TO: PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA DATE: November 16, 2023

FROM: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES AGENDA TIME 9:00 AM/ No. 3

United State Gypsum Company Quarry Expansion
and Water Well (26 acre feet) Project
CUP #20-0016 (Initial Study #22-0021)
PROJECT TYPE: ___ Supplemental Environmental Impact Report SUPERVISOR DISTRICT _#3

LOCATION: 26 miles northwest of Plaster City, east of Fish Canyon APN: 033-020-009 etal
Imp Co., CA (3 mi. east of County boundary, 6 mi. south of Hwy 78)
PARCEL SIZE: Well Site .13 acres (75' x 75’), and a pipeline site 12.7 acres (30’ x 3.5 miles)

GENERAL PLAN (existing) Recreation/Open Space GENERAL PLAN (proposed) _ NA

ZONE (existing) S-2 (Open Space/Preservation) ZONE (proposed) N/A

GENERAL PLAN FINDINGS  [X] CONSISTENT [] INCONSISTENT  [_] MAY BE/FINDINGS

PLANNING COMMISSION DECISION: HEARING DATE:

[ ] APPROVED [ ] DENIED [ ] OTHER
PLANNING DIRECTORS DECISION: HEARING DATE:

[] APPROVED [] DENIED [] OTHER

ENVIROMENTAL EVALUATION COMMITTEE DECISION: HEARING DATE: 08/25/2022
INITIAL STUDY: #22-0021

[] NEGATIVE DECLARATION [_] MITIGATED NEG. DECLARATION [X] EIR
DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS / APPROVALS:

PUBLIC WORKS [0 NONE [J ATTACHED
AG COMMISSIONER [0 NONE [J ATTACHED
APCD 0 NONE [0 ATTACHED
EH.S. 0 NONE [0 ATTACHED
FIRE / OES 0 NONE [0 ATTACHED
SHERIFF 0 NONE [0 ATTACHED
OTHER
REQUESTED ACTION:

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission hold a public hearing and hear all proponents and opponents
of the proposed project, and advise the Board of Supervisors to approve the following actions:
A. Resolution for the Certification of the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR) SCH No.
2001121133 and Adopt Findings;
B. Resolution for the Adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP);
C. Resolution for the Approval of Conditional Use Permit (CUP) No. 20-0016 with conditions on the U.S.

Gypsum Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project.

Planning & Development Services
801 MAIN ST., EL CENTRO, CA 92243 442-265-1736
(Jim Minnick, Director)
MAAG\S:\AllUsers\APN\033\020\009\CUP20-0016\PC\CUP20-0016 PC IS 22-0021 PROJREP.docx



STAFF REPORT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
November 16, 2023

Subiject:

A. Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR) (State Clearinghouse [SCH] No.
2001121133) for the U.S. Gypsum Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project,
Findings of Fact and Resolution;

B. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) and Resolution;,

C. U.S. Gypsum Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project Conditional Use Permit
(CUP) No. 20-0016 and Resolution.

Project Name: U.S. Gypsum Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3
Project

Applicant: United States Gypsum Company
3810 West Evan Hewes Highway
Imperial, CA 92251

Project Location:

The USG Plaster City Quarry holdings consists of 2,048 acres and is in the northwestern
portion of Imperial County adjacent to the Imperial County/San Diego County line (see
Attachments A and B). Well No. 3 would be located east of the existing Quarry on a USG-
owned parcel (Assessor's Parcel Number [APN] 033020-009). The proposed pipeline
would be approximately 3.5 miles in length and would be developed within an existing
right-of-way over an additional 12.7 acres (30 foot wide by 3.5 miles) of land, most of
which (7.25 acres) is managed by the BLM. A portion of the right-of-way (3.75 acres) is
located within the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park. The proposed pipeline would be
developed within the existing narrow-gauge railroad right-of-way that is already disturbed
by an existing unpaved access road. The approximately 207-acre Viking Ranch
restoration site (see Attachment C) is located 26 miles northwest of the USG Quarry in
San Diego County (APNs 140-030-01-00, -05-00, -07-00, -09-00, -10-00, and -11-00).
The 121-acre Old Kane Springs Road preservation site (see Attachment D) is located 7
miles northwest of the USG Quarry in San Diego County (APN 253-150-34-00).

The Quarry, well site, and pipeline alignment are accessed via West Evan Hewes
Highway. Viking Ranch is accessed on an unpaved easement that proceeds east from
the northern extension of De Gregorio Road in Borrego Springs, California. The Old Kane
Springs Road preservation site is accessed via the unpaved Old Kane Springs Road off
Highway 78 or Split Mountain Road in Ocotillo Wells, California
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Project Summary:

The proposed project consists of approval of a Conditional Use Permit from the County
of Imperial (County) for the development of a new production well, Well No. 3, and an
associated pipeline to provide water to the United States Gypsum (USG) Plaster City
Quarry (Quarry). Together, these three project components are referred to as the “project
area.” Additional land use entitlements from the County are not needed for mining and
reclamation activities under the Quarry expansion. However, because Well No. 3 and the
associated pipeline would provide water to support Quarry operations, this SEIR
evaluates potential environmental impacts associated with mining and reclamation
activities under the Quarry expansion, for full disclosure and to provide the appropriate
CEQA compliance analysis and mitigation for responsible and trustee agencies. This
SEIR also evaluates potential environmental impacts associated with the Viking Ranch
restoration and Old Kane Springs Road preservation actions, as proposed in the Habitat
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (Appendix D-4 of the Draft Subsequent Environmental
Impact Report [DSEIR]). As described under the “Previous EIR/EIS” section below, USG
identified the approximately 207-acre Viking Ranch site for restoration and the 121-acre
Old Kane Spring Road site for preservation to provide compensatory mitigation for the
impacts to 139 acres of water of the United States at the Quarry. Although the Viking
Ranch restoration and Old Kane Spring Road preservation will not require entitlements
from Imperial County, this EIR evaluates the environmental impacts of these actions for
full disclosure and to provide the appropriate CEQA compliance analysis and mitigation
for responsible and trustee agencies, including San Diego County which will issue a Major
Grading Permit for the Viking Ranch restoration site.

Project Background:
A water well for Quarry operations was permitted in 1983 under CUP No. 635-83 for a

maximum withdrawal of 7,000 gallons per day (Quarry Well No. 1). The well was drilled
in basin fill on the eastern side of the wash. The water was non-potable (due to high
dissolved solids) and was used exclusively for dust suppression. Consequently, the
Quarry has historically received potable water for drinking and sanitary uses via a narrow-
gauge railroad tank car from the Plant.

Production from Quarry Well No. 1 declined due to incrustation and became unusable.
Therefore, a second well (Quarry Well No. 2) was drilled in 1993 to replace the original
well pursuant to CUP No. 635-83, which was re-issued for a new well. However, water
production from Quarry Well No. 2 declined steadily over time.

Currently, Quarry Well No. 2 produces approximately 4,800 to 5,000 gallons per day
(gpd), which is insufficient to meet USG’s current need for approximately 15,000 gpd for
dust control for Quarry operations. Therefore, USG proposes to replace existing Quarry
Well No. 2 with planned Well No. 3 on USG-owned land located approximately 3 miles
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northeast of the Quarry. Quarry Well No. 3 would also replace an existing test well that
was installed in 2001 at the proposed location of Quarry Well No. 3.

Quarry Well No. 3 is part of a larger project involving the expansion and modernization of
USG’s Plant and Quarry (Quarry Expansion), that was evaluated in the 2008 EIR/EIS,
which was certified by the Imperial County Board of Supervisors (Board) on March 18,
2008. As such, the potential environmental impacts of proposed Quarry Well No. 3 were
previously evaluated in the 2008 EIR/EIS.

On March 18, 2008, the Board approved a Conditional Use Permit for Quarry Well No. 3
in Case No. CUP08-0003, recorded document 2008-018433. However, USG did not
initiate or obtain construction permits for Well No. 3 within the period set forth in Imperial
Land Use Ordinance Section 90203.13. Therefore, CUP-080003 has expired.

Mitigation Sites

In addition to the 2008 EIR/EIS, additional analysis of the USG Expansion/Modernization
Project was completed under NEPA as part of the process of obtaining the federal
approvals required for the Quarry expansion. The NEPA process resulted in the
completion of a Draft Supplemental EIS (SEIS) in June 2019 and a Final SEIS in
November 2019 for the USG Expansion/Modernization Project. The 2019 Final SEIS
included mitigation to offset the impacts to 139 acres of water of the United States at the
Quarry by restoring, enhancing, and preserving aquatic resources at a property where
aquatic functions are similar to the impacted functions. In response, USG proposes to
mitigate impacts at a 1.92:1 mitigation-to-impact ratio, for a total of 267.3 acres of
rehabilitation, enhancement, and preservation of aquatic resources. The proposed
compensatory mitigation consists of the restoration and enhancement of an
approximately 206-acre area at the Viking Ranch restoration site (see Attachment C) and
the preservation of approximately 121-acres at the Old Kane Springs Road preservation
site (see Figure 2-2c).

Environment Setting:

The Quarry, well site and pipeline alignment, Viking Ranch restoration site, and Old Kane
Springs Road preservation site are located within the Colorado Desert, marked by land
with relatively low elevations, some areas even below sea-level. This area is
characterized by a series of low-lying mountain ranges opening to the Salton Sea and
Imperial Valley. The Quarry and pipeline alignment are in an undeveloped area at the
northwest end of the Fish Creek Mountains, east of Split Mountain (part of the Vallecito
Mountains) and along the southeast segment of the Fish Creek Wash. A portion of the
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northwest segment of the proposed pipeline alignment would cross Anza-Borrego Desert
State Park.

The Quarry facilities, narrow-gauge railroad, and adjacent unpaved dirt access road are
the only structures or infrastructure in the vicinity of the proposed project. The nearest
residences are rural residences located approximately 2.5 miles north of the pipeline
alignment at the nearest location, and approximately 3.7 miles northwest of Well No. 3.

The Viking Ranch restoration site was primarily former agricultural land located within the
Coyote Creek Wash. However, parcel 140-030-10-00 and the southwestern portion of
parcel 140-030-11-00 are undeveloped and were not historically in agriculture. The
restoration site is located at the base of Coyote Mountain, which is part of the Santa Rosa
Mountains range. The nearest sensitive receptor is a rural residence located
approximately 900 feet west of the southwest corner of the restoration site.

The Old Kane Springs Road preservation site is bisected by Old Kane Springs Road and
an associated overhead power transmission line supported by wooden poles. It contains
Sonoran mixed woody scrub and desert dry wash woodland with little non-native species.
It is surrounded by undeveloped desert lands, some of which are privately owned, but the
predominate ownership in the area is Anza-Borrego Desert State Park.

Land Use Analysis:

Per Imperial County’s General Plan, the land use designations for the portions of the
project site that lie within Imperial County (i.e., the quarry site and expansion areas, well
site and pipeline corridor) are Recreation/Open Space and Government/Special Public
while the zoning designations are S-2 (Open Space/Preservation), BLM, and STATE.

Per San Diego County’s General Plan, the land use designations for the portions of the
project site that lie within San Diego County (i.e., the Viking Ranch Restoration Site and
the Old Kane Springs Preservation Site) are Semi-Rural Residential (SR-4) and Rural
Lanes (RL-30) while the zoning designations are S92 (General Rural).

