City of Calipatria   92233 023-332-008-000 
311 City of Calipatria 402 East Barbara Street 92233 023-202-010-000 
312 City of Calipatria   92233 023-202-021-000 
313 City of Calipatria   92233 023-202-023-000 
314 City of Calipatria   92233 023-202-024-000 
315 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-023-000 
316 City of Calipatria 530 East California Street 92233 023-210-045-000 
317 City of Calipatria   92233 023-210-044-000 
318 City of Calipatria 525 East California Street 92233 023-210-046-000 

319 City of Calipatria 405, 417, 520, 534, 538, 55 
Brown Avenue 92233 023-152-006-000 

320 City of Calipatria 549 East Delta Street 92233 023-152-024-000 
321 City of Calipatria 534 East Delta Street 92233 023-151-019-000 
322 City of Calipatria 528 East Delta Street 92233 023-151-030-000 
323 City of Calipatria 522 Delta Street 92233 023-151-033-000 
324 City of Calipatria 476 East Delta Street 92233 023-142-005-000 
325 City of Calipatria   92233 023-142-014-000 
326 City of Calipatria 578 East Elder Street 92233 023-112-031-000 
327 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-020-000 
328 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-021-000 
329 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-010-000 
330 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-006-000 
331 City of Calipatria   92233 023-103-004-000 
332 City of Calipatria   92233 023-102-010-000 
333 City of Calipatria 235 East Main Street 92233 023-321-029-000 
334 City of Calipatria   92233 023-321-003-000 
335 City of Calipatria   92233 023-321-002-000 
336 City of Calipatria 201 East Main Street 92233 023-321-001-000 
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1.0 Introduction 

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

• R-1 (Low Density Residential) 

• R-2 (Medium Density Multi-Family Residential)  

• R-3 (High Density Multi-Family Residential)  

• CP (Commercial Professional)  

• OS-G (General Open Space)  

• DC (Downtown Core)  

• M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing and Industrial)  

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

The City of Calipatria distributed the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) 
for the Eastside Specific Plan for public review on June 30, 2023, with the public review 
period ending on July 31, 2020. The draft IS/MND was further submitted to the State 
Clearinghouse for review. Three comment letters were received during the comment 
period. These letters are from the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), the 
California Department of Transportation (DOT), and the Imperial Irrigation District (IID). 
These letters are further discussed in this document. 

The Revised IS/MND has been prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA, California Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.), and in accordance 
with the Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA (14 CCR 15000 et seq.). This Revised 
IS/MND will be used by the City (as the lead state agency), in conjunction with other 
information developed in the City’s formal record, to act on the Eastside Specific Plan in 
support of the provision of new land use strategies and infrastructure goals for the eastern 
portion of the City. Under CEQA requirements, the city will adopt this Revised MND if, 
based on the whole record, including the Initial Study and comments received, it 
determines that there is no substantial evidence that the project will have a significant 
effect on the environment (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15074(b)). 

2.0 Comments and Response to Comments 

2.1  Introduction 

This chapter includes all comments received on the draft IS/MND during the 30-day public 
and agency review period. No new significant environmental impacts or issues, beyond 
those already identified in the IS/MND for the Eastside Specific Plan were raised during 
the public review period. Acting as lead agency under CEQA, the City of Calipatria 
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directed responses to the comments received on the draft IS/MND. 

2.2  List of Commenters 
The following individuals and representatives of organizations and agencies submitted 
written comments on the IS/MND. 

Table 1. List of Commenters on the MND 

Comments Received by the City of Calipatria 

No. Individual or Signatory Affiliation Date 

1 Kim Freeburn, Environmental 
Program Manager 

California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife August 17, 2023 

2 Maurice A. Eaton, Branch Chief California Department 
of Transportation August 17, 2023 

3 Donald Vargas, Compliance 
Administrator II 

Imperial Irrigation 
District July 31, 2023 

 

2.3  Requirements for Responding to Comments  
CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 requires that lead agencies evaluate all comments on 
environmental issues received on the IS/MND and prepare a written response. CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088 also recommends that where the response to comments 
results in revisions to the IS/MND, those revisions should be noted as a revision to the 
IS/MND or in a separate section of this Errata and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program. Revisions are reflected in the Errata, Section 3.0 of this document. 

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

Where changes to the IS/MND text result from responding to comments, those changes 
are included in the response and demarcated with revision marks (underline for new text, 
strike-out for deleted text). Comment-initiated text revisions to the IS/MND and minor 
staff-initiated changes are compiled in their entirety and are demarcated with revision 
marks in Chapter 3.0, Errata, of this Revised IS/MND. 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 1 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 2 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 3 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 4 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 5 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 6 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 7 of 15) 

 

  



14 | P a g e  
 

Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 8 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 9 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 10 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 11 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 12 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 13 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 14 of 15) 
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Letter 1 - California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Kim Freeburn, (Pg. 15 of 15) 
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2.5 Letter 1 – City of Calipatria Response to Comments 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

 The commenter recommends that the revised IS/MND should analyze impacts 
to biological resources resulting from an extended timeline for project activities, 
pauses in construction, and impacts due to specific construction activities such 
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as utility extensions and stormwater improvements. The revised IS/MND should 
also acknowledge that wildlife may move into disturbed or graded sites when 
construction is paused, and that preconstruction surveys for biological resources 
will need to be repeated prior to project activities and after pauses in construction 
to assess the presence of biological resources and to avoid or reduce impacts 
to less than significant. This comment has been noted, and mitigation measure 
BIO-3 was implemented to the Revised IS/MND which states the following: 

 BIO-3: Timing of Construction and Construction Activities 

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

Response to Comment 1-9: The comment begins by stating that the draft IS/MND lacks 
a description of the type of landscaping that will be installed and maintained over 
the life of the project. The commenter then proceeds to state that mitigation 
measure MFS-1 will require developers to implement landscaping, primarily 
trees, within the project area, however, no further details are provided.  

