EXHIBIT G



NEGATIVE DECLARATION
s

The City of Imperial and Imperial County Local Agency Formation Commission have
reviewed the progosed project described below to determine whether it could have a
significant effect on the environment as a result of project completion. "Significant
effect on the environment” means a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse
change in any of the physical conditions within the area affected by the project
including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or
aesthetic significance.

1. Project Tifle: Felix Annexation (APN's 044-200-077, 044-200-079,
and 044-200-081)

2, Lead Agencies Name and Address: City of Imperial
420 South Imperial Avenue
Imperial, CA 92251
Imperial County Local Area Formation Commission
[ICLAFCO)

420 South Imperial Avenue
El Centro, CA 92243

3. Contact Persan and Phone Number: Jorge Galvan {760)355-332¢ (City of Imperial)
Jurg Heuberger (760) 353-4115 (ICLAFCO)

4. Project Location: The proposed project site consists of approximately
27.01 acres located in the City of imperial's sphere
of influence, within Imperial County's urban overlay
designation. The site is located on the west side of
Clark Road ("P” Street) approximately 1,318’ {1/4
mile) north of Aten Road

5. Project Address: 2475 Clark Road, Imperial, CA 92251
4. Project APN: 044-200-077, 044-200-079, and 044-200-081
7. Project Sponsor's Name and Address: 1.0. Transportation Company

Justo Felix

2475 Clark Road, Imperial, CA 92251

10. Description of the Project:

The Project Sponsor is requesting to annex approximately 27.01 acres info the City of Imperial to
allow for the extension of water and sewer services. Approximately 4.9 acres of the entire
annexation area (APN 044-200-079) will be developed as a fruck parking and storage facility.
The facliity will Include 20 truck parking stalls, open-air storage areds for cargo confainers, an
office trailer, and retention basin. The remaining parcels will remain undeveloped. The entire
annexation area will be zone |-2 Rail-Served Industrial,

FINDING

The City of Impericl and the Imperial County Local Area Formation Commission find the project
described above wil not have a significant effect an the environment in that the attached initial
study identifies one or more potenfially significant effects on the environment for which the
project applicant, before public release of this Negative Declaration, has made or agrees o
make project revisions that clearly mitigate the effects to a less than significant level.

MITIGATION MEASURES
1. The project will not have a significant impact on any resource, therefore no mitigation is

required,




2. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE - The project wil not substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildllfe species, be cumulatively considerable, or have a sybstantial
adverse effect on human beings, therefore no additionai mitigation is required.

PUBLIC REVIEW
Circulated on: March 7, 2016

No comments were receivad during the public Input period.

Adopted on: June 1, 2014

Deolp

Date

Jorge Galvan

Printed Name




INnITIAL STUDY

INITIAL STUDY

1. Project Title: Felix Annexation [APN's 044-200-077, 044-200-079,
and 044-200-081)

2, lead Agencies Name and Address: City of Imperial
420 South Imperial Avenue
Imperial, CA 92251

Imperial County Local Area Formation Commission
{ICLAFC Q)

420 South Imperial Avenue

E Centro, CA 92243

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:  Jorge Goalvan (760)355-3326 [City of Imperial)
Jurg Heuberger (760) 353-4115 (ICLAFCO)

4. Project Location: The proposed project site consists of approximately
27.01 acres located In the Clty of Imperial's sphere
of influence, within Imperial County's urban overlay
designation, The site is located on the west side of
Clark Road ("P" Streetf] approximately 1,318" (1/4
mile) north of Aten Road

5, Project Address: 2475 Clark Road, Imperial, CA 92251
é. Project APN: 044-200-077, 044-200-079, and 044-200-081
7. Project Sponsor's Name and Address: T.0. Transportation Company

Justo Felix
2475 Clark Road, Imperial, CA 92251

8. General Plan Designation(s): The County of Imperial General Plan designation for
the project site is Urban.

9. Zoning: The parcel is zoned (M2-U) Medium Industrial. Urban
Overlay.

10. Descriptlon of the Project:

The Project Sponsor is requesting to annex approximately 27.01 acres into the City of Imperial to
allow for the extension of water and sewer services. Approximately 4.9 acres of the enfire
annexation area [APN 044-200-079) will be developed as a truck parking and storage facility.
The facllity will include 20 truck parking stalls, open-air storage areas far cargo containers, an
office frailer, and retention basin. The remaining parcels will remain undeveloped. The enfire
annexation area will be zone |-2 Rail-Served Inaustrial.

11. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:
The project site is surrounded by a combination of uses. The properties fo the north and

northeast are currently in agricultural use within the jurisdiction of the County of imperial. The
property fo the south of the site is a vacant, industrially-zoned parcel, Immediately to the west of

City of Imperial Felix Annexation
April 2016 Initiol Study



INImIAL STUDY

the project site is the Crown Court Industial Business Park separated from the project site by
raiload right-of-way. Across the street on Clark Road is the Bratton Subdivision comprising of
single-family residential development.

12, Other public agencles whose approval is requlred (e.g., permilts, financing approval, or
participation agreement):

“mperlal County Alr Pollution Conhol Dishict
-Local Agency Formation Commission (1 AFCO)
13, Other Agencies whase approval may be required:
-None
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
The environmenial factors checked below would be pofentially affected by this project

involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact” os indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

D Aesthetics ] Agriculture Resources 0 AirQuality

D Biological Resources ] cuitural Resaurces [ Geology/Soils

[0 Hazards & Hazardous Materials [0 Hydrology/Water Quality [0 Land Use/Planning

[ Mineral Resources (O nNoise [0 Population/Housing

D Public Services [ Recreation [J Transportation/Traffic

[0 utilities/Service Systems [0 ™andatory Findings of Significance
Felix Annexation o o o " City of Imperial
initial Study Aprif 2016



InimaL Stupy

DeTERMINATION (TO be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basls on this initial evaluation:

X

O

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, ond a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepadred.

| find that although the proposed project could have significant sffect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation
measures described on an attached sheet have been added fo the project. A
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but
at least one effect |) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant fo
applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based
on the earlier analysis as described in the checklist, if the effect is a “potentially
sighificant impact” or "potentially significant unless mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but must analyze only the effect that remcins to be
addressed.

| find that, although the proposed project could have o significant effect on the
environment, there will NOT be ¢ significant effect in this case because all potentiaily
significant effects (a) have been dnalyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards ond (b} have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is
requlred.

DL b

Date
Jorge Galvan
Printed Name
_Cit_v of Imperial o Felix Annexation
April 2016 Initial Study



INITIAL STUDY

PURPOSE OF THIS INITIAL STUDY

This Initial Study has been prepared consistent with CEQA Guidelines Sectlon 15063, to determine
if the IID Adminisiration Site project ("project"}, as proposed, may have a significant effect upon
the environment, Based upon the findings confained within this report, the Initial Study wili be
used in support of the preparation of an Environmenlal Impact Report,

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 cited. A “No Impact” answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show thai 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 i is based on project-
specific factors as well as general standards.

2) Al answers must take account of the whole action Invalved, including off-site as well as
on-site, cumulative as well as projectevel, indirect, and construction as well as
operational impacts,

3} A “Less than Significant Impact” applies when the proposed project would nof result in a
suisstantial and adverse change in the environment. This impact level does not require

mitigation meaasures.

4] “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.

5] "Potentlally Signiflcant Unless Mitlgation incorporated” applies where the incorporation
of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant impact” to a
“Less than Sianificant Impact”. The initial study must describe the mitigation measures
and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level.

Fellx Ar;lexarlon - - City of imperial
Initial Study Aprif 2016



INmAL STUDY

Less Than
Potentially Significant With Lass Than
Significant Mitigatlon Significant No
Impact Incorporated impact Impact
L AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a) Have asubstantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? [:I EI l:l @
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, Including,
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and | D O X
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual character e
X
or quality of the site and its surroundings? a U D
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare
that would adversely affect day or nighttime views O O E] J

inthe area?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact. There are no identified scenic vistas within the viewshed of the proposed
project site.

b) No impact. The project site is not visiole from any portion of a designated state scenic
highway. Tne nearest highways are State Route (SR)-86 and SR-111. which are not
designated as scenic highways in the praject area. The site does not contdin scenic
resources such as rock outcroppings trees, or historic buildings.

c) No impact. The proposed development would be consistent with existing County zoning
and proposed City zoning. Industrial uses already exist along Clark Road and within the
Crown Court Indusirial Business Park. As such, there wauld be no impact to the existing
residential development within the Bratton Subdlvision.