Surrounding Land Use Ordinance:

Direction | Current Land Use ] Zoning | General Plan

Well No. 3 Site

North Open Space

z:stth gzz: EEZEZ S-2 Recreation/Open Space
West Open Space

Pipeline Alignment

North Open Space S-2 Recreation/Open Space
South Open Space BLM Government/special Public
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East Open Space STATE
West Open Space
USG Plaster City Quarry
North Open Space
South Open Space S-2 .
Recreation/O Space
East Open Space BLM on/Open Spac
West Open Space
Viking Ranch Restoration Site
North Anza Borrego Desert State Park
South Agriculture .
2 - idential (SR-4
East Anza Borrego Desert State Park 59 semis fural BEsidentisl (5-5)
West Agriculture
Old Kane Springs Road Preservation Site
North Undeveloped desert land
South Anza Borrego Desert State Park
92 IL RL-30
East Undeveloped desert land; rural residential S Euiaifanes | )
West Anza Borrego Desert State Park

Environmental Review:

On August 25, 2022, the Environmental Evaluation Committee (EEC) determined that
CUP 20-0016 would have the potential to result in a significant effect on the environment
and recommended a Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) to be prepared.
The EEC consists of a seven (7) member panel, integrated by the Director of
environmental Health Services, Imperial County Fire Chief, Agricultural Commissioner,
Air Pollution Control Officer, Director of the Department of Public Works, Imperial County
Sheriff, and the Director of Planning and Development Services.

Imperial County circulated a Notice of Preparation (SCH No. 2001121133) and Initial
Study for public and agency review and comment between July 18, 2022, and August 22,
2022. A public scoping meeting was held for the project on August 11, 2022, during which
the project was presented and public input on the scope and content of the SEIR was
accepted. Imperial County released a Draft SEIR on April 18, 2023, for a 45-day public
review period which ended on June 2, 2022. Public comments were received from four
agencies, one organization, and one individual. A Final SEIR was prepared by Imperial
County providing the comments received on the Draft SEIR, responses to significant
environmental points raised in these comments, and a revised Draft SEIR on November
3, 2023, and circulated at least 10 days prior to the November 16, 2023, Planning
Commission Meeting.



Staff Report
CUP 20-0016
Page 6

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission hold a public hearing and hear all
proponents and opponents of the proposed project, and advise the Board of Supervisors

to approve the following actions:

A. Resolution for the Certification of the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact
Report (FSEIR) SCH No. 2001121133 and Adopt Findings;

B. Resolution for the Adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
(MMRP);

C. Resolution for the Approval of Conditional Use Permit (CUP) No. 20-0016 with
conditions on the U.S. Gypsum Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3

Project.



Prepared By: Diana Robinson, Planning Division Manager

Planning & Development Services
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Reviewed By: Michael Abraham, AICP, Assistant Director

Planning & Development Services

Approved mJim Minnick, Director

Planning & Development Services

ek

/

Attachments:

Attachment A.
Attachment B.
Attachment C:
Attachment D.
Attachment E:
Attachment F:
Attachment G:
Attachment H:
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Regional Location Map

Project Location — Quarry, Well No. 3, and Pipeline

Project Location — Viking Ranch Restoration Site

Project Location — Old Kane Sprins Road Preservation Site
CEQA Findings and Resolution

Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report

Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report

Resolution for Conditional Use Permit CUP #20-0016
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USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project
Draft SEIR—April 2023

Chapter 2: Project Description
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Figure 2-1
Regional Location

Imperial County
Planning and Development Services Department



Attachment B: Project Location —
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USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project

Draft SEIR—ABriI 2023 Chaﬁter 2. Project Descrietion
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Site Location—Quarry, Well No. 3, and Pipeline
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USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project
Draft SEIR—April 2023 Chapter 2: Project Description
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Site Location—Viking Ranch Restoration Site
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USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project
Draft SEIR—April 2023 Chapter 2: Project Description
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Site Location—Old Kane Springs Road Preservation Site
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RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE IMPERIAL COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION FOR
APPROVAL OF THE MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM FOR
THE FOR U.S. GYPSUM PLASTER CITY QUARRY EXPANSION AND WELL NO. 3
PROJECT

WHEREAS, a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been
prepared in accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), the State Guidelines, and the County’s “‘Rules and Regulations to
Implement CEQA as Amended”; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the County of Imperial has the authority
to approve the MM&RP; and

WHEREAS, public notice of said application has been given, and the Planning
Commission has considered evidence presented by the Planning & Development
Services Department and other interested parties at a public hearing held with respect
to this item on November 16, 2023.

NOW THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the County of Imperial DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE as follows:

SECTION 1. The Planning Commission has considered the proposed MMRP
prior to making a decision on the project. The Planning Commission finds and
determines that the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (Final SEIR) is
adequate and prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA, which analyzes
environmental effects, based upon the following findings and determinations.

SECTION 2. That in accordance with State Planning and Zoning law and the
County of Imperial regulations, the following findings for the approval and certification of
the Final SEIR, MMRP and Findings of Fact have been made as follows:

1. 1. That the Final SEIR (SCH# 2020120143), CEQA Findings for the United
States Gypsum Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project (project)
has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, the State CEQA Guidelines, and the County's "Rules
and Regulations to Implement CEQA, as Amended.”

2. That the County has reviewed, analyzed, and considered the Final SEIR, the
environmental impacts therein identified for this project, the CEQA Findings, and
the MMRP and the entire Record of Proceedings prior to approving this project.

3. That the Final SEIR and the CEQA Findings reflect the independent judgment of
the County.
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4. That the CEQA Findings are supported by substantial evidence and backed by
information provided to the County by experts, including but not limited to the
County staff and the EIR preparer, on whom the County relies.

5. That the County accept as its own, incorporate as if set forth in full herein, and
make each and every one of the findings contained in the CEQA Findings,
including feasibility of mitigation measures pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 21081(a)/CEQA Guidelines Section 15091.

6. That the MMRP is designed to ensure that during project implementation, the
Operator and any other responsible parties shall implement the project
components and comply with feasible mitigation measures identified in the CEQA
Findings, the project entitlements, and the MMRP and that these measures are
fully enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, and/or other measures,
such as their inclusion in the MMRP.

7. That the project will not individually or cumulatively have an adverse effect on
fish and wildlife resources, as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game
Code.

8. That the Record of Proceedings consists of the Final SEIR (and all its technical
reports and addendums thereto); the County staff reports; the CEQA Findings;
the MMRP; the various project entittements and documents referenced therein;
all final reports, applications, memoranda, maps, letters, and other planning
documents prepared by the EIR planning/environmental consultant; all final
reports, memoranda, maps, letters, and other planning documents prepared by
the County staff; all documents submitted by members of the public and public
agencies in connection with the Final SEIR; minutes and transcripts of all public
meetings and public hearings; all written and verbal public testimony presented
during a noticed public hearing for the proposed project which such testimony
was taken and any and all other materials which constitute the record of
proceeding pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21167.6(e); and matters
of common knowledge to the County staff and Planning Commission, including,
but not limited to the County General Plan, the County Land Use Ordinance,
County policies, which may be found during regular business hours, and the
Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department at 801 Main
Street, El Centro, CA 92243.

9. That the County does hereby approve the Findings and the MMRP.
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NOW, THEREFORE, based on the above findings, the Planning Commission of
the County of Imperial DOES HEREBY approves the MMRP for the Final SEIR (SCH#

2001121133):

Rudy Schaffner, Chairperson
Imperial County Planning Commission

| hereby certify that the preceding resolution was taken by the Planning Commission at
a meeting conducted on November 16, 2023, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
ATTEST:

James A Minnick, Director of Planning & Development Services
Secretary to the Planning Commission

S:\AllUsers\APN\0331020\009\CUP20-0016\PC\CUP20-0016 PC USG MMRP Resolution.doc



Attachment F: Draft Subsequent
Environmental Impact Report



USG PLASTER CITY QUARRY
EXPANSION AND WELL NO. 3 PROJECT
CUP APPLICATION 20-0016
INITIAL STUDY IS 22-0021

DRAFT SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
VOLUME |

L
% Q\A CO(/¢
S >

Prepared By:

COUNTY OF IMPERIAL
Planning & Development Services Department
801 Main Street
El Centro, CA 92243
(442) 265-1736
www.icpds.com

APRIL 2023



THIS PAGE
INTENTIONALLY
LEFT BLANK



TABLE OF CONTENTS
VOLUME I: DRAFT SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ......ooiiercissssssresessssssssssssessssssssssssessssssssssssssssssssssssssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssessassssssns ES-1
CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION......ccosimmnmrrmresesssssssssssesssssssssssssessssssssssssesssssssssssssessssssssssssessssssssssssssesens 11
11 Purpose of a Subsequent Environmental Impact Report...........ccocevvincncncnnncscnencnenes 11

1.2 Summary of the Proposed Project...........ccummnsssssssssssssssssssssseseses 1-3

1.3 Environmental Review Process ... 1-4

1.3.1  Scope of this Environmental Impact Report...........cccoeeivieceviccccecccce 1-4

1.3.2  PUDIC REVIEW ... 1-5

1.3.3  USE Of the SEIR.....oiicicee e 1-5

1.4 Discretionary ACHIONS ........cocovnmmnnnn s ——— 1-6

1.5 Responsible and Trustee AGENCies ... 1-6

1.6 Report Organization ... —————— 1-7
CHAPTER 2: PROJECT DESCRIPTION.........cccouismrrermrmmsssssssesessssssssssssesessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssenens 2-1
21 INErOAUCTION......c.eiccc i —————————— 2-1

2.2 Project Background ... sssssssssssssses 2-1

23 Project PUIPOSE ... s s s ssss s sassssssssnns 2-2

24 Project ObJeCtives ... —————— 2-11

2.5 Environmental Setting........c.cocoommnnn . 2-11

2.5.1 Project Location @nd ACCESS ..........ccuriiuriririnniieieie e 2-11

2.5.2  Assessor Parcel NUMDES .........ccciriiiicice s 2-12

2.5.3 Existing Land Uses and ConditionS..........ccouevevriririiiriiisssssce e 2-13

2.54  General Plan Land Use Designations............covevririvivirinsssseeeeevee e 2-13

2.5.5 Zoning Classifications...........ccccceeiiiiiiiiisssss s 2-13

2.5.6 Mineral Resource Designations...........cccveeiiririeieniniseeissee s 2-14

257 UHIHES .ovveeeeeceeeeie ettt 2-19

258  EQUIPMENT ... 2-19

2.6 Proposed Project Elements...........coovinnnssssssssssssssssns 2419

2.7 Intended Uses of the SEIR...........cconnnnn s 2-28

2.7.1  Imperial COUNLY ......cvovevieieieieiceccee e 2-28

2.7.2  Other Agencies Whose Approval May Be Required............cccoeveereriercrcicienennn. 2-31

CHAPTER 3: TERMINOLOGY, APPROACH, AND ASSUMPTIONS ........ccoeommmrrrmrmesssnsssesesesssssssesesens 3-1
31 LI 00T 0o (oo O 3-1

3.2 Approach to the Environmental Analysis...........counessssnnns 3-2

Imperial County Page | i

Planning and Development Services Department



USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project

Table of Contents Draft SEIR—April 2023
3.3 Approach to Subsequent Environmental Impact Report ...........ccccevrvenrnnniererennnnenes 3-3
3.3.1  Scope of Environmental REVIEW............ccccrurrriiiieiesrrrre s 3-3

3.3.2 Use of an SEIR to Evaluate Environmental Impacts............cccocovrrreccnnnnnnnn. 3-4

3.3.3 Statutory and Regulatory SEIR ProviSions...........cccccoeeennniieennnceeinnns 3-4

3.34  Age of Previous CEQA DOCUMENL........cciiiiiiiiiiiicce s 3-6

3.3.5  Project Description and Impacts Previously Considered in the 2008 EIR/EIS..... 3-6

3.3.6  New Impacts to Be Considered inthe SEIR ...........ccccoovieiiivcciiccccecevee, 3-8

34 Resource Section FOrmat ... 3-8
3.5 Mitigation MEASUIES ... ——————— 3-8
CHAPTER 4: ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS ... sssssssssesens 4-1
41 LN T 11T 411
411 Environmental SEHNG ........cccvvriiiiiice s 4.1-1