The commenter recommends the incorporation of water wise concepts in 
landscaping design plans. This comment has been noted, and mitigation 
measure MFS-1 was updated as follows: 

MFS-1: Landscaping Requirement  

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to construction/Project contractor. 
 Enforcement: City of Calipatria 
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Response to Comment 1-10: The comment begins by stating that the draft IS/MND does 
not adequately identify the project’s significant, or potentially significant, impacts 
to biological resources. The comment continues by stating that the draft IS/MND 
lacks a recent general field assessment of biological resources located within 
the project footprint and surrounding areas, and no focused or protocol-level 
surveys were performed for the detection of special-status species. CDFW is 
concerned about the potential for special-stats species to occur at or near the 
project site. Recent surveys during the appropriate times of the year are needed 
to inform and identify potential impacts to biological resources; inform 
appropriate avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures; and to determine 
whether impacts to biological resources have been mitigated to a level that is 
less than significant. 

 To establish the existing environmental setting with respect to biological 
resources, CDFW recommends that a revised IS/MND includes a mitigation 
measure requiring an assessment of biological resources. This comment has 
been noted, and mitigation measure BIO-4 was incorporated into the Revised 
IS/MND which states the following: 

 BIO-4: Assessment of Biological Resources 

 Prior to construction activities within the Eastside Specific Plan, a complete and 
recent inventory of rare, threatened, endangered, and other sensitive species 
located within the Project footprint and within offsite areas with the potential to 
be affected, including California Species of Special Concern (CSSC) and 
California Fully Protected Species (Fish and Game Code § 3511), will be 
completed. Species to be addressed should include all those which meet the 
CEQA definition (CEQA Guidelines § 15380). The inventory should address 
seasonal variations in use of the Project area and should not be limited to 
resident species. Focused species-specific surveys, completed by a qualified 
biologist and conducted at the appropriate time of year and time of day when the 
sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable are required. Acceptable 
species-specific survey procedures should be developed in consultation with 
CDFW and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, where necessary. Note that 
CDFW generally considers biological field assessments for wildlife to be valid 
for a one-year period, and assessments for rare plants may be considered valid 
for a period of up to three years. Some aspects of the proposed Project may 
warrant periodic updated surveys for certain sensitive taxa, particularly if the 
Project is proposed to occur over a protracted time frame, or in phases, or if 
surveys are completed during periods of drought. 
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Response to Comment 1-11: The comment begins by stating that the draft IS/MND 
acknowledges that drainage canals are located in proximity to the proposed 
project but does not include mitigation measures to avoid or reduce impacts to 
a level less than significant. CDFW review of aerial imagery confirms the location 
of the two drainage canals located north and east of the Project site, named D 
Drain and E Drain. Drainage canals and ditches may provide suitable habitat for 
biological resources, including burrowing owl and lowland leopard frog. Potential 
direct and indirect impacts to the canals and associated fish and wildlife 
resources, such as burrowing owl and lowland leopard frog, resulting from 
Project construction are subject to notification under Fish and Game Code 
section 1602. 

 Although the MND includes Mitigation Measure BIO-1 for biological assessment 
of agricultural drains, CDFW considers the measure to be insufficient in scope 
and timing to reduce impacts to a level less than significant. CDFW recommends 
that an additional mitigation measure requiring a lake and streambed alteration 
program, pursuant to Section 1602 of the Fish and Game Code, to the Revised 
IS/MND. This comment has been noted, and mitigation measure BIO-5 was 
incorporated into the Revised IS/MND which states the following: 

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

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

Response to Comment 1-12: The comment begins by stating that CDFW is concerned 
that the draft IS/MND does not sufficiently identify project impacts to nesting 
birds or ensure that impacts are mitigated to a level less than significant. CDFW 
is concerned about the impacts to nesting birds including loss of nesting/foraging 
habitat and potential take from ground-disturbing activities and construction. 
Additionally, the timing of the nesting season varies greatly depending on 
several factors, such as bird species, weather conditions in any given year, and 
long-term climate changes (e.g., drought, warming, etc.). 