d) Less than Significant Impact, The proposed project would introduce new light sources an
previously undeveloped land, which may impact adjacent land uses. These light sources
include, but are not limited to, street lighting, parking lof lighting, security lighting, private
lighting, and automobile headilights. The proposed is sJbject to lighting regulatiors of the
City of Imperial to reduce impacts to less than significant,

City of Imperial Felix Annexation
April 2016 Initial Study




IniTiIAL STUDY

Lass Than
Potentially Signifieant With Less Then
Significent tigation SignMieant
Impact tnesrporated (mpact Mo Impact

n AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
anvironmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site

Assessment Model (1997), prepared by the Californla Department of Conservation as an optional model
to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmiand. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the O [___] O <
Farmland Mapping and Manitoring Program of the |
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
use?

b) Conflict with existing zaning for agricultural use, ar N O O &
a Williamson Act contract?

c] Involve other changes In the existing environment [ 0 O =
which, due ta their location or nature, could result
in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use?

DISCcUSSION OF IMPACTS

a-c) No impact. The project site is not located within designated important farmland. Although
the entire annexatian area is primarily undeveloped, remnants of pravious industrial uses
still remain on the site. Aerial photographs since 1972 show that no farming activities have
occurred on the project site.

Felix Annexation CEof Imperiol
Initial Study April 2016



INITIAL STUDY

Less Than
Signtficant
Potentlally Whth Lass Then
Signilcant Mirigstion Significant
impact {ncorporzted impact No Impact

l. AR QUALITY. Where avallable, 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:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation aof the D [:] O E
applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute O 0 0 5
substantially to an existing or projected air quality =
violation?

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase
of any criteria poliutant for which the project
region is in non-attainment under an applicable | O X O
federal or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions that exceed
guantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d} Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant O D & ]
concentrations?

X
|

e) Create objectionable odars affecting a substantial O O
number of people?

Discussion ofF IMPACTS

a & b) No Impact. The proposed truck parking and storage facility would result in a maxirmum
150 average daily trips and will not conflict with or violate any air quality standard.

c) Less Than Significant Impact. Although there are no plans for development of the entire
project area. future industrial development can contribute to a cumulative increase in
criterla poliutant, aloelt at a less-than-significant level. The City's -2 zoning designation is
more restrictive than the County's M2 zoning.

d) Less Than Significant impact. There is existing residential development across the street
from project site with an additional 50' buffer space. Any impact resulting in pollutant
concentratlons will be less than significant.

e) Less Than Significant Impact.  Diesel fumes from 20 truck traveling in and out of the
project site will generate less than significant impact to the surrounding land uses.

City of Imperiol Felix Annexation
April 2016 Initial Study




INmIAL STUDY

Laxs Then

| Sipnificant
| Potentially whth Less Than
Significant Mitigetion Significant
Impact Incorpomtad Impact No tmpect

! IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

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 a O U X
regulations, or by the Californla Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and WlidlIfe Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified 'n local or regional plans, policles or D 0O [:} X
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

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

1
L]
&3

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migralory lish or wildlife species
or with established native resident or migratory O O | X
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 O O 0 X
preservation policy ar ordinance?

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

DiscussioN OF IMPACTS

{a-f) No Impact. There are no knowh species of plants of animals in this area that have been
listed as endangered, threatened, or otherwiss protected. The entire annexation area has
been previously disturbed.

felix Annexation City of lmperlnl_
initiol Study April 2016



INITIAL STUDY

Less Than
Hgnittcant
Potantially Yith Loss Then
Signffcant Mitigation: Signifiems
tmpact Incarpomtad Impact NO ypact
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change In the
significance of a historical resource as defined in ? D D 1 E
15064.57?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change In the
significance of an archaeologlical resource pursuant L—_I D D E
to ? 15064.57
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique O D M| E
geological feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeterles? D EI O E
DISCUSSION QF IMPACTS

a-d) No Impact. There are no known culfural resources in the project area. The entire
annexation area has been previously disturbed.