4.1.1.1  Regional SEHHNG..........ccoerrrreeeieeeeeisieesise s 4.1-1

4.1.1.2  Pollutants and Health EffeCts ...........cccoovvvvviviessssseeesess 4.1-1

4.1.1.3  Regional Air Quality and Attainment Status .............c.cococvvvrrrrrnnne. 4.1-4

4.1.1.4  Toxic Air CONtamMINGNES ..........cocvrrereseeeriesisiees s 4.1-6

4.1.1.5  Air Quality Conditions at the Time of the 2008 EIR/EIS ................... 4.1-6

4.1.1.6  Air Quality Conditions at PreSent ..............c.coooeevvsnenceccnnninnns 4.1-7

412 Regulatory SEHNG .......ccooiieeiirreee s 4.1-8

4121 FEUBIAL. ... 4.1-8

A - - S 4.1-9

4.1.2.3  LOCAL ..ot 4.1-11

4.1.3 Significance Thresholds and Analysis Methodology...........ccccevvvvvrriiererennnee. 4.1-14

4.1.3.1  Significance CrIteria .............cccvvvvirvvveisvereiesisereesesssissesesins 4.1-14

4.1.3.2  Analysis Methodology ..............ccuvuvieieiereisieeesessseeeeeiins 4.1-16

414  Project Impacts and Mitigation MEASUrES...........cccvriirecrnninicecsees 4.1-17

4.1.4.1 2008 EIR/EIS Impact AN@IYSIS ..........c.cccovrvvrresiererrrisisisesineen, 4.1-17

4.1.4.2 2019 SEIS Impact AN@IYSIS ..........covrreriieirsisisiesessieeieien 4.1-18

4.1.4.3  Substantial Project Changes.............cccoeevveeeserrsnneneenenns 4.1-18

4.1.4.4  Subsequent Environmental ANalysiS.............ccccceveveeeiveeieeiiinns 4.1-20

4.2 Biol0giCal RESOUICES .......ciririiiisssesssssse s sss s sssssssnsssnsnns 4.2-1
421 Environmental SEtting ........ccovviiiiiiiceee e 4.2-1

4.2.1.1  Regional SEHNG..........c.cccveveiiririsisieieieieisieseeeses s 4.2-1

4.2.1.2  Biological Resource Conditions at the Time of the 2008 EIR/EIS .... 4.2-2

4.2.1.3  Biological Resource Conditions at Present ...............ccccccovevevvvnnnne, 4.2-3

422  Regulatory SEHNG ........cooieiririiicieirs e 4.2-34

A B - (- | TS 4.2-34

Page | ii

Imperial County
Planning and Development Services Department



USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project

Draft SEIR—April 2023 Table of Contents

4.2.2.2  SALE.....cooooeeeeeeee et 4.2-36

A T o o | T 4.2-38

423 Significance Criteria and Analysis Methodology ............ccccevrnniieinnnicnne 4.2-40

4.2.3.1  Significance Criteria ...........c.ccoveerieeeieeeieeeeseeeeess s 4.2-40

4.2.3.2  Analysis Methodology .............ccuerrmniecisisiiecessein 4.2-41

424 Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures..........ccccocoevrvrreiennseciinseeeeans 4.2-41

4.2.4.1 2008 EIR/EIS Impact ANalysSiS ..........ccoceveeeereresesssieeieesiins 4.2-41

4.2.4.2 2019 SEIS Impact AN@IYSIS............ccvvveveeeereereeeessseeessiins 4.2-44

4.2.4.3  Substantial Project Changes.............cccocoveveeeeesssseesissiins 4.2-48

4.2.4.4  Subsequent Environmental Analysis.............cccoovovvvirnnineeennnn, 4.2-49

4.3 CUtUral RESOUICES......cciicccciiesisisesisi s 4.31

4.3.1  Environmental SEHNG ........ccccvuriiiiiiiicce s 4.3-1
4.3.1.1  Cultural Resources Conditions at the

Time of the 2008 EIR/EIS...........ooooeeeeeeeeseeeieteeeeesiseeeiens 4.3-1

4.3.1.2  Cultural Resources Conditions at Present............c.c.ccccovcvvvveennnnns 4.3-2

4.3.2  Regulatory SEHNG .......ccocoiieeiirieiee s 4.3-7

4.3.2.1  FEUEIAL. ...t 4.3-7

4.3.2.2  SAIB....oooeeeeeeee s 4.3-8

4.3.2.3  LOCAL ..ottt 4.3-10

4.3.3 Significance Criteria and Analysis Methodology .........cccevvvvivivviiicisicseee, 4.3-12

4.3.3.1  Significance CrIteria .............cccuvvvvvvvreierereissiseeesesissssesesins 4.3-12

4.3.3.2  Analysis Methodology ...........ccccuerrnnieeisisisiesessieeein 4.3-12

434 Project Impacts and Mitigation MEaSUres...........cccovriieeirnnnieccses 4.3-12

4.3.4.1 2008 EIR/EIS Impact AN@IYSIS ..........c.cccovevvrersreierrrsisisesineen, 4.3-12

4.34.2 2019 SEIS Impact AN@IYSIS ..........ccovrrriierrsisisiesesnisseeieien 4.3-13

4.3.4.3  Substantial Project Changes.............c.cccocevveeeeessseeiesiiriins 4.3-13

4.3.4.4  Subsequent Environmental ANalysiS.............ccccceveeeviveeieeiiiinns 4.3-14

4.4 Geology, Soils, and Paleontological RESOUICES.........c.cuumemmsmsssmsmsmsmsmsssesesesesessnens 4.4-1

441  Environmental SEtting ........ccovvviiieicccee e 4.4-1

4.4.1.1  Geology, Seismicity @nd SOIlS............cccourrmiorrrsnriiccsssies 4.4-1

4.4.1.2  Paleontological RESOUICES.............ccoeeveeeeeeseieiseieisiesisseineeeenenns 4.4-1

442  Regulatory SEHNG .......ccoooiieiiirrieee s 4.4-3

4421 FEUBIAL........oeeeeeeeeee e 4.4-3

4.4.2.2  SEAIE.....ooeeeeeeeee s 4.4-3

4.4.2.3  LOCEL ... 4.4-4

443 Significance Thresholds and Analysis Methodology...........cccoevvvivriiiicicrennnee. 4.4-4

4.4.3.1  Significance CrIteria .............ccovvvvivvvvevereieieisiereeessessseseeesins 4.4-4

4.4.3.2  Analysis Methodology ............cccurninieeiisisiisesseeeeen 4.4-9

Imperial County

Page | iii

Planning and Development Services Department



Table of Contents

4.5

4.6

USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project

Draft SEIR—April 2023
444  Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures..........ccccooevrvrneiennsecieniseeenns 4.4-10
4.4.4.1 2008 EIR/EIS Impact AN@IYSIS ..........c.cccovevvrersreierrsisisisesineen, 4.4-10
4.44.2 2019 SEIS Impact AN@IYSIS ..........covrreriiieersisisiesessiseeieien 4.4-10
4.4.4.3  Substantial Project Changes.............cccoeevreeesssrsrreseenenns 4.4-11
4.4.4.4  Subsequent Environmental Analysis...........c.cccoouoevvrnnineceninn, 4.4-12
Greenhouse Gas EMISSIONS ... 4.51
451  Environmental SEtting ........cocovviiiiiceeee e 4.5-1
4.5.1.1  Climate Change Background ...............c.cccocoveveeeeseseseeiiinns 4,5-1
452 Regulatory SEtiNG ..o 4.5-3
4.5. 2.1 FEUEIAL........oeeeeeeeeee s 4.5-4
A - - S 4.5-7
4.5.2.3  REGIONAL..........cooeeeeeeieeeeeeeeete ettt 4.5-14
4.5.2.4  LOCAI ... 4.5-15
4.5.3 Analysis Methodology and Significance Criteria...........cccocovvvviiiscceenen 4.5-18
4.5.3.1  Significance CrIteria .............cccvvvvvvvvveisvereissseeesesssiseeeesins 4.5-18
4.5.3.2  MethOdOIOgy...........ccceueeeeeeeiiiisieieisieieee s 4.5-19
454 Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures..........ccccocoevrivneennseenenseeeeans 4.5-19
4.5.4.1 2008 EIR/EIS Impact AN@IYSIS .........c.coovveeevrisiiecessisiseeicinn, 4.5-19
4.5.4.2 2019 SEIS Impact AN@IYSIS ..........covrreriieessisisiesessiseseeieinn 4.5-21
4.5.4.3  Substantial Project Changes.............cccoevveeeesssrrnneeeeenns 4.5-21
4.5.4.4  Subsequent Environmental Analysis...........c.c.ccoovoevvvnninecininn, 4.5-22
Hydrology and Water QUality ..........cccouvenrrenmnrnenmnenensssenssssessssesessssesssssessssessssssesenns 4.6-1
4.6.1  Environmental SEtting ........ccovviviiiicicceee s 4.6-1
4.6.1.1  Regional SEHHNG..........c.cccevvviiriiiisieieisieisieseeesesss e 4.6-1

4.6.1.2  Hydrology and Water Quality Conditions
at the Time of the 2008 EIR/EIS............cccocovevveveresieeesssnns 4.6-1
4.6.1.3  Hydrology and Water Quality Conditions at Present........................ 4.6-2
4.6.2 Regulatory SEtiNG .......cccvviviiiiiic e e 4.6-10
4.6.2.1  FEUCKAL......o.ooeeeeeeeeee ettt 4.6-10
4.6.2.2  State and ReQIONAL..............c.cocoveoioeeiieeiesesieeeee s 4.6-11
B0 T o o | 4.6-15
4.6.3 Significance Criteria and Analysis Methodology ............cccccvrnnieinnnicene 4.6-18
4.6.3.1  Significance CrIteria ...........c.coeeerieeeieeeieieeieieeeeessss s 4.6-18
4.6.3.2  Analysis Methodology ...........ccouvieecviiseieiesieeseiseee e 4.6-18
4.6.4 Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures..........ccccooevvirneiennsceienseeenns 4.6-19
4.6.4.1 2008 EIR/EIS Impact ANalysSiS ..........ccoeveereeeesessseeiesiiins 4.6-19
4.6.4.2 2019 SEIS Impact AN@IYSIS............ccveveveeieriereeeessseeeseiins 4.6-21