 CDFW recommends that disturbance of occupied nests of migratory birds and 
raptors within the Project site be avoided any time birds are nesting on-site. 
Preconstruction nesting bird surveys shall be performed within 3 days prior to 
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Project activities to determine the presence and location of nesting birds. This 
comment has been noted, and mitigation measure BIO-6 was incorporated into 
the Revised IS/MND which states the following: 

 BIO-6: Avoidance of Nesting Birds 

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

Response to Comment 1-13: The comment begins by stating that CDFW is concerned 
that the draft IS/MND does not sufficiently identify project impacts to burrowing 
owl (Athene cunicularia) or ensure that impacts are mitigated to a level less than 
significant. Burrowing owls have a high potential to move into disturbed sites 
prior to and during construction activities. Impacts to burrowing owl from the 
project could include take of burrowing owls, their nests, or eggs; destroying 
nesting or foraging habitat; or impacting burrowing owl populations through 
changes in vegetation via the destruction, conversion, or degradation of 
burrowing owl habitat. Impacts can result from grading, earthmoving, burrow 
blockage, heavy equipment compaction and crushing of burrows, and other 
activities. Changes in vegetation can result from the destruction, conversion, or 
degradation of nesting, foraging, or over-wintering habitats; destruction of 
natural burrows, and general Project disturbance that has the potential to harass 
owls at occupied burrows. 

 CDFW recommends that prior to commencing project activities for all phases of 
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project construction, surveys for burrowing owl be conducted for the entirety of 
the project site by a qualified biologist in accordance with the Staff Report on 
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012 or most recent version). This comment 
has been noted, and mitigation measure BIO-7 was incorporated into the 
Revised IS/MND which states the following: 

 BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys 

No less than 60 days prior to the start of project-related activities within the 
Eastside Specific Plan, a burrowing owl habitat assessment shall be conducted 
by a qualified biologist according to the specifications of the Staff Report on 
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (Department of Fish and Game, March 2012 or most 
recent version). 
If the habitat assessment demonstrates suitable burrowing owl habitat, then 
focused burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted by a qualified biologist in 
accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (2012 or most 
recent version). If burrowing owls are detected during the focused surveys, the 
qualified biologist and project proponent shall prepare a Burrowing Owl Plan that 
shall be submitted to CDFW for review and approval prior to commencing 
Project activities. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall describe proposed avoidance, 
monitoring, relocation, minimization, and/or mitigation actions. The Burrowing 
Owl Plan shall include the number and location of occupied burrow sites, acres 
of burrowing owl habitat that will be impacted, details of site monitoring, and 
details on proposed buffers and other avoidance measures if avoidance is 
proposed. If impacts to occupied burrowing owl habitat or burrow cannot be 
avoided, the Burrowing Owl Plan shall also describe minimization and 
compensatory mitigation actions that will be implemented. Proposed 
implementation of burrow exclusion and closure should only be considered as a 
last resort, after all other options have been evaluated as exclusion is not in itself 
an avoidance, minimization, or mitigation method and has the possibility to result 
in take. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall identify compensatory mitigation for the 
temporary or permanent loss of occupied burrow(s) and habitat consistent with 
the “Mitigation Impacts” section of the 2012 Staff Report and shall implement 
CDFW-approved mitigation prior to initiation of Project activities. If impacts to 
occupied burrows cannot be avoided, information shall be provided regarding 
adjacent or nearby suitable habitat available to owls. If no suitable habitat is 
available nearby, details regarding the creation and funding of artificial burrows 
(numbers, location, and type of burrows) and management activities for 
relocated owls shall also be included in the Burrowing Owl Plan. The Project 
proponent shall implement the Burrowing Owl Plan following CDFW and 
USFWS review and approval. 

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

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

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

 BIO-8: Construction Noise Impacts to Biological Resources 

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

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

 BIO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light 

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

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

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

Response to Comment 1-18: The comment provides closing remarks and contact 
information to send any questions regarding the review letter. The comment also 
reiterates the inclusion of the recommended mitigation measures to the revised 
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IS/MND and instructs the City to recirculate the revised IS/MND for review and 
comments. The draft IS/MND was revised to include all recommended mitigation 
measures and is scheduled for a second 30-day comment and review period as 
recommended CDFW.  

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

Response to Comment 1-20: The comment provides a table with the mitigation 
measures CDFW recommended be added or modified in the Revised IS/MND. 
A response for each comment and mitigation measure has already been 
addressed in prior responses; therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in 
response to this comment are necessary. 
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Letter 2 - California Department of Transportation, Maurice A. Eaton, (Pg. 1 of 5) 
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Letter 2 - California Department of Transportation, Maurice A. Eaton, (Pg. 2 of 5) 
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Letter 2 - California Department of Transportation, Maurice A. Eaton, (Pg. 3 of 5) 
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Letter 2 - California Department of Transportation, Maurice A. Eaton, (Pg. 4 of 5) 
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Letter 2 - California Department of Transportation, Maurice A. Eaton, (Pg. 5 of 5) 
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2.6 Letter 2 – City of Calipatria Response to Comments 

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

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

TRANSP-1: Access East of Railroad 

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

TRANSP-2: Access West of Railroad 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

 NOI-1: Highway Noise 

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

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

TRANSP-3: Caltrans Encroachment Permit 

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

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

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

TRANSP-4: Perpetuation of Monuments 

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

Response to Comment 2-11: The comment provides the commenter’s phone number 



40 | P a g e  
 

and email address for additional information regarding the comment letter. The 
comment does not address the adequacy of the environmental analysis; 
therefore, no changes to the Revised IS/MND in response to this comment are 
necessary. 
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Letter 3 - Imperial Irrigation District, Donald Vargas, (Pg. 1 of 3) 
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Letter 3 - Imperial Irrigation District, Donald Vargas, (Pg. 2 of 3) 
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Letter 3 - Imperial Irrigation District, Donald Vargas, (Pg. 3 of 3) 
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2.7 Letter 3 – City of Calipatria Response to Comments 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