Clty of ;mper-ial

April 2016

Felix Annexotion
Initlal Study




INITIAL STUDY

Fotentiaity
Signifiesnt
fmpact

Less Than

whh
Mitigation
meorporated

Lags Than
Significant
impact

No tmpact

V.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the projact:

a)

b)

c)

dj

Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effacts, including the risk of loss, injury ar
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
Gealogist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publicatian
42,

il) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related  ground  failure,  including

liguefaction?
iv) Llandslides?
Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

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 an- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, suhsidence, liquefaction
or collapse?

Be located on expansive sall, as defined in Table 14-1-
B of the Uniform Building Code {1994), creating
substantial risks to life or property?

Have soils incapable of adeguately supparting the use
of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not available far the
dispasai of wastewater?

oo 0O o

O

oo o o O

4

oo 0o o D

O

X

KK K K

DiscussiON OF IMPACTS

a-d)  Less than Significant impact.
Alquist-Priclo Earthquaks Fault Zone and is not considered to be at risk for surface
rupture, The project site is located on relatively flat land. Development of the project will
involve minor excavation and grading but will not resuit in soil erosion or significant loss of
topsoil during construction.

e) No impact. The project will not use any septic tanks or other alfernative wastewater
disposal system; therefore there will be no impact,

Felix Annexation - T

initiaf Study

10

The project site does nat lie within a State of Cadiifornia,

Cﬁ; of imperial

April 2016




INITIAL STUDY

Lass Than

|
i Significant
i Patentlally With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Signficam
Impact Incorporated impact No Impact

Vil. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

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

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident canditions Involving the release of D D D E
hazardous materials into the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or

acutely hazardous materials, substances or waste D D D 54
A

within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed

school?

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

e) For a project located within an airpart land use plan
area or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport ar a public use O O X O
airport, would the praject result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in the project area?

f)  For a project withln the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for D E] E] ®
people residing or working in the project area?

g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere
with, an adopted emergency response plan ar I:] [ d E
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 | D D X
areas or where residences are intermixed with |
wildlands? J

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a-b) No Impact. Hazardous materials will not be allowed to be stored or transported fo and
from the project site.

c) No impact. Tnere are no existing or proposed schools within one-quarter mile of the
project site.

d}  Noimpact. The proposed site is not listed as a hazardous material site

City of Imperiol Felix Annexution
April 2016 Initial Study

11




INITIAL Srupy

e) Less than Significant impact. The Imperial County Airport Is less than three-quarters of a
mile from the project site. A small portion of the project site is within the B2 zone but the
maijority of the site is within the C zone of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan.
warehousing, fruck terminals, and light industrial uses are normally acceptable land uses in
boih the B2 and C zones.

f) No Impact. There are no private air strips within the vicinity of the project site.

gl NoImpact. The proposed project is consistent with existing County zoning and proposed
City zoning. The project will no impair and interfere with the Implementation of an

emergency response glan.

h) NoImpact. There are no widlands in the vicinity of the proposed project; therefore there
will be no impact.

bl'ellx Annexation - h City of imperial
Initial Study April 2016
12



INITIAL STUDY

Leas Than
Significant
Patentially With Laes Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorparated Impact No Impact
vill. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 0 O D 5

requirements?

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 0 n D 5
lavel (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby
wells would drop to a level which would not suppert
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the a 0 E D
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion ar siltatian an- ar 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 D [___] X D
the rate or amaunt of surface runoff in a manner that
wauld resuit 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 D D X [
sources of polluted runoff?

O
[
X

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 D D D o
map?
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures D ]

that would impede or redirect flood flows?

i} Expose people ar structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, Including flooding as [:]
a result of a failure of a levee or dam?

O o 0O
O
B XK K

i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow? O

DiscussiON OF IMPACTS

a)  No Impact. The proposed project will not violate any water quality standards or any waste
discharge requirements.

City of impevial Felix Annexation
April 2016 initiol Study
13




INITIAL STUDY

h) Nolmpact. The proposed project would not utlize groundwater or prevent recharge of the
aquifer volume groundwater.

{c-f) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project may affect water quality, storm
drainage and contribute to erosion. The proposed project is required to implement Best
Management Practices comply with all mandatory regulations, file a Notice of Intent with
the RWQCB to comply with the NPDES permits, and be reguired jo prepare a SWPPP, and
adhere to water quality regulations.