Page | iv

Imperial County
Planning and Development Services Department



USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project

Draft SEIR—April 2023 Table of Contents
4.6.4.3  Substantial Project Changes.............c.cococeeveeeeessseeiesisiins 4.6-21
4.6.4.4  Subsequent Environmental Analysis...........c.c.ccoovoevvrnninecennnn, 4.6-23
4.7 Land Use and Planning..........ccccmnsssssssssssssssssessns 4,71
471 Environmental SEHNG ........ccviuriiiiiiiee s 4.7-1
4.7.1.1  Land Use Conditions at the Time of the 2008 EIR/EIS..................... 4.7-1
4.7.1.2  Land Use Conditions at PreSent..............cccocuvvvvvssseneessrsrnnnnes 4.7-2
47.2 Regulatory SEtiNG .......ccvcvivviiiiiicice e e 4.7-3
4.7.2.1  Imperial County General Plan................c.cccocoeeeeeeesseeeeiiinns 4.7-3
4.7.2.2  Imperial County Zoning Ordinance...............c.ccccceceeevieieeieeririins 4.7-5
4.7.2.3  Imperial County Surface Mining and Reclamation Ordinance.......... 4.7-5
4.7.2.4  San Diego County General Plan ...............cccoovvcvvnnniccnnninan. 4.7-6
4.7.2.5 San Diego County Zoning Ordinance................c.cccocevvvvrreeennns 4.7-7
4.7.2.6  Project Consistency with Local Planning Documents....................... 4.7-7
4.7.3 Significance Thresholds and Analysis Methodology...........cccccevvvvivirriercrennnee. 4.7-12
4.7.3.1  Significance CrIteria .............ccouvvrvrvrieierereissiseessssesieeesssens 4.7-12
4.7.3.2  Analysis Methodology ...........cccuvieecviiseiniiiieseiseeeeseeeein 4.7-13
4.74  Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures..........ccccocoevrvvneiennseeienseeeans 4.7-13
4.7.4.1 2008 EIR/EIS Impact AN@IYSIS ..........c.coovveeuvriniienessiniseeicinn, 4.7-13
4.7.4.2 2019 SEIS Impact AN@IYSIS ..........ccovrreriieeisisiiesesnisiseeieinn 4.7-13
4.74.3  Subsequent Environmental Analysis...........c.c.ccoovovvvirnnineceninnn, 4.7-13
4.8 Tribal Cultural RESOUICES ..o s 4.8-1
481  Environmental SEtting ........ccoviviiiiceee e 4.8-1
4.8.1.1  Tribal Cultural Resources Conditions
at the Time of the 2008 EIR/EIS............cccoooveveeeeeriieessisisrenns 4.8-1
4.8.1.2  Cultural Resources Conditions at Present.............c.c.ccceovovvvevennnns 4.8-2
482 Regulatory SEtiNG.......ccovvviiiiiiriiceses e 4.8-3
4.8.2.1  FOUCKAL. ...t 4.8-3
4.8.2.2  SALB....ooooeeeee s 4.8-3
4.8.2.3  LOCEL ...t 4.6-4
4.8.3 Significance Criteria and Analysis Methodology ............cccoevvrnniccnnnnicnne 4.8-5
4.8.3.1  Significance CrIteria ...........c.coovveoveieieeeeeissieeeeeee e 4.8-5
4.8.3.2  Analysis MethodolOgy ............ccccurmiriecninisieeessseeceen 4.8-5
4.8.4 Project Impacts and Mitigation MEaSUrES...........cccourriierirnnnneceesseies 4.8-6
4.8.4.1 2008 EIR/EIS Impact ANalYSIS .........cceveeereereeeersessseesesiins 4.8-6
4.8.4.2 2019 SEIS Impact AN@IYSIS............coveveverersereesesessseeeeesins 4.8-6
4.8.4.3  Substantial Project Changes.............cccocevveeeeesessseseeeiins 4.8-6
4.8.4.4  Subsequent Environmental ANalysiS.............c.cccoceeeeeieieeieeiiinns 4.8-7
Imperial County ~~~ Pagelv

Planning and Development Services Department



USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project

Table of Contents Draft SEIR—April 2023
CHAPTER 5: CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ..o ssssssssssss s sssssssssssssssssssesens 5-1
5.1 Geographic Scope and Temporal SCOPE.........cuvrriiii e 5-1
5.2 Related Projects ... s s sssssssssssssssssns 5-2
9.2.1  Analysis MEthOT ..........cooviiiiiiieece e 5-2
5.2.2  List of Nearby ProjECtS ........coviveveececccccccceee e 5-2
5.3 Cumulative Impacts Evaluation............ccoconmnnnnnssssssssssssseeses 5-5
5.3 AN QUAIIEY ...oovei e 5-5
5.3.2  BiologiCal RESOUICES.........c.cuiuiiiiiicicieiri s 5-11
5.3.3  Cultural Resources and Tribal Cultural ReSources..........c.cocovvreererrcinennnnnn. 5-14
5.3.4  Geology, Soils and Paleontological RESOUICES ..........ccccvvvivvviririeieieeee e, 5-15
5.3.5  Greenhouse Gas EMISSIONS.........ccviurririniiieinirinnneeeie e 5-16
5.3.6  Hydrology and Water QUality............ccceeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiceeee s o-17
5.3.7 Land Use and Planning ............cccoeeeueeeciieeiiissseee s 5-17
5.3.8  Summary of Significant and Unavoidable Cumulative Impacts............c.ccccu...... 5-18
CHAPTER 6: ALTERNATIVES........co s s ssssssssasesens 6-1
6.1 INErOAUCHION.....cociiiiir e ———————— 6-1
6.2 CEQA Requirements for Alternatives Analysis ..., 6-1
6.3 Summary of Project Objectives and Impacts..........couvmnnnnnssssssssssssssse e 6-1
6.3.1  Project ODJECHVES........ccvceeeeeccccccccee e 6-1
6.3.2 Significant and Unavoidable Impacts of the Proposed Project ............cccccceunenee. 6-2
6.4 Alternatives Formulation Process and Description of Project Alternatives.............. 6-2
6.4.1 Alternatives Considered but Rejected from Further Analysis.............cccccovvrnnnee. 6-3
6.4.2 Alternatives Evaluated in Detall...........cccovviioininnnnec s 6-4
6.4.2.1  Features Common to All Project Alternatives..............cccocovveevveeenennn. 6-4
6.4.2.2  Alternative 1: NO PIOJECL............cccoeueeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee s 6-7

6.4.2.3 Alternative 2: Lower Quarry Watershed
Reduced Mining Footprint “A” Alternatives..............ccccoeoevevvvervreenn. 6-7

6.4.2.4 Alternative 3: Lower Quarry Watershed
Reduced Mining Footprint “B” Alternative.............cccccoovvvvvvvrvevennn. 6-8

6.4.2.5 Alternative 4: Middle Quarry Watershed
Reduced Mining Footprint AErative ...............cccoeevvvccceiiinnn, 6-8

6.4.2.6  Alternative 5: Upper Quarry Watershed
Reduced Mining Footprint AIfernative ...............ccccceevoeeeeveceeenen. 6-8
6.5  Alternatives Impact Analysis and SUMMArY ... ————— 6-17
6.5.1  Alternative 1: NO ProjECt........cccieiiiiiiieeee e 6-21

6.5.2 Alternative 2: Lower Quarry Watershed

Reduced Mining Footprint “A” Alternative ..., 6-22
Page | vi Imperial County

Planning and Development Services Department



USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project
Draft SEIR—April 2023 Table of Contents

6.5.3 Alternative 3: Lower Quarry Watershed

Reduced Mining Footprint “B” Alternative ............cceovvvieieienieicinneeeeene,s 6-24
6.5.4 Alternative 4: Middle Quarry Watershed
Reduced Mining Footprint Alternative.............cooceerniceinccce, 6-25
6.5.5 Alternative 5: Upper Quarry Watershed
Reduced Mining Footprint Alternative............cocvovoennnrcreecee e 6-27
6.6 ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE ........cccosrermrenennsrreresesssssssssesessanans 6-29
CHAPTER 7: OTHER CEQA TOPICS ... ssssssssssesens 7-1
71 INErOAUCHION.....cociiiiir e ———————— 71
7.2 Mandatory Findings of Significance..........c.cocovmnnnni s 71
7.3 Energy Consumption and Conservation ... 7-4
7.4 Significant Environmental Effects Which Cannot Be Avoided
if the Proposed Project is Implemented ... 7-5
7.5 Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes That Would Be Caused by the
Project Should it be Implemented...........coonnnnnnn————————— 7-5
7.6 Growth Inducing Analysis OVEIVIEW ... 7-7
CHAPTER 8: LIST OF PREPARERS ...........ccocoiniriisssssnns s sssssssssssssssssesesens 8-1
8.1 Lead AGency STaff ... s 8-1
8.2 Responsible Agency Staff............crrnnni e 8-1
8.3  Consultants and Other Individuals Involved in the Preparation of the EIR........................ 8-1
CHAPTER 9: REFERENCES AND RESOURCES ..........ccoeoummmrmnenensnsnesesessssssssssssesssssssssssssssssssssssssesesens 9-1
CHAPTER 10: ACRONYNNS........cooirenrrrrrmresssssssssesessssssssssssessssssssssssssessssssssssssessssssssssssssssassssssnssenens 10-1
LIST OF TABLES
Table ES-1 2008 EIR/EIS Mitigation Measure LOCAtIONS ..........ccccvvvvvriviririsiriceeeie e ES-1
Table ES-2 Summary of Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures............ccccoevervrvririrnriiiieirisienn, ES-10
Table 2-1 AsSeSSOr'S Parcel NUMDETS. ........cooviiiiereees e 2-12
Table 4.1-1 Ambient Air Quality Standards.............coovrii s 4.1-4
Table 4.1-2 ICAPCD Thresholds of Significance for Project Operations .............ccccovievinncnne 4115
Table 4.1-3 ~ San Diego County APCD Air Quality Significance Threshold Standards..................... 4.1-16
Table 4.1-4 Estimated Air Pollutant Emissions (Quarry, Well No. 3, and Associated Pipeline)
Existing Conditions and Proposed Conditions............cccovriernnnnieessrneceens 4.1-22
Table 4.1-5 Estimated Air Pollutant Emissions (Viking Ranch) (Unmitigated) ............cccccoconicueee. 4.1-24

Planning and Development Services Department



Table of Contents

Table 4.2-1

Table 4.2-2
Table 4.2-3
Table 4.2-4

Table 4.3-1

Table 4.5-1
Table 4.5-2

Table 4.6-1
Table 4.6-2

Table 4.7-1

Table 5-1
Table 5-2

Table 6-1
Table 7-1

Figure ES-1

Figure 2-1
Figure 2-2a
Figure 2-2b
Figure 2-2c
Figure 2-3
Figure 2-4
Figure 2-5
Figure 2-6

Figure 4.2-1
Figure 4.2-2
Figure 4.2-3
Figure 4.2-4

USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project

Draft SEIR—April 2023
Vegetation Communities and Land Cover Types within the
Viking Ranch Restoration S ...........ccvrriiiirnncee s 4.2-27
Viking Ranch Restoration Site Jurisdictional Aquatic ReSources ............ocoevvrerinnee 4.2-31
Vegetation Communities within the Old Kane Springs Road Preservation Site............ 4.2-32
Jurisdictional Resources within the Old Kane Springs Road Preservation Site............ 4.2-34
Cultural Resource Sites and Resources in Proximity to Project Site ............cccccceveenne. 4.3-4
GHG Sources in California ...........couerrrreeeeeeeeee s 4.5-2
Proposed Project Estimated GHG EMISSIONS...........cccovvrnieiciniccess e, 4.5-22
Existing Conditions Unit Hydrograph Peak Flowrate ............cccccoeeeiiiiiiciiiniicicee, 4.6-26
Proposed Conditions Unit Hydrograph Peak Flowrate............ccccoovniiiiinnniccne, 4.6-26
Project Consistency with Local Planning Documents ............cccceeeeceieninininiscsccenen, 4.7-7
Geographic Scope of Cumulative IMPacts...........cccceerriiirnr e 5-2
List Of NE@rDY PrOJECLS ......c.cviviiiicicieii s 5-6
Alternatives Impact Comparison SUMMAIY...........cccceerrrreeeeeereere e, 6-18
Projected Use of Non-Renewable Resources for USG Expansion Project....................... 7-7

LIST OF FIGURES

ReGIONAI LOCATION ...t ES-3
REGIONAI LOCALION........coiiieieiiieee e 2-3
Site Location—Quarry, Well No. 3, and Pipeline ... 2-5
Site Location—Viking Ranch Restoration Site............cccevriiieinniccesscces 2-7
Site Location—Old Kane Springs Road Preservation Site.............cccovviieiinnccninnne, 2-9
Viking Ranch Restoration S ...........ccvuiriieieneceessee e 2-15
Old Kane Springs Road Preservation Site...........ccccocviiiiiniiicciseee s 2-17
Plaster City QUArTY Plan ...........cociiiiiieie s 2-21
Viking Ranch Conceptual Restoration Plan..............ccccceeieiciciiiiniiicececcsese, 2-29
Project Site Vegetation and LandCover ..., 4.2-5
Project Site Biological RESOUICES ........ccoviiiiiiriiiciciciss e 4.2-9
Peninsular Bighorn Sheep Critical Habitat...............ccccoeeiecccccccec, 4.2-17
Fish Creek Mountains Radio Collared Ewe LoCations...........ccccevvvvicrennrniiccinenne. 4.2-19