3.1  Revisions 

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

• Cover Page (Page 1) 
• Introduction Page (Pages 2 - 4) 
• Section V. Cultural Resources (Pages 23 -24) 
• Section VI. Geology and Soils (Pages 26) 
• Section VII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Pages 28) 
• Section VIII. Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Pages 30) 
• Section IX. Hydrology and Water Quality (Pages 34) 
• Section X. Land Use and Planning (Pages 36) 
• Section XIV. Public Services (Pages 45) 
• Section XV. (Recreation (Pages 46) 
• Section XVII. Utilities and Service Systems Discussion (Pages 51) 
• Appendix A (Added) 
• Appendix B (Added) 

Revisions to the IS/MND based on the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
comment letter (Letter 1) received: 

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

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

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

• R-1 (Low Density Residential) 

• R-2 (Medium Density Multi-Family Residential) 

• R-3 (High Density Multi-Family Residential) 

• CP (Commercial Professional) 

• OS-G (General Open Space) 

• DC (Downtown Core) 

• M-1 (Light Manufacturing and Industrial) 

The Eastside Specific Plan will rezone large segments of the city bordering 
and south of Main Street (State Route 115) as shown on the vicinity map 
on page 6 of the revised IS/MND. Properties bordering Main Street (State 
Route 115) will be rezoned from CP and R-2 to RC (Residential Commercial 
Mixed-Use) which will permit single and multi-family developments along 
with light commercial uses. While medium commercial uses will be allowed, 
said uses will be limited to the acquisition of either a conditional use permit 
or minor use permit. This procedure will review all aspects of the proposed 
developments to ensure that all potential impacts to surrounding residential 
developments are eliminated or reduced to a less than significant amount. 
Additionally, commercial developments adjacent to residential 
developments are required to follow stricter development standards, such 
as increased setbacks, to further reduce the impacts said developments 
may have to adjacent residential uses. Properties south of Main Street 
(State Route 115) will be rezoned from M-1, R-2, and R-3 to RI (Residential 
Industrial Mixed-Use). This new designation will allow all types of residential 
developments along with light industrial uses. Like the RC zone, all light 
industrial developments in the RI zone are allowed while medium industrial 
developments will be subject to either a conditional use permit and minor 
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use permit and will be subject to stricter development standards to reduce 
the impact to surrounding residential developments to a less than significant 
amount. A small segment across the railroad tracks along Main Street 
(State Route 115) will be rezoned from DC to CI (Commercial Industrial) 
which will retain the existing commercial uses but will also permit light 
industrial uses. Any heavier industrial or commercial use will require either 
a conditional use permit or minor use permit and will follow stricter 
development standards when adjacent to a residential development. All 
existing OS-G and R-1 zones north of Main Street (State Route 115) will 
remain unchanged. In furtherance of the Housing Element goals, 
objectives, and policies, the City is developing the Eastside Specific Plan to 
provide land use strategies and infrastructure goals for the eastern portion 
of the city. This segment contains a variety of zoning designations such as R-2 
(Medium Density Multi-Family Residential), R-3 (High Density Multi-Family 
Residential), CP (Commercial Professional), and M-2 (Heavy Manufacturing & 
Industrial) Zones. Due to the stagnation of housing development within the city, 
only two residential developments have been constructed between 2011 and 2022. 
It has become necessary to review the current zoning designations to stimulate 
the construction of new housing units in the city. To encourage the buildout of this 
underdeveloped segment, a plan for new RC (Residential Commercial Mixed-
Use), RI (Residential Industrial Mixed-Use), and CI (Commercial Industrial) zoning 
designations has been developed for Planning Commission review and 
consideration.” 

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

“Background:  
The proposed project would involve a Re-Zone and General Plan 
Amendment to accommodate Residential/Industrial and 
Residential/Commercial mixed-uses along with Commercial/Industrial uses. 
Although the project site is within an urban setting surrounded by active 
traffic routes, utility extensions will impact undisturbed areas that may affect 
biological resources. While the Eastside Specific Plan is a planning level 
document and does not approve nor entitle any developments, mitigation 
measures were incorporated as recommended by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). These measures are intended to 
reduce any potential impacts to biological resources in or near the project 
are to less than significant. The project proponent has not adequately 
addressed stormwater issues and potential improvements have yet to be 
identified. Addressing the stormwater issue may result in improvements that 
could impact biological resources. 
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES DISCUSSION 

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

Mitigation Measures 

BIO-1: Biological Assessments 

The City will rRequire developers to prepare a biological assessment 
of agricultural drains before construction or development near these 
areas. 