(g) No Impact. The project site is outside the 100-year flood hazard area. The proposed
project is not within a fluodway o loodpiain of any body of water. However, the Date

i) No impact. The project is not located in the vicinity to substantial bodies of water.
Therefore, there is no risk of inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow and no impact.

I-:e-llﬁ An;exa(-'lo;_ o . - City of Imperial
initial Study April 2016
14



INITIAL STUDY

Lase Than
Hgnificant
Potantially With Loas Than
Significant Misigetion Significant
impace tnearpavatnd: hnpact No impact
I1X. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the praject:
a) Physically divide an established community? ] D D 5_2]
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
pruject (including, but nut linited ta, the general plan, R
X
speclfic plan, local coastal program or zoning D D D
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an enviranmental effect?
t) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan O O i b

or natural community conservation plan?

DI(SCUSSION OF IMPACTS

No Impact. The proposed project will be adjacent to similar urban land uses that have

This issue will not be

Fellx Annexation

a)
been approved by the City of Imperal and no physical division of an established
community will resuit; therefore there will be no impact.

b) No Impact. The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan and the proposed
zoning designation of I-2 Rail-Served Industrial.

¢} No Impact. There is no adopted habitat conservation plan or natural communily
conservation plan in the County of Imperial or the City of Imperial; therefore, the project
would not conflict with such plans and no impact is expected.
addressed in the EIR,

City of imperiat o

April 2016
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Lews Tharn

Iigntficant
Petantially With
Stgnificant Mitigation

Impaee Incorporeted

Signifivent
[T o mpet

X MINERAL RESOURCES, Would the project:

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

a O

a O

O =
O X

DiscussiON OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact. The property is curently vacant and does not appear to impact any known

mineral resources.

b) Noimpact. (See discussion under a).

fellx Annexat_lon
Inltial Study
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INiTIAL STuDY.

5

Lass Than
Significant

No impact

Xl

NOISE. Would the project resultin:

a)

b)

¢)

d)

e)

f)

Expasure of persons to or generation of noise levels
in excess of standards established in the local general
plan or noise ordinance or af applicable standards of
other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambiznt noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

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

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

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

DiscusSION OF IMPACTS

a)

b)

c &d) Less Than Significant impact. See discussion in a) above.

e

f)

Less Than Significant impact. Truck trafflc wiil result in increased noise lsvels along Clark
Road but an existing noise wall and buffer space minimizes the impact fo the residenfial

land uses to the east of the project sive.

No Impact. The proposed project will not generate any groundbome vibration or noise.

Less Than Significant impact. The project is located less than three-quarters of a mile from
the Imperal County Airport and within B2 and C zones of the Airport Land Use
Compadtibility Plan. The proposed use is considered a normally acceptable use.

No Impact. There are not private airstrips withir: the vicinity of the project site.

City of iImperial

April 2016
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INmAL STUDY

| (oal Than
Significant
I Puotentially With tass Then
| Significanx Mitigation Slgnificent
T ncarp J mpaet No mpecy

Xii. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and 0 0O O
businesses) ar Indirectly (8.g., through extenslon of
roads or other infrastructure)?

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

¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessltating D D 0 E
the canstruction of replacement housing elsewhare?

DiscussioN oF IMPACTS

n)  No Impact. The propased project does not consist of a residential component and would
include land uses that are consistent with existing surrounding uses. None of the aspects of
the proposad project would induce substantial population growth,

b-c) No impact. The proposed project site is primarily vacant and cumrently being used for
agriculture. Therefore, no displacement of existing housing will occur onsite that would
require the construction or replacement of housing elsewhere; therefore, there willi be no
Impact and this Issue will nat be further discussed in the EIR.

;elix- Annexation c_t?y of imperial
Initial Study April 2016
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XIll. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantlal adverse physical impacts assaociated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the following
public services:

a) Fire protection? 1 D X D
b) Police protection? O d D} O
¢) Schools? d O a
d) Parks? ] O O X
e) Other pubtic facilities? O 1 X O

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a - bjLess Than Sigrificant Impact. The proposed project would require police and flre services
from the City of Imperial rather than the County but because of proximity 1o the City Police
Station and City Fire Station, services are already being provided by the City of Imperial
through mutual aid.

c -d} Nolimpact. The proposed project does not inciude a residential component so there will
be no impact to schools or parks.

d) Less Than Significant impact. Water and wastewater lines will be extended to the project site
by the Project Sponsor. The project site is located within the City's Sphere of Influence and
sufficient capacity exists within the City's freatment facilities.