Page | viii

Imperial County
Planning and Development Services Department



USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project
Draft SEIR—April 2023 Table of Contents

Figure 4.4-1a
Figure 4.4-1b

Figure 4.6-1
Figure 4.6-2

Figure 5-1

Figure 6-1
Figure 6-2
Figure 6-3
Figure 6-4

Geologic Map with Paleontological SENSItiVIty ... 4.4-5
Geologic Map with Paleontological SENSItivity............ccoevrrrieennece e, 4.4-7
HYdrologic SEHHNG .......cvcveveieieiccceceee e 4.6-5
EXIStiNG FIOOAPIAIN .....viiciii s 4.6-7
Approximate Location of Cumulative Projects ...........cccceeereerieieinnnnerersssssne, 5-3
Alternative 2: Modified Lower Watershed Mining Footprint A ..., 6-9
Alternative 3: Reduced Lower Watershed Mining Footprint B ............ccccooieeinnnicnne, 6-11
Alternative 4: Middle Quarry Watershed Phased Elimination ............c.cccooeevnnnicnne, 6-13
Alternative 5: Upper Quarry Watershed Reduced Mining Footprint...........cccoovrriennee. 6-15

VOLUME II: APPENDICES (provided under separate cover)

Appendix A: Initial Study and NOC/NOP
A-1:  Intial Study
A-2:  NOC/NOP
A-3:  NOP and Scoping Meeting Comments

Appendix B: Application Materials
B-1:  Imperial County Conditional Use Permit #08-0003
B-2:  Application Letter

Appendix C: Air Quality Analysis
C-1:  Air Quality Modeling Analysis
C-2:  SEIS Air Emissions Estimates
C-3:  Estimated Air Quality Emissions—Viking Ranch

Appendix D: Biological Resources Reports
D-1:  SEIS Biological Resources Technical Report
D-2: 2016 Jurisdictional Delineation
D-3:  Biological Opinion
D-4:  Draft Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan

Appendix E: Cultural Resources Reports

Appendix F: Paleontological Technical Study

Appendix G: Hydrology and Water Quality
G-1: 2018 Hydrologic and Water Quality Study
G-2. 2018 Groundwater Conditions Memorandum

Imperial County

Page | ix

Planning and Development Services Department



USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project
Table of Contents Draft SEIR—April 2023

THIS PAGE
INTENTIONALLY
LEFT BLANK

Page | x Imperial County
Planning and Development Services Department



USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project
Draft SEIR—April 2023

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Imperial County
Planning and Development Services Department



THIS PAGE
INTENTIONALLY
LEFT BLANK



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

INTRODUCTION

United States Gypsum Company (US Gypsum; USG; the Applicant) has applied to Imperial County (County)
for a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to develop a groundwater well (Well No. 3) and associated pipeline to
support the expansion of mining operations at its Plaster City Quarry (Quarry) see Figure ES-1, “Regional
Location,” for details. In addition, this Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) evaluates mining
operations at the Quarry under the 2008 Quarry Expansion and restoration and preservation of two off-site
properties: the Viking Ranch restoration site and, the Old Kane Springs Road preservation site. Together
these components make up the proposed project. A detailed description of the proposed project can be found
in Chapter 2, “Project Description.”

The Plaster City Quarry and proposed site of Well No. 3 were evaluated in the United States Gypsum
Company Expansion/Modernization Project Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact
Statement (2008 EIR/EIS), which was certified by the County in 2008. The 2008 EIR/EIS contains information
still relevant to the current CEQA review. The proposed project contains revisions to the project and new
information that were not analyzed in the 2008 EIR. The County has, therefore, determined that it will prepare
a SEIR. The SEIR will review and update some portions of the 2008 EIR/EIS because of project revisions,
changed circumstances, and availability of new information that was not available in 2008. As a result, the
relevant 2008 EIR/EIS sections will be reevaluated and expanded considering project revisions, new
information, and changed circumstances, as required by CEQA.

Pertinent mitigation measures to the project site from the 2008 EIR/EIS are provided in their relevant topical
sections, as outlined in Table ES-1, “2008 EIR/EIS Mitigation Measure Locations,” below.

Table ES-1
2008 EIR/EIS Mitigation Measure Locations
SEIR
Mitigation Topic 2008 EIR/EIS Location Location
Air Quality Section 3.6 Section 4.1
Biological Resources Sections 3.4 and 3.5 Section 4.2
Cultural Resources Section 3.8 Section 4.3
Geology, Soils and Paleontological Resources Section 3.2 Section 4.4
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Section 4.3.12 Section 4.5
Hydrology and Water Quality Section 3.3 Section 4.6
Land Use and Planning Section 3.9 Section 4.7
Tribal Cultural Resources N/A Section 4.8

This Executive Summary provides an overview of the proposed project, describes alternatives to the
proposed project, and presents a summary of the environmental impacts and related mitigation identified in
the SEIR.
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PUBLIC REVIEW

This SEIR is available for public review and comment during the 45-day period identified on the notice of
availability/notice of completion (NOA/NOC) of an SEIR, which accompanies this document. This SEIR and
all supporting technical documents and reference documents are available for public review at the Imperial
County Planning and Development Services Department located at 801 Main Street in EI Centro, California
92243 and on the Imperial County website at:

http://icpds.com/planning/environmental-impact-reports/draft-eirs/

During the 45-day public comment period, written comments on the SEIR may be submitted to the Planning
and Development Services Department at the following address:

Attn.: Ms. Diana Robinson, Planning Division Manager

Imperial County Planning and Development Services Department
801 Main Street

El Centro, California 92243

Written comments on the SEIR may alternately be submitted via e-mail with the subject line “USG Plaster
City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project SEIR” to DianaRobinson@co.imperial.ca.us.

Oral comments on the SEIR are welcome and may be stated at a public meeting, which shall be held as
indicated on the NOA/NOC.

Following the public review and comment period, the County will respond to all written and oral comments
received on the environmental analysis in this Draft SEIR. The responses and any other revisions to the SEIR
will be prepared as a response-to-comments document. The SEIR and its appendices, together with the
response-to-comments document will constitute the Final SEIR for the proposed project.

OVERVIEW OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT
Site Location

The USG Plaster City Quarry holdings consists of 2,048 acres and is in the northwestern portion of Imperial
County adjacent to the Imperial County/San Diego County line. Well No. 3 would be located east of the
existing Quarry on a USG-owned parcel (Assessor’s Parcel Number [APN] 033-020-009). The proposed
pipeline would be approximately 3.5 miles in length and would be developed within an existing right-of-way
over an additional 12.7 acres (30 foot wide by 3.5 miles) of land, most of which (7.25 acres) is managed by
the BLM. A portion of the right-of-way (3.75 acres) is located within the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park. The
proposed pipeline would be developed within the existing narrow-gauge railroad right-of-way that is already
disturbed by an existing unpaved access road. The approximately 207-acre Viking Ranch restoration site is
located 26 miles northwest of the USG Quarry in San Diego County (APNs 140-030-05-00, -07-00, -09-00, -
10-00, and -11-00). The 121-acre Old Kane Springs Road preservation site is located 7 miles northwest of
the USG Quarry in San Diego County (APN 253-150-34-00).
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Project Objectives
The proposed project includes the following objectives:

1) Secure permits and approvals to continue and fully develop quarrying gypsum reserves;

2) Maximize the recovery of known gypsum reserves needed for the Plant to fulfill its estimated
operational design life;

3) Meet market demands for gypsum products;

4) Develop and maintain a replacement Quarry water supply designed to meet dust suppression
requirements;

5) Concurrently reclaim Quarry site for post-mining uses as Open Space;

6) Secure permits and approvals to develop a water source to support the mining of gypsum reserves
at the Quarry; and

7) Provide compensatory mitigation for potential impacts to waters of the state as a result of project
implementation in compliance with State of California Fish & Game Code Section 1600 and the Port
Cologne Act.

Project Features

As stated previously, the proposed project consists of a CUP for development of a groundwater well and
associated pipelines as well as restoration and preservation of two off-site properties. The applicant proposes
no change to any fundamental elements of the existing operation (e.g., mining methods, processing
operations, production levels, truck traffic, hours of operation).

Required Approvals

As the local land use authority, Imperial County is the public agency with the greatest responsibility for
approving the project as a whole and is therefore the lead agency for purposes of environmental review under
CEQA. Other agencies may have permitting or approval authority over various aspects of the project. These
agencies include the following:

« County of San Diego (Major Grading Permit)
« California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement)

« Colorado River Regional Water Quality Control Board (Construction General Permit Notice of Intent
[NOI], Industrial General Permit NOI, Waste Discharge Requirements)

The following public agency approvals have already been obtained:

o U.S. Bureau of Land Management (Right-of-Way Grants [Case file numbers CACA-056908 and
CACA-044014)

Imperial County Page | ES-5
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DRAFT SEIR SCOPE AND ISSUES EVALUATED
Issues Evaluated and Issues Eliminated from Further Consideration

While CEQA does not require preparation of an Initial Study when the lead agency elects to prepare an EIR
or SEIR (CEQA Guidelines Section 15060[d]), the County has prepared an Environmental Checklist Form /
CEQA Initial Study to substantiate its scoping process in evaluating the potential significance of the project
regarding the Appendix G criteria discussed above. The evaluation regarding the significance of those issues
that are not discussed in detail in the SEIR is provided in the Initial Study (included as Appendix A-1, “Initial
Study,” of the SEIR) and discussed further in Chapter 1, “Introduction,” of the SEIR.

As an initial step in the environmental review process, issues identified in the Environmental Checklist of
Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines were considered to determine whether the project would have the
potential to result in significant impacts associated with each issue. The initial review determined that the
project may result in potentially significant adverse impacts associated with the following Appendix G
Environmental Checklist resource topics:

 Air Quality  Hydrology and Water Quality

« Biological Resources « Land Use and Planning

o Cultural Resources  Tribal Cultural Resources

« Geology, Soils, and Paleontological « Mandatory Findings of Significance
Resources

o Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The initial review determined that the project would not result in significant adverse impacts associated with
the following resource topics and eliminated these issues from further consideration in the SEIR:

o Aesthetics « Population and Housing
 Agricultural and Forestry Resources « Public Services
« Energy o Recreation
« Hazards and Hazardous Materials « Transportation
o Mineral Resources « Utilities and Services Systems
« Noise «  Wildfire

Alternatives

The CEQA Guidelines specify that an SEIR must describe a reasonable range of alternatives to the project,
or to the location of the project, which could feasibly attain the basic project objectives (Guidelines Section
15126.6). The “no project” alternative, which considers what impacts would occur if conditions continued,
must be considered (Guidelines Section 15126.6[e]), and the SEIR must also identify the environmentally
superior alternative. If the “no project” alternative is the environmentally superior alternative, the SEIR must
identify an environmentally superior alternative from among the other alternatives (Guidelines Section
15126.6[e][2)).
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Summary of Alternatives

The alternatives evaluation considered several potential alternatives. Some were eliminated as they were
determined to either not have the potential to feasibly achieve the basic project objectives and/or reduce
significant project impacts. The following alternatives were selected and analyzed/compared to the project
and are evaluated in the SEIR:

Alternative 1: No Project Alternative

Under the No Project Alternative, a new Conditional Use Permit (CUP) would not be granted, and the
proposed Well No. 3 and associated pipeline would not be constructed. As a result, the Quarry operation
would continue to utilize Well No. 2 to produce water for dust suppression. As described in Section 2.2
of this SEIR, Well No. 2 is not a reliable water source and fails to produce sufficient supply to meet
demand. In addition, restoration and preservation of the Viking Ranch and Old Kane Springs Road sites
would not occur. As a result, impacts to Waters of the US resulting from Quarry expansion could not be
fully mitigated as required and mining activities would be curtailed. Thus, Alternative 1 would involve an
overall reduction in mining footprint, volume, and duration as well as elimination of construction activities
associated with the well, pipeline, and restoration site.