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

BIO-2: State and Federal Conservation and Avoidance 
Regulations 

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

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

BIO-3: Timing of Construction and Construction Activities 
Preconstruction surveys completed for future developments within 
the Eastside Specific Plan shall be repeated prior to construction 
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activities and after pauses, of one (1) month or more, in construction 
to assess the presence and potential change of biological resources 
on the project site during the pause. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and During Construction/Project 
Contractor 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 

BIO-4: Assessment of Biological Resources 
Prior to construction activities within the Eastside Specific Plan, a 
complete and recent inventory of rare, threatened, endangered, and 
other sensitive species located within the Project footprint and within 
offsite areas with the potential to be affected, including California 
Species of Special Concern (CSSC) and California Fully Protected 
Species (Fish and Game Code § 3511), will be completed. Species 
to be addressed should include all those which meet the CEQA 
definition (CEQA Guidelines § 15380). The inventory should address 
seasonal variations in use of the Project area and should not be 
limited to resident species. Focused species-specific surveys, 
completed by a qualified biologist and conducted at the appropriate 
time of year and time of day when the sensitive species are active or 
otherwise identifiable are required. Acceptable species-specific 
survey procedures should be developed in consultation with CDFW 
and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, where necessary. Note that 
CDFW generally considers biological field assessments for wildlife to 
be valid for a one-year period, and assessments for rare plants may 
be considered valid for a period of up to three years. Some aspects 
of the proposed project may warrant periodic updated surveys for 
certain sensitive taxa, particularly if the project is proposed to occur 
over a protracted time frame, or in phases, or if surveys are 
completed during periods of drought. 

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

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 
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BIO-6: Avoidance of Nesting Birds 
Regardless of the time of year, nesting bird surveys shall be 
performed by a qualified avian biologist no more than 3 days prior to 
vegetation removal or ground-disturbing activities within the Eastside 
Specific Plan. Pre-construction surveys shall focus on both direct 
and indirect evidence of nesting, including nest locations and nesting 
behavior. The qualified avian biologist will make every effort to avoid 
potential nest predation as a result of survey and monitoring efforts. 
If active nests are found during the pre-construction nesting bird 
surveys, a qualified biologist shall establish an appropriate nest 
buffer to be marked on the ground. Nest buffers are species specific 
and shall be at least 300 feet for passerines and 500 feet for raptors. 
A smaller or larger buffer may be determined by the qualified 
biologist familiar with the nesting phenology of the nesting species 
and based on nest and buffer monitoring results. Established buffers 
shall remain on site until a qualified biologist determines the young 
have fledged or the nest is no longer active. Active nests and 
adequacy of the established buffer distance shall be monitored daily 
by the qualified biologist until the qualified biologist has determined 
the young have fledged or the Project has been completed. The 
qualified biologist has the authority to stop work if nesting pairs 
exhibit signs of disturbance. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 
BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys 
No less than 60 days prior to the start of project-related activities 
within the Eastside Specific Plan, a burrowing owl habitat 
assessment shall be conducted by a qualified biologist according to 
the specifications of the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation 
(Department of Fish and Game, March 2012 or most recent version). 
If the habitat assessment demonstrates suitable burrowing owl 
habitat, then focused burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted by a 
qualified biologist in accordance with the Staff Report on Burrowing 
Owl Mitigation (2012 or most recent version). If burrowing owls are 
detected during the focused surveys, the qualified biologist and 
project proponent shall prepare a Burrowing Owl Plan that shall be 
submitted to CDFW for review and approval prior to commencing 
Project activities. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall describe proposed 
avoidance, monitoring, relocation, minimization, and/or mitigation 
actions. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall include the number and 
location of occupied burrow sites, acres of burrowing owl habitat that 
will be impacted, details of site monitoring, and details on proposed 
buffers and other avoidance measures if avoidance is proposed. If 
impacts to occupied burrowing owl habitat or burrow cannot be 
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avoided, the Burrowing Owl Plan shall also describe minimization 
and compensatory mitigation actions that will be implemented. 
Proposed implementation of burrow exclusion and closure should 
only be considered as a last resort, after all other options have been 
evaluated as exclusion is not in itself an avoidance, minimization, or 
mitigation method and has the possibility to result in take. The 
Burrowing Owl Plan shall identify compensatory mitigation for the 
temporary or permanent loss of occupied burrow(s) and habitat 
consistent with the “Mitigation Impacts” section of the 2012 Staff 
Report and shall implement CDFW-approved mitigation prior to 
initiation of Project activities. If impacts to occupied burrows cannot 
be avoided, information shall be provided regarding adjacent or 
nearby suitable habitat available to owls. If no suitable habitat is 
available nearby, details regarding the creation and funding of 
artificial burrows (numbers, location, and type of burrows) and 
management activities for relocated owls shall also be included in 
the Burrowing Owl Plan. The Project proponent shall implement the 
Burrowing Owl Plan following CDFW and USFWS review and 
approval. 
Preconstruction burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted no less 
than 14 days prior to the start of Project-related activities and within 
24 hours prior to ground disturbance, in accordance with the Staff 
Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (2012 or most recent version). 
Preconstruction surveys should be performed by a qualified biologist 
following the recommendations and guidelines provided in the Staff 
Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation. If the preconstruction surveys 
confirm occupied burrowing owl habitat, Project activities shall be 
immediately halted. The qualified biologist shall coordinate with 
CDFW and prepare a Burrowing Owl Plan that shall be submitted to 
CDFW and USFWS for review and approval prior to commencing 
Project activities. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 
BIO-8: Construction Noise Impacts to Biological Resources 
During all project construction within the Eastside Specific Plan, the 
City of Calipatria shall restrict use of equipment to hours least likely 
to disrupt wildlife (e.g., not at night or in early morning) and restrict 
use of generators except for temporary use in emergencies. Power 
to sites can be provided by solar PV (photovoltaic) systems, 
cogeneration systems (natural gas generator), small micro-
hydroelectric systems, or small wind turbine systems. The City shall 
ensure use of noise suppression devices such as mufflers or 
enclosure for generators. Sounds generated from any means must 
be below the 55-60 dB range within 50-feet from the source. 
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Timing/Implementation: During Construction/Project Contractor 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 
BIO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light 
During project construction and operation, the City of Calipatria shall 
eliminate all nonessential lighting throughout the project area and 
avoid or limit the use of artificial light during the hours of dawn and 
dusk when many wildlife species are most active. The City shall 
ensure that lighting for project activities is shielded, cast downward, 
and does not spill over onto other properties or upward into the night 
sky (see the International Dark-Sky Association standards at 
http://darksky.org/). The City shall ensure use LED lighting with a 
correlated color temperature of 3,000 Kelvins or less, proper disposal 
of hazardous waste, and recycling of lighting that contains toxic 
compounds with a qualified recycler. 