City of imperiol Felix Annexation
April 2016 initial Study
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XIV. RECREATION.

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighbarhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilitles such that substantlal physical D D D X
deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facllities, or
require the constructinn or axpansion af recreational 0 0O O
facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect
on the environment?

DIscussION OF IMPACTS

a) Nolmpact. The proposed project does not include a residential component and therefore
will not have any impacts to recreation.

Felix Annexation o - ) ) Chty of Imperlal_
Initial Study Aprii 2016
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XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in trafflc that is substantlal in

b}

c)

d)

e
f)
g}

relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the

street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in D D [Z] D
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume-to-

capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at

intersections)?

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of

service standard established by the county n 0 X 0
congestion management agency for designated roads

or highways?

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including

either an increase in traffic levels or a change in D D D X
jocatlon that rasults in substantial safety risks?

Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature

{e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections} or O d X [=]
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Result in inadequate emergency access? E] D D &
Result in inadequate parking capacity? O | D
Conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs

supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus |:] D D E

turnouts, bicycle racks)?

DiscussION OF IMPACTS

a-b) Less Than Significant Impact. The truck parking facility will result in 120 average daily trips.

Clark Road and adjacent intersections and roadways are operating at a Level of Service
A. Sufficient capacity exist within the surrounding roadways and intersection that the
addifion of 120 trips is considered less than significant.

No Impact. The proposed project will not change air traffic levels, patterns or locations,

c)

Therefore, there will be no impact.

d)  Less Than Significant Impact. Clark Road is a two-lane roadway with a center furn lana. The
project includes a widening of the center tumn lane and the addition of
acceleration/deceleration lanes to minimize hazards relaled to tum mavements into and
out of the project site. Impact is less than significant.

e] Nolmpact. The project site is accessible to emergency personnel and equipment.

f) No Impact. Off sirest parking is a component of the proposed project,

g) No Impact. The additlon of the proposed project to the existing public transportatian
services will not increase usage fo levels that would exceed City of Imperial standards.

City of imperioil _ - T Felix Annexation
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XVI. UTILTIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the D D E D

appllcable Reglonal Water Quailty Control Board?

b} Require or resuit in the construction ot new water or

wastawater treatment facilities or expansion of E
existing facilities; the construction of which could C D E D
cause significant environmental offects?

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm

water drainage facilities or expansion of existing =
facilities, the construction of which rould cause D D X D
significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the

project from existing entitlements and resources, or [] [:I lZ =)
are new or expanded entitlements needed?

@) Resuit in a determination by (he wastewater

treatment provider that serves or may serve the
project that it has adeguate capacity to serve the ] ] X D

| project's projected demand, in addition to the

| provider’s existing commitments?

1f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted

capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste D D @ D
disposal needs?

g Comply with federal, state and local statutes and — — : —

l regulations related to solid waste? - L fZ L

DiISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)  Lless than Significant impact. The project will comply with requirement to prepare a Notice
of Intent and Storm Water Pollution and Prevention Plan (SWPPP}. Therefore, a less than
significant impacl is expected.

b-e] Less than Significant Impact. The project s located within the City's Sphere of Influence
and subject to the City's Service Area Plan. The proposed fruck facility will result in
additional demand equivalent to one dwelling unit which is considered less than
significant. Tne City's treatment facilities have sufficient capacity fo service the project
aredq.

t-g) Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would contribute solid waste to locai
facilities. Requirements established in all applicable federal, state and local statutes will be
met, including but not limited to recycling requirements. Therefore, a less than significant
impact is antficipated to occeur.
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a)

b)

¢

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
wild-life population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten tao eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of rare or endangered plants or animals, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerahble?
"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.

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

O

DisCUsSION OF IMPACTS

No Impact. There are no known biological resources within the project site.

Felix Annexation
Initial Study

qa)

b)  Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project, along with other previously approved
projects within the vicinity, wil have a cumulative impact upon the environment, but due
to the limited scope of the project, its impacts are less than significant,

c) Less than Significant Impact, Residents of the Bratton Subdivision will experience some
effects as a result of the project, but due to the limited scope of the project, its impacts are
less than significant,

City of Imperial o T
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