Alternative 2: Lower Quarry Watershed Reduced Mining Footprint “A” Alternative

Alternative 2 is the same as the proposed project except that Phase 10 would not be mined to its full
capacity and Phase 10P would be eliminated entirely from the proposed mining plan in order to reduce
losses of waters of the United States. USG would reduce the mining depth in Phase 10, grading north to
the base grade of Fish Creek (Figure 6-1). Phase 10P is considered for elimination given its position in
the northernmost end of the Quarry watershed, its close proximity to Fish Creek, and the relatively low
quantity of gypsum ore that would be extracted from this phase compared to other phases in the mining
plan.

Under this alternative, the stormwater berm would be eliminated south of Phase 2. Instead, the natural
topography of the upper Quarry watershed would direct surface water away from Phases 6 through 9.
Using natural landforms would reduce the length of the berm by one mile compared with the proposed
project and would eliminate the need for a complex system of transverse levees with anchored berms in
the upper Quarry watershed. The stormwater berm would begin west of Phase 2, where only one
transverse levee would be required, and would extend northward through Phase 10.

Phase 10 mining would occur as proposed to a reduced depth connecting with Phase 10P and
progressing at an angle suitable to maintain gravity flow. A conveyance channel roughly 200 feet wide
would result at the northernmost boundary of Phase 5, extending north through Phase 10 and 10P until
its confluence with Fish Creek. Approximately 5.4 million tons less gypsum ore would be mined under
this alternative than under the proposed project. Compared with the maximum permitted production of
1.92 million tons per year, this alternative would reduce the projected mine life by 2.81 years.

This alternative would include construction and operation of Well No. 3 and the associated pipeline similar
to the proposed project. The Viking Ranch site and Old Kane Springs site would still be restored and
preserved as wildlife habitat to offset impacts to Waters of the US within the project site.
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Alternative 3: Lower Quarry Watershed Reduced Mining Footprint “B” Alternative

Alternative 3 is the same as the proposed project except that the mining footprint along the western
boundaries of Phases 4 and 5, where Annex Mill Site #4 encroaches into an unnamed ephemeral wash,
would be reconfigured to reduce losses of waters of the United States (Figure 6-2). Phases 4 and 5 were
selected for reconfiguration because of their close proximity to existing administrative/office facilities
where blasting is not ideal due to noise and the depth of overburden needing to be stripped in order to
mine the gypsum ore. The stormwater berm would be configured as described for Alternative 2 except
that it would be modified to exclude the eliminated portions of Phases 4 and 5, include Phases 10 and
10P, and extend northward from Phase 2 through the northern limit of Phase 10P. This alternative would
reduce the amount of gypsum ore mined by approximately 11.87 million tons. Compared with the
maximum permitted production of 1.92 million tons per year, this alternative would reduce the projected
mine life by 6.18 years.

This alternative would include construction and operation of Well No. 3 and the associated pipeline similar
to the proposed project. The Viking Ranch site and Old Kane Springs site would still be restored and
preserved as wildlife habitat to offset impacts to Waters of the US within the project site.

Alternative 4: Middle Quarry Watershed Reduced Mining Footprint Alternative

Alternative 4 is the same as the proposed project except that Phases 2P, 3P (North) and 3P (South)
would be eliminated from the proposed mining plan to reduce losses of waters of the United States. As
shown in Figure 6-3, the proposed stormwater berm would be modified to exclude the eliminated phases,
including Phases 10 and 10P, and extend through the northern limit of Phase 10P.

As a result of this reduced mining footprint, approximately 2.33 million tons less gypsum would be mined.
At a maximum permitted production of 1.92 million tons per year, this alternative would reduce projected
mine life by 1.21 years compared with the proposed project.

This alternative would include construction and operation of Well No. 3 and the associated pipeline similar
to the proposed project. The Viking Ranch site and Old Kane Springs site would still be restored and
preserved as wildlife habitat to offset impacts to Waters of the US within the project site.

Alternative 5: Middle Quarry Watershed Reduced Mining Footprint Alternative

Alternative 5 is the same as the proposed project except that the mining footprint in Phases 7 and 8
would be reconfigured to reduce losses of waters of the United States (Figure 6-4). Under this alternative,
the mining boundaries of Phases 7 and 8 would be moved east parallel with the main drainage channel.
The stormwater berm would be as described for Alternative 2 but would include all of Phases 10 and
10P.

The overall mining footprint would be reduced by 34 acres, thereby decreasing potential mining beneath
the valley alluvium where gypsum ore has been determined to be most abundant. The amount of gypsum
ore mined under this alternative would be approximately 13.04 million tons less than under the proposed
project. Compared with the maximum permitted production of 1.92 million tons per year, this alternative
would reduce the projected mine life by 6.79 years.
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This alternative would include construction and operation of Well No. 3 and the associated pipeline similar
to the proposed project. The Viking Ranch site and Old Kane Springs site would still be restored and
preserved as wildlife habitat to offset impacts to Waters of the US within the project site.

Environmentally Superior Alternative

CEQA §15126.6(e)(2) requires that an EIR identify the environmentally superior alternative. CEQA also
requires that if the environmentally superior alternative is the No Project Alternative, the EIR must also
identify an environmentally superior alternative from the remaining alternatives. In consideration of the
alternatives evaluation presented above, Alternative 1: No Project Alternative would result in fewer
impacts as compared to the project and the other alternatives considered. This is due to the fact that
Well No. 3 would not be constructed, and additional groundwater would not be pumped from the aquifer
that underlies the project site. As such, the County must identify the environmentally superior alternative
from the remaining alternatives.

Based on the analysis above and excluding the No Project Alternative, the County concludes that
Alternative 5, Upper Quarry Watershed Reduced Mining Footprint Alternative, is the environmentally
superior alternative as it would result in the greatest reduction of mining volume and duration and would
reduce impacts to Waters of the US by 11.28 acres.

The alternatives analysis and conclusions reached regarding the environmentally superior alternative do
not determine the ability of Alternative 5 to be an economically viable option for the Applicant.

Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Table ES-2, “Summary of Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures,” provides a summary of the project
impacts identified and evaluated in the SEIR, presents mitigation measures identified in the SEIR, and lists
the impact significance both without and with mitigation applied. As shown in the table, several impacts are
found to be less than significant and do not require mitigation. All remaining impacts would be significant or
potentially significant prior to the implementation of mitigation measures but would be reduced to less than
significant with mitigation applied. The project would not result in any impacts that would remain significant
and unavoidable after mitigation.

In addition to evaluating project-specific impacts, an SEIR must also evaluate cumulative impacts (see
Chapter 5, “Cumulative Impacts”). Cumulative impacts are those that would result from project impacts when
combined with impacts of other past, present, or reasonably foreseeable projects. The analysis determined
that the project would not result in any significant and unavoidable cumulative impacts.

Imperial County Page | ES-9
Planning and Development Services Department



USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project

Draft SEIR—April 2023 Executive Summag
Table ES-2
Summary of Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures
Significance Significance
Before After
Impact Mitigation Mitigation Measures Mitigation

AIR QUALITY
Impact 4.1-1: LTS None required. LTS
Conflict with or Obstruct Implementation of the Applicable Air
Quality Plan
Impact 4.1-2: LTS Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008 LTS
Result in a Cumulatively Considerable Net Increase of Any EIR/EIS:

Criteria Pollutant for which the Project Region is Non- e . . .
Attainment Under an Applicable Federal or State Ambient Air Mlt{gat‘lon Measure 3'6'1?' USG shall ens’ure al.lleq'wp ment is
Quality Standard maintained and tuned according to manufacturer’s specifications.

Mitigation Measure 3.6-1b: USG shall schedule production activities to
minimize daily equipment operations and idling trucks.

Mitigation Measure 3.6-1c: USG shall comply with all existing and future
California Air Resources Board (CARB) and ICAPCD regulations related
to diesel-fueled trucks and equipment, which may include: (1) meeting
more stringent engine emission standards; (2) retrofitting existing engines
with particulate traps; (3) use of low or ultra-low sulfur diesel fuel; and (4)
use of alternative fuels or equipment.

Implement the following newly proposed mitigation measure;

Mitigation Measure 4.1-1a: The following standard mitigation measures
for fugitive PM1o control shall be implemented throughout project
construction activities:

a. Al disturbed areas, including Bulk Material storage which is not
being actively utilized, shall be effectively stabilized and visible
emissions shall be limited to no greater than 20 percent opacity for
dust emissions by using water, chemical stabilizers, dust
suppressants, tarps or other suitable material such as vegetative
ground cover.

b. Al on site and off-site unpaved roads will be effectively stabilized

and visible emissions shall be limited to no greater than 20 percent
opacity for dust emissions by paving, chemical stabilizers, dust

LTS = Less than Significant; PS = Potentially Significant; S = Significant; SU = Significant and Unavoidable
Imperial County Page | ES-10
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Significance Significance
Before After
Impact Mitigation Mitigation Measures Mitigation

suppressants and/or watering.

c. All unpaved traffic areas one (1) acre or more with 75 or more
average vehicle trips per day will be effectively stabilized and visible
emissions shall be limited to no greater than 20 percent opacity for
dust emissions by paving, chemical stabilizers, dust suppressants
and/or watering.

d. The transport of Bulk Materials shall be completely covered unless
six inches of freeboard space from the top of the container is
maintained with no spillage and loss of Bulk Material. In addition, the
cargo compartment of all Haul trucks is to be cleaned and/or washed
at delivery site after removal of Bulk Material.

e. Alltrack-Out or Carry-Out will be cleaned at the end of each workday
or immediately when mud or dirt extends a cumulative distance of
50 linear feet or more onto a paved road within an urban area.

. Movement of Bulk Material handling or transfer shall be stabilized
prior to handling or at point of transfer with application of sufficient
water, chemical stabilizers or by sheltering or enclosing the
operation and transfer line.

g.  The construction of any new unpaved road is prohibited within any
area with a population of 500 or more unless the road meets the
definition of a Temporary Unpaved Road. Any temporary unpaved
road shall be effectively stabilized, and visible emissions shall be
limited to no greater than 20 percent opacity for dust emission by
paving, chemical stabilizers, dust suppressants and/or watering.

Mitigation Measure 4.1-1b: The following standard mitigation measures
for construction combustion equipment shall be implemented throughout
project construction activities:

a. Use of alternative fueled or catalyst equipped diesel construction
equipment, including all off-road and portable diesel-powered
equipment.

b.  Minimize idling time either by shuttling equipment off when not in use
or reducing the time of idling to 5 minutes as a maximum.