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

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or 
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional 
plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of 
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

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

  Mitigation Measures 

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Biological Assessments. 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-2: State and Federal 
Conservation and Avoidance Regulations. 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Timing of Construction 
and Construction Activities 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Assessment of Biological 
Resources 
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Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-5: Lake and Stream 
Alteration (LSA) Program 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-6: Avoidance of Nesting 
Birds 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-8: Construction Noise 
Impacts to Biological Resources 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected 
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 
other means? 

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

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident 
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites? 

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

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

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

Mitigation Measures 

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Biological Assessments. 

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-2: State and Federal 
Conservation and Avoidance Regulations. 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Timing of Construction 
and Construction Activities 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Assessment of Biological 
Resources 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-5: Lake and Stream 
Alteration (LSA) Program 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-6: Avoidance of Nesting 
Birds 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-8: Construction Noise 
Impacts to Biological Resources 
Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-9: Artificial Nighttime Light 

BIO-310: Development Standards 

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

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

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

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

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

Mitigation Measures 

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Biological Assessments. 

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

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Development Standards. 

MFS-1: Landscaping Requirement  

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

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

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

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

a) “Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of 
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the circulation system, considering all modes of transportation 
including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, including but not limited 
to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian 
and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 

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

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

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

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 
TRANSP-2: Access West of Railroad 
Unless the property is landlocked, all access from future developments west 
of the railroad, within the Eastside Specific Plan, will not be allowed to 
access through SR-115. Developers will be encouraged to establish access 
to properties through the side streets such as South Imperial Avenue. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and During Construction/Project Contractor 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 
TRANSP-3: Caltrans Encroachment Permit 
Applicants for future developments within the Eastside Specific Plan shall 
acquire an encroachment permit from the Department of Transportation 
prior to the start of construction activities within their Right-of-Way. 
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Timing/Implementation: Prior to Construction/Project Contractor 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria 
TRANSP-4: Perpetuation of Monuments 
Per Business and Profession Code 8771, perpetuation of survey 
monuments shall be carried out by a licensed land surveyor should any 
existing monuments be destroyed by construction activities related to the 
project. 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and During Construction/Project Contractor 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria” 

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

“Background 

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

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

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

Figure 1 – City of Calipatria 6th Cycle Housing Element Vacant Properties Map 

 

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

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

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

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

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

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

a) “Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess 
of standards established in the local general plan or noise 
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The While the project area is 
surrounded by residential land uses which that may experience 
some noise levels from affecting existing and future developments 
within the project site, the noise exposure will not exceed the 
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standards established by the local General Plan or Noise Ordinance. 
Therefore, any impact would be less than significant. New sources 
of noise will be introduced because of the proposed uses within the 
project site; however but the proposed residential use is consistent 
with the existing surrounding uses based on the City’s Noise/Land 
Use Compatibility Matrix. While the impact is expected to be less 
than significant, the following mitigation measure was implemented 
per the California Department of Transportation’s recommendation. 

NOI-1: Highway Noise 
Applicants for future developments within the Eastside Specific Plan 
will be informed that in accordance with 23 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) 772, the Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
is not responsible for existing or future traffic noise impacts 
associated with the existing configuration of Route 115. 
Timing/Implementation: Prior to construction/Project Contractor. 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Calipatria” 

4.0  Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program 

4.1  Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

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

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

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

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

4.2  Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Procedures 

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

Mitigation Measures Enforcement Timing/Implementation 
Compliance 

Verification (Date and 
Signature Required) 

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

   

2.  AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES 
The proposed project would not result in 
significant adverse impacts related to aesthetics. 
No mitigation would be required. 

   

3.  AIR QUALITY 
AQ-1: Block Dirt Roads: Require developers to 
construct permanent blockage to all dirt roads 
and open areas bordering the project prior to 
beginning construction. 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to beginning 
construction/Project 

Developer 

 

AQ-2: Discretionary Measure for Fugitive PM10 
Control: Require developers to limit the vehicle 
speed for all construction vehicles to no more 
than 15 mph on any unpaved surface at the 
construction site. 

City of 
Calipatria 

During construction/Project 
Contractor 

 

4.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
BIO-1: Biological Assessments: Require 
developers to prepare a biological assessment 
of agricultural drains before construction or 
development near these areas. 

City of 
Calipatria 

During design 
phase/Project Contractor 

 

BIO-2: State and Federal Conservation and 
Avoidance Regulations: Enforce state and 
federal conservation and avoidance regulations, 

City of 
Calipatria 

During design 
phase/Project Contractor 
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through the development review process, for all 
new development projects on private property 
that may potentially impact natural vegetation 
communities or biological resources. 
BIO-3: Timing of Construction and Construction 
Activities: Preconstruction surveys completed 
for future developments within the Eastside 
Specific Plan shall be repeated prior to 
construction activities and after pauses, of one 
(1) month or more, in construction to assess the 
presence and potential change of biological 
resources on the project site during the pause. 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to and During 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 

 

BIO-4: Assessment of Biological Resources: 
Prior to construction activities within the Eastside 
Specific Plan, a complete and recent inventory 
of rare, threatened, endangered, and other 
sensitive species located within the Project 
footprint and within offsite areas with the 
potential to be affected, including California 
Species of Special Concern (CSSC) and 
California Fully Protected Species (Fish and 
Game Code § 3511), will be completed. Species 
to be addressed should include all those which 
meet the CEQA definition (CEQA Guidelines § 
15380). The inventory should address seasonal 
variations in use of the Project area and should 
not be limited to resident species. Focused 
species-specific surveys, completed by a 
qualified biologist and conducted at the 
appropriate time of year and time of day when 
the sensitive species are active or otherwise 
identifiable are required. Acceptable species-

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 
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specific survey procedures should be developed 
in consultation with CDFW and the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, where necessary. Note that 
CDFW generally considers biological field 
assessments for wildlife to be valid for a one-
year period, and assessments for rare plants 
may be considered valid for a period of up to 
three years. Some aspects of the proposed 
project may warrant periodic updated surveys 
for certain sensitive taxa, particularly if the 
project is proposed to occur over a protracted 
time frame, or in phases, or if surveys are 
completed during periods of drought. 
BIO-5: Lake and Stream Alteration (LSA) 
Program: Prior to project-activities and issuance 
of any grading permit within the Eastside 
Specific Plan, the Project Sponsor shall obtain 
written correspondence from the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) stating 
that notification under section 1602 of the Fish 
and Game Code is not required for the Project, 
or the Project Sponsor shall obtain a CDFW-
executed Lake and Streambed Alteration 
Agreement, authorizing impacts to Fish and 
Game Code section 1602 resources associated 
with the Project. 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 

 

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

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 
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focus on both direct and indirect evidence of 
nesting, including nest locations and nesting 
behavior. The qualified avian biologist will make 
every effort to avoid potential nest predation as 
a result of survey and monitoring efforts. If active 
nests are found during the pre-construction 
nesting bird surveys, a qualified biologist shall 
establish an appropriate nest buffer to be 
marked on the ground. Nest buffers are species 
specific and shall be at least 300 feet for 
passerines and 500 feet for raptors. A smaller or 
larger buffer may be determined by the qualified 
biologist familiar with the nesting phenology of 
the nesting species and based on nest and 
buffer monitoring results. Established buffers 
shall remain on site until a qualified biologist 
determines the young have fledged or the nest 
is no longer active. Active nests and adequacy 
of the established buffer distance shall be 
monitored daily by the qualified biologist until the 
qualified biologist has determined the young 
have fledged or the Project has been completed. 
The qualified biologist has the authority to stop 
work if nesting pairs exhibit signs of disturbance. 
BIO-7: Burrowing Owl Surveys: No less than 60 
days prior to the start of project-related activities 
within the Eastside Specific Plan, a burrowing 
owl habitat assessment shall be conducted by a 
qualified biologist according to the specifications 
of the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation 
(Department of Fish and Game, March 2012 or 
most recent version). 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 
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If the habitat assessment demonstrates suitable 
burrowing owl habitat, then focused burrowing 
owl surveys shall be conducted by a qualified 
biologist in accordance with the Staff Report on 
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (2012 or most recent 
version). If burrowing owls are detected during 
the focused surveys, the qualified biologist and 
project proponent shall prepare a Burrowing Owl 
Plan that shall be submitted to CDFW for review 
and approval prior to commencing Project 
activities. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall describe 
proposed avoidance, monitoring, relocation, 
minimization, and/or mitigation actions. The 
Burrowing Owl Plan shall include the number 
and location of occupied burrow sites, acres of 
burrowing owl habitat that will be impacted, 
details of site monitoring, and details on 
proposed buffers and other avoidance measures 
if avoidance is proposed. If impacts to occupied 
burrowing owl habitat or burrow cannot be 
avoided, the Burrowing Owl Plan shall also 
describe minimization and compensatory 
mitigation actions that will be implemented. 
Proposed implementation of burrow exclusion 
and closure should only be considered as a last 
resort, after all other options have been 
evaluated as exclusion is not in itself an 
avoidance, minimization, or mitigation method 
and has the possibility to result in take. The 
Burrowing Owl Plan shall identify compensatory 
mitigation for the temporary or permanent loss of 
occupied burrow(s) and habitat consistent with 
the “Mitigation Impacts” section of the 2012 Staff 
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Report and shall implement CDFW-approved 
mitigation prior to initiation of Project activities. If 
impacts to occupied burrows cannot be avoided, 
information shall be provided regarding adjacent 
or nearby suitable habitat available to owls. If no 
suitable habitat is available nearby, details 
regarding the creation and funding of artificial 
burrows (numbers, location, and type of 
burrows) and management activities for 
relocated owls shall also be included in the 
Burrowing Owl Plan. The Project proponent shall 
implement the Burrowing Owl Plan following 
CDFW and USFWS review and approval. 
Preconstruction burrowing owl surveys shall be 
conducted no less than 14 days prior to the start 
of Project-related activities and within 24 hours 
prior to ground disturbance, in accordance with 
the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation 
(2012 or most recent version). Preconstruction 
surveys should be performed by a qualified 
biologist following the recommendations and 
guidelines provided in the Staff Report on 
Burrowing Owl Mitigation. If the preconstruction 
surveys confirm occupied burrowing owl habitat, 
Project activities shall be immediately halted. 
The qualified biologist shall coordinate with 
CDFW and prepare a Burrowing Owl Plan that 
shall be submitted to CDFW and USFWS for 
review and approval prior to commencing 
Project activities. 
BIO-8: Construction Noise Impacts to Biological 
Resources: During all project construction within 