LTS = Less than Significant; PS = Potentially Significant; S = Significant; SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Significance Significance
Before After
Impact Mitigation Mitigation Measures Mitigation
c. Limit, to the extent feasible, the hours of operation of heavy-duty
equipment and/or the amount of equipment in use.
d. Replace fossil fueled equipment with electrically driven equivalents
(provided they are not run via a portable generator set).
Impact 4.1-3: LTS None required. LTS
Expose Sensitive Receptors to Substantial Pollutant
Concentrations
Impact 4.1-4: LTS None required. LTS
Result in Other Emissions (Such as Those Leading to Odors)
Adversely Affecting a Substantial Number of People
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Impact 4.2-1: PS Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008 LTS
The Project Could Have Substantial Adverse Effects on EIR/EIS:
Special-Status Plant Species or Plant Communities Mitigation Measure 3.5-1a: Revegetation: Consistent with the California
Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA), USG shall implement the
revegetation plan. In general, revegetation should be designed to restore
habitat and cover for wildlife use in conformance with SMARA.
Revegetation should be concurrent with closure of individual Quarry
areas; wherever ongoing Quarry operation may eliminate access to
closed upper Quarry benches, those benches should be revegetated
while access is still available.
Mitigation Measure 3.5-1b: Phasing of Quarry development and
closure: Wherever possible, USG shall begin revegetation of Quarry
areas to restore native habitat values concurrently or in advance of
opening new Quarry areas.
Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2019 EIS:
Mitigation Measure 3.4-5: Integrated Weed Management Plan. USG will
prepare and implement an integrated weed management plan to control
invasive weeds including tamarisk (Tamarix) and fountain grass
(Pennisetum) in cooperation with the BLM and County of Imperial. The
plan will include procedures to help minimize the introduction of new
weed species, an assessment of the invasive weed species known within
LTS = Less than Significant; PS = Potentially Significant; S = Significant; SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Impact

Significance
Before
Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation

the area associated with the Proposed Action, and procedures to control
their spread on site and to adjacent offsite areas. This plan will be
submitted to the BLM and County of Imperial for review and approval prior
to the start of construction and will be implemented for the life of the
Proposed Action.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-10: Critical Habitat. To minimize impacts to PBS
designated critical habitat, USG will conduct 1:1 on-site reclamation as
specified in the Mining and Reclamation Plan for all project disturbance
areas. Additionally, USG will acquire or set aside an area of designated
critical habitat away from the Quarry’s operations for long-term wildlife
habitat conservation, to minimize the loss of designated critical habitat
within the Quarry. The habitat acquisition measure will be applicable for
public lands directly affected by the Proposed Action. The acquired lands
will consist of native desert vegetation within designated PBS critical
habitat. Acquisition lands may include claim areas that are not disturbed
by the mining project. Any lands proposed for acquisition to minimize the
loss of critical habitat will be subject to review and approval by the BLM
and Wildlife Agencies.

Impact 4.2-2:
The Project Could Have Substantial Adverse Effects on
Special-Status Wildlife Species

PS

Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008
EIR/EIS:

Mitigation Measure 3.5-1c: Migratory birds: In order to avoid potentially
fatal impacts on birds protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and
the California Fish and Game Code, USG shall survey the area prior to
grading and brush removal of previously undisturbed habitat.

Mitigation Measure 3.5-1d: Peninsular bighorn sheep: USG, in
coordination with the BLM, shall initiate formal consultation with the US
Fish and Wildlife Service under Section 7 of the Federal Endangered
Species Act and implement the terms and conditions of the incidental take
statement authorizing the project. The consultation process will result in
the development of a Biological Opinion by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) that will: (1) provide a statement about whether the
proposed project is ‘“likely or not likely to jeopardize” the continued
existence of the species, or result in the adverse modification of critical

LTS

LTS = Less than Significant; PS = Potentially Significant; S = Significant; SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Significance Significance
Before After
Impact Mitigation Mitigation Measures Mitigation

habitat; (2) provide an incidental take statement that authorizes the
project; and (3) identifies mandatory reasonable and prudent measures
to minimize incidental take, along with terms and conditions that
implement them.

Mining shall be conducted only as approved in the Plan of Operation and
the Mine Reclamation Plan. Reclamation shall be conducted concurrently
with mining and it shall be initiated within each phase as soon as is
feasible. Reclamation shall include slope contouring and revegetation
with native plant species as specified in the Reclamation Plan. USG shall
instruct its employees and other visitors to the mine to avoid peninsular
bighorn sheep. Access to undisturbed lands by humans on foot shall be
restricted, and usually would include only biologists and mining
personnel. USG shall establish a training program, including new-
employee orientation and annual refresher, to educate employees
regarding bighorn sheep and the importance of avoidance. USG shall not
allow domestic animals (cattle, sheep, donkeys, dogs, etc.) onto the mine
site or any lands under USG control. Training for mine employees shall
include instructions to report observations of domestic animals to the
quarry’s environmental manager. Upon receiving any such reports, the
environmental manager shall contact the appropriate authorities for
removal of domestic animals.

Mitigation Measure 3.5-1e: Barefoot banded gecko: Suitable habitat
occurs throughout much of the Quarry area. Prior to expanding existing
quarries or developing new quarries, focused barefoot banded gecko
surveys shall be conducted to determine whether the species is present
or absent from any proposed new disturbance areas. Surveys would be
carried out in cooperation with the CDFG and field biologists would be
required to hold Memoranda of Understanding with the CDFG to search
for this species. If the species is present, then consultation with CDFG
under Section 2081 of CESA to “take” barefoot banded gecko must be
completed prior to land disturbance.

Regarding the development of Well No. 3 and the association pipeline,
the 2008 EIR/EIS found that, with the exception of the flat-tailed horned
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lizard, impacts to all other special-status wildlife species were found to be
less than significant; the flat-tailed horned lizard was observed basking
on the rails of the narrow-gauge line. The BLM and other cooperating
agencies have implemented a Flat-tailed Horned Lizard Rangewide
Management Strategy (2003 Revision) that would minimize adverse
impacts and mitigate for residual impacts throughout the flat-tailed horned
lizard’s geographic range. The 2008 EIR/EIS includes the following
mitigation measure to address potential impacts to the Flat Tailed Horned
Lizard:

Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2019 SEIS:
Mitigation Measure 3.4-5: (See full text under Impact 4.2-1)

Mitigation Measure 3.4-6: Mining Activity Monitoring and Reporting.
Prior to the beginning of any Quarry expansion activities, USG will identify
a Designated Biologist and may additionally identify one or more
Biological Monitors to support the Designated Biologist. The Designated
Biologist and Biological Monitors will be subject to the approval of the
BLM and USFWS. The Designated Biologist will be in direct contact with
BLM and USFWS.

The Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor will have the authority and
responsibility to halt any project activities that are in violation of the
conservation and mitigation measures. To avoid and minimize effects to
biological resources, the Designated Biologist and/or Biological Monitor
will be responsible for the following:

e The Designated Biologist will notify BLM’s Authorized Officer and
USFWS at least 14 calendar days before the initiation of Quarry
expansion of new ground-disturbing activities.

e The Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor will conduct pre-
construction clearance surveys and will be on-site during any Quarry
expansion activities or other new ground-disturbing activities (e.g.,
clearing spoils stockpile areas) and will be responsible for ensuring
that no Quarry expansion activities are conducted while PBS are
within a 0.25-mile radius of the activity.
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e The Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor will immediately
notify BLM’s Authorized Officer and USFWS in writing if USG does
not comply with any conservation measures including, but not limited
to, any actual or anticipated failure to implement conservation
measures within the periods specified.

e The Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor will visit the Quarry
site periodically (no less than once per month) throughout the life of
the project to administer the Worker Education Awareness Program
(WEAP) and ensure compliance with the plans and programs listed
below.

—  The Designated Biologist will submit an annual compliance
report no later than January 31 of each year to BLM'’s
Authorized  Officer throughout the life of the project
documenting the implementation of these programs/plans as
well as compliance/non-compliance with each conservation
measure: (1) Integrated Weed Management Plan; (2) WEAP;
(3) Reclamation Plan; (4) Wildlife Mortality Reporting Program;
and (5) PBS Monitoring Plan.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-7: WEAP. Prior to project approval, USG will
develop a WEAP, to be implemented upon final approval by BLM and
USFWS. The WEAP will be available in English and Spanish. The WEAP
will be presented to all workers on the project site throughout the life of
the project. Multiple sessions of the presentation may be given to
accommodate training all workers. Wallet-sized cards summarizing the
information will be provided to all construction, operations, and
maintenance personnel. The WEAP will be approved by the BLM,
USFWS, and CDFW, and will include the following: (1) Descriptions of
special-status wildlife of the region, including PBS, and including photos
and how to identify adult and sub-adult male and female PBS; (2) The
biology and status of special-status species of the area, including PBS;
(3) A summary of the avoidance and minimization measures and other
conservation measures; (4) An explanation of the PBS observation log
(see PBS-2), including instruction on correctly filing data; (5) An
explanation of the flagging or other marking that designates authorized
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work areas; and (6) Actions and reporting procedures to be used if any
wildlife, including PBS is encountered.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-8: Wildlife Impact Avoidance and Minimization
Measures. USG will implement the following measures throughout the life
of the project (e.g., Plant and Quarry operations).

o To the extent feasible, initial site clearing for Quarry expansion,
pipeline construction, or other activities (e.g., clearing spoils
stockpile areas) will be conducted outside the nesting season
(January 1 through August 31) to avoid potential take of nesting birds
or eggs.

e The Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor will conduct pre-
construction clearance surveys no more than seven days prior to
initial site clearing for Quarry expansion or pipeline construction. To
the extent feasible, special-status wildlife (e.g., reptiles) will be
removed from *harm’s way” prior to site clearing. If an active bird
nest, including active burrowing owl burrows are present, the
biologist in consultation with CDFW will mark a suitable buffer area
around the nest and project activities will not proceed within the
buffer area until the nest is no longer active.

e For project activities in windblown sand habitats on pipeline routes,
the Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor shall be present in
each area of active surface disturbance throughout the work day.
The Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor will survey work
areas immediately prior to ground-disturbing activities and will
examine areas of active surface disturbance periodically (at least
hourly when surface temperatures exceed 85°F) for the presence of
flat-tailed horned lizard or Colorado Desert fringe-toed lizard. In
addition, all potential wildlife hazards (e.g., open pipeline trenches,
holes, or other deep excavations) shall be inspected for the
presence of any wildlife, particularly including the flat-tailed horned
lizard or Colorado Desert fringe-toed lizard, prior to backfilling.

e The Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor will be on-site during
any Quarry expansion activities or other new ground-disturbing
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activities (e.g., clearing spoils stockpile areas) and will be
responsible for ensuring that no Quarry expansion activities are
conducted while PBS are within a 0.25-mile radius of the activity.

o Speed limits along all access roads will not exceed 15 miles per
hour.

o Avoid or minimize night lighting by using shielded directional lighting
pointed downward, thereby avoiding illumination of adjacent natural
areas and the night sky.

e The boundaries of all areas to be newly disturbed (including Quarry
expansion areas, staging areas, access roads, and sites for
temporary placement of construction materials and spoils) will be
delineated with stakes and flagging prior to disturbance. All
disturbances, vehicles, and equipment will be confined to the
flagged areas. The Biological Monitor will be on the site to ensure
that no ground-disturbing activities occur outside the staked area
during initial Quarry expansion or ground disturbance.

o Spoils will be stockpiled only within previously disturbed areas, or
areas designated for future disturbance (including spoils areas
designated in the PoO).

e No potential wildlife entrapments (e.g., trenches, bores) will be left
uncovered overnight. Any uncovered pitfalls will be excavated to 3:1
slopes at the ends to provide wildlife escape ramps. Covered pitfalls
will be covered completely to prevent access by small mammals or
reptiles.

e To avoid wildlife entrapment (including birds) all pipes or other
construction materials or supplies will be covered or capped in
storage or laydown area, and at the end of each work day in
construction, Quarrying and processing/handling areas. No pipes or
tubing of sizes or inside diameters ranging from 1 to 10 inches will
be left open either temporarily or permanently.

e No anticoagulant rodenticides, such as Warfarin and related
compounds (indandiones and hydroxycoumarins), may be used
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within the project site, on off-site project facilities and activities, or in
support of any other project activities.

o Avoid wildlife attractants. All trash and food-related waste shall be
placed in self-closing raven-proof containers and removed regularly
from the site to prevent overflow. Workers shall not feed wildlife.
Water applied to dirt roads and construction areas for dust
abatement shall use the minimal amount needed to meet safety and
air quality standards to prevent the formation of puddles, which could
attract wildlife. Pooled rainwater or floodwater within quarries will be
removed to avoid attracting wildlife to the active work areas.