City of 
Calipatria 

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

Contractor 

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

City of 
Calipatria 

During 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 

 

BIO-10: Development Standards: Enforce City of During design  
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regulations such as setback requirements, lot 
size requirements, building height requirements, 
density zoning, and building bulk requirements 
to reduce encroachment and development upon 
sensitive resource areas. 

Calipatria phase/Project Contractor 

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

City of 
Calipatria  

Prior to commencing 
construction/Project 

Contractor 

 

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

NAHC, 
Imperial 
County 

Coroner, and 
Imperial 
County 

Department of 
Planning and 
Development 

Services. 

During construction/Project 
Contractor 
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county in which the property is located (AB 
2641). 
6.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
GEO-1: Conduct Site-Specific Geotechnical 
Investigation: A site-specific Geotechnical 
Investigation will be required for all future 
developments for the design and construction of 
future developments. 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to issuance of 
building permits/Project 

Contractor 

 

7.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
GGE-1: Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction 
Methods: To help minimize greenhouse gas 
emissions, the City of Calipatria will require 
future developers to implement the following 
Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction Methods 
when feasible.  
• Minimize the carbon impact of construction 

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

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

• Comply with the City of Calipatria’s Zoning 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to and during 
construction/Project 

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

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

• Use equipment that is no older than 10 years 
old to achieve the lowest levels of air 
emissions. 

8.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
The proposed project would not result in 
significant adverse impacts related to aesthetics. 
No mitigation would be required. 

   

9.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 
HWQ-1: Stormwater System and Flood 
Management: The City will continue to enforce 
the local, state, and federal regulations 
regarding the construction of buildings within 
flood hazard areas. Grading plans will also be 
required for all applications to ensure future and 
current structures are not susceptible to flood 
damage. 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to issuance of 
building permits/Project 

Contractor 

 

10.  LAND USE AND PLANNING 
LU-1: Separation of Construction Activities: 
Require separation of construction activities 
from sensitive biological resources using 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to issuance of 
building permits and During 

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

Contractor 

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

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to issuance of 
building permits/Project 

Contractor 

 

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

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to issuance of 
building permits/Project 

Contractor 

 

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

   

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

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to 
construction/Project 

Contractor 

 

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

City of 
Calipatria 

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

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

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

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

• The project contractor shall turn off 

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

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

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

   

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

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 

 

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

   

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

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to and During 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 
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Avenue, etc.). 
TRANSP-2: Access West of Railroad: Unless 
the property is landlocked, all access from future 
developments west of the railroad, within the 
Eastside Specific Plan, will not be allowed to 
access through SR-115. Developers will be 
encouraged to establish access to properties 
through the side streets such as South Imperial 
Avenue. 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to and During 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 

 

TRANSP-3: Caltrans Encroachment Permit: 
Applicants for future developments within the 
Eastside Specific Plan shall acquire an 
encroachment permit from the Department of 
Transportation prior to the start of construction 
activities within their Right-of-Way. 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 

 

TRANSP-4: Perpetuation of Monuments: Per 
Business and Profession Code 8771, 
perpetuation of survey monuments shall be 
carried out by a licensed land surveyor should 
any existing monuments be destroyed by 
construction activities related to the project. 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to and During 
Construction/Project 

Contractor 

 

17.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 
USS-1: Stormwater requirements: Enforce the 
Zoning Code requirements for on-site 
stormwater retention and the submittal of a 
grading plan for review prior to the issuance of a 
building permit. 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to issuance of 
building permits/ Project 

Contractor 

 

18.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
MFS-1: Landscaping Requirement: Section 
3.10.050 of the Zoning Ordinance requires all 
proposed developments to provide landscaping 

City of 
Calipatria 

Prior to 
construction/Project 

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