e Any injured or dead wildlife encountered during project-related
activities shall be reported to the Designated Biologist, Biological
Monitor, CDFW, or a CDFW-approved veterinary facility as soon as
possible to report the observation and determine the best course of
action. For special-status species, the Designated Biologist or
Biological Monitor shall notify the BLM, USFWS, and/or CDFW, as
appropriate, within 24 hours of the discovery.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-9: Burrowing Owl Avoidance. If an active
burrowing owl burrow is observed within a work area at any time of year,
the Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor, in coordination with BLM,
will designate and flag an appropriate buffer area around the burrow
where project activities will not be permitted. The buffer area will be based
on the nature of project activity and burrowing owl activity (i.e., nesting
vs. wintering). The Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor will continue
to monitor the site until it is confirmed that the burrowing owl(s) is no
longer present. If avoidance of quarrying or pipeline construction within
the buffer area is infeasible, Burrowing Owls may be excluded from an
active wintering season burrow in coordination with CDFW and in
accordance with CDFW guidelines, including provision of replacement
burrows prior to the exclusion.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-10: (See full text under Impact 4.2-1)

Mitigation Measure 3.4-11: PBS Monitoring and Reporting. USG will
support the CDFW PBS monitoring and reporting program within the
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federal action area by funding the purchase of radio collars and the
capture of ten (10) PBS in the Fish Creek and Vallecito Mountains Ewe
Group areas, to provide location monitoring data over a ten-year period.
The funding amount will be $157,115 (cost provided by CDFW), to be
transferred to the CDFW program via a means agreed up by USG, BLM,
and CDFW.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-12: PBS Avoidance and Minimization. USG will
implement the following measures throughout the life of the project.

o New ground-disturbing activities (i.e., initial Quarry development,
Quarry expansion, clearing for spoils deposition, or road
construction in previously undisturbed areas) in designated critical
habitat will not occur within PBS lambing season (January 1 through
June 30) as defined in the Recovery Plan, except with prior approval
by the Wildlife Agencies.

e The Designated Biologist or Biological Monitor will be on-site during
any Quarry expansion activities or other new ground-disturbing
activities and will walk the perimeter of the Quarry expansion area
and view surrounding habitat with binoculars, stopping work if PBS
are within a 0.25-mile radius of the activity.

o Ifa PBS enters an active work area, all heavy equipment operations
will be halted until it leaves. Quarry staff may not approach the
animal. If the animal appears to be injured or sick, USG will
immediately notify USFWS and BLM.

e Fencing installed anywhere within the Quarry area will be standard
temporary construction fencing, silt fencing, or chain-link fence at
least 7 feet tall. Any proposed permanent fencing design will be
submitted for BLM and USFWS review and approval to confirm that
the fence design is not likely to pose a threat to PBS.

Implement the following newly proposed mitigation measure:

Mitigation Measure 4.2-2a: Minimize Temporary Use Areas: During
pipeline construction the need for temporary use areas would be
minimized by using the USG private parcels on either end of the
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alignment for staging and equipment and material storage. Materials
would be transported to the project areas as needed for immediate use.

Mitigation Measure 4.2-2b: Wildlife Avoidance and Minimization
Measures—Viking Ranch Restoration Site)

To avoid impacts to common and special-status wildlife on the Viking
Ranch Restoration site, the following measures shall be implemented
during restoration activities:

e The clearing of vegetation and other initial site disturbance shall
occur outside of the bird nesting season. Grading shall take place
between September 1 and March 1. If grading must occur during the
nesting season, a qualified wildlife biologist and biological monitor
shall conduct a nesting bird survey prior to clearing work. If an active
nest is found it shall be protected in place with a work-free buffer
with a radius determined by the biologist in consultation with the
CDFW.

e Preconstruction surveys for San Diego black-tailed jack and/or
active burrows shall be conducted by a qualified biologist prior to
initiating restoration activities on the site. If any individuals are
observed in a burrow or shelter form, they will be allowed to leave
the area on their own accord. Once the burrow is determined clear
of rabbits, a qualified biologist shall collapse the burrow or shelter
form.

o Speed limits on all access roads shall not exceed 15 miles per hour.

o Avoid or minimize night lighting by using shielded directional lighting
pointed downward, thereby avoiding illumination of adjacent natural
areas and the night sky.

e The boundaries of all areas to be newly disturbed (including areas
proposed for clearing and grading, access roads, staging and
equipment storage areas) shall be delineated with stakes and
flagging prior to disturbance. All disturbances, vehicles, and
equipment shall be confined to the flagged area. The biological
monitor shall be onsite to ensure that no ground disturbing activities
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occur outside of the flagged area during vegetation clearing,
grading, or other ground disturbing activities.

e No potential wildlife entrapments (e.g., trenches, bores) will be left
uncovered overnight.

e To avoid wildlife entrapment all pipes and other construction
materials and supplies shall be covered or capped in storage areas,
and at the end of each workday. No pipes or tubing of sizes or inside
diameters ranging from 1 to 10 inches will be left open either
temporarily or permanently.

o To avoid wildlife attractants, all trash and food-related waste shall be
placed in self-closing raven-proof containers and removed regularly
from the site to prevent overflow. Workers shall not feed wildlife.
Water applied to dirt roads and construction areas for dust
abatement shall use the minimal amount needed to meet safety and
air quality standards to prevent the formation of puddles, which could
attract wildlife. Pooled rainwater shall be avoided or removed to
avoid attracting wildlife.

e Any injured or dead wildlife encountered during site restoration or
monitoring shall be reported to the project biologist, biological
monitor, CDFW, or a CDFW-approved veterinary facility as soon as
possible to report the observation and determine the best course of
action. For special-status species, the project biologist or biological
monitor shall notify the USFWS and/or CDFW as appropriate, within
24 hours of the discovery.

Impact 4.2-3: PS Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008 LTS

The Project Could Have Substantial Adverse Effects on State EIR/EIS:

or Federally Protected Wetlands

Mitigation Measure 3.5-1f: Agency contacts for impacts to streambeds:
Prior to any new disturbances on the alluvial wash portion of the project
area, USG shall contact the CDFG and the US Army Corps of Engineers
to determine whether either agency holds jurisdiction over the wash
through Sections 1601-3 of the California Fish and Game Code or
Section 404 of the Federal Clean Water Act, respectively.
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Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2019 SEIS:
Mitigation Measure 3.4-13. Future Quarry Phasing Notification and
Review. USG will notify the BLM, CDFW, and USFWS 90 days prior to
initiating future mining activities in the four phases nearest to the highest
PBS occurrence and habitat connectivity areas (phases 6Bp, 7Bp, 8, and
9). Upon notification, the agencies will coordinate with USG to review
PBS occurrence and activity in the vicinity obtained during the intervening
years, as well as relevant documentation of Nelson’s bighorn sheep
behavior near other mining operations. PBS avoidance and minimization
measures may be revised as needed to conform to new information.
Impact 4.2-4: PS Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2019 SEIS:
wilijIiI;:OI\J/Iec?\te\r;VCe)lrﬂdor,\:?r:pggzrfl\%?s;;bssittaenﬂziy with Native Mitigation Measure 3.4-8: (See full text under Impact 4.2-2)
Mitigation Measure 3.4-12: (See full text under Impact 4.2-2)
Impact 4.2-5: PS Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008
The Project Would Not Conflict with Any Local Policies or EIR/EIS:
géilgtaegcisabﬁ’tgteégﬂgesg;%'cs: ar? ?)Srolljlﬁifalozj gvr:;umi Iquitigation Mefasure 3.5-2: USG comply with' the Flat-tailed 'I-'Iorn'ed
Conservation Plan izard Rangewide Managgment Strategy, as revised, StandardlM/t/'gat/on
Measures when constructing Quarry Well #3 and the Quarry pipelines.
Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2019 SEIS:
Mitigation Measure 3.4-8: (See full text under Impact 4.2-2)
CULTURAL RESOURCES
Impact 4.3-1: LTS Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008 LTS
The Project Could Cause a Substantial Adverse Change in EIR/EIS:
t§h1e502fglﬂcance of a Historical Resource Pursuant 1o Mitigation Measure 3.8-3: If any archaeological resources are
h encountered during implementation of the Proposed Action, construction
or any other activity that may disturb or damage such resources shall be
halted, and the services of a qualified archaeologist shall be secured to
assess the resources and evaluate the potential impact. Such
construction or other activity may resume only after the archaeological
resources have been assessed and evaluated and a plan to avoid or
mitigate any potential impacts to a level of insignificance has been
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prepared and implemented.
Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2019 SEIS:

Mitigation Measure 3.6-1: Develop and Implement a Plan for
Archaeological Monitoring, Post-Review Discovery, and Unanticipated
Effects. Avoidance and protection measures for cultural resources within
the Project APE will be outlined in a Construction Monitoring and
Inadvertent Discovery Plan. This Plan will be prepared and approved prior
to the implementation of any of the action alternatives. It will describe
worker awareness training, avoidance measures, and monitoring
procedures that will be implemented to protect known cultural resources
from Project impacts. It will also detail the procedures that will be used to
assess, manage, and mitigate potential impacts on inadvertent
discoveries during Project implementation.

Mitigation Measure 3.6-2: Develop a Maintenance Notification
Agreement for Future Maintenance of Pipeline Rights-of-Way. A
Maintenance Notification Agreement will be outlined prior to the
authorization of any pipeline right-of-way grant to ensure continued
avoidance of archaeological resources during the life of the grant. This
agreement will identify the schedule and data needs that will be submitted
by USG to BLM when maintenance is needed on any of the pipelines
authorized for this project. The BLM archaeologist will review this data to
determine if and where archaeological monitors are needed during future
maintenance activities.

Implement the following newly proposed mitigation measure:

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1: Develop and Implement a Plan for
Archaeological Monitoring, Post-Review Discovery, and Unanticipated
Effects. Avoidance and protection measures for cultural resources within
the Viking Ranch APE shall be outlined in a Construction Monitoring and
Inadvertent Discovery Plan. This Plan will be prepared and approved prior
to the implementation of any of the action alternatives. The Plan shall
describe worker awareness ftraining, avoidance measures, and
monitoring procedures that will be implemented to protect known cultural
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resources from project impacts. It shall also detail the procedures that will
be used to assess, manage, and mitigate potential impacts on inadvertent
discoveries during project implementation.

Impact 4.3-2:

The Project Could Cause a Substantial Adverse Change in
the Significance of an Archaeological Resource Pursuant to
§15064.5.

LTS

Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008
EIR/EIS:

Mitigation Measure 3.8-3: (See full text under Impact 4.3-1)
Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2019 SEIS:

Mitigation Measure 3.6-1: (See full text under Impact 4.3-1)

Mitigation Measure 3.6-2: (See full text under Impact 4.3-1)
Implement the following newly proposed mitigation measure:

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1: (See full text under Impact 4.3-1)

LTS

Impact 4.3-3:
The Project Could Disturb Any Human Remains, Including
Those Interred Outside of Dedicated Cemeteries

PS

Implement the following newly proposed mitigation measure:

Mitigation Measure 4.3-2: Inadvertent Discovery of Unmarked Burials.
If human remains are uncovered during project activities, the project
operator shall immediately halt work within 50 feet of the find, contact the
Imperial County Coroner to evaluate the remains, and follow the
procedures and protocols set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.4(e)(1). If the County Coroner determines that the remains are
Native American in origin, the Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) will be notified, in accordance with Health and Safety Code
Section 7050.5(c) and Public Resources Code (PRC) 5097.98 (as
amended by Assembly Bill 2641). The NAHC shall designate a Most
Likely Descendent (MLD) for the remains per PRC Section 5097.98, and
designate a Most Likely Descendent (MLD) for the remains per PRC
Section 5097.98, with the MDL regarding their recommendations for the
disposition of the remains, taking into account the possibility of multiple
human remains.

LTS

GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Impact 4.4-1:
Directly or Indirectly Destroy a Unique Paleontological
Resource or Site or Unique Geological Feature

PS

Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008
EIR/EIS:

Mitigation Measure 3.2-1a: Reclaimed cut slopes in the alluvial materials

LTS
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(map units Qya and Qoa) should be constructed no steeper than
1.75H:1V up to a maximum height of 100 feet.

Mitigation Measure 3.2-1b: Reclaimed cut slopes in the gypsum (map
unit Tfc) should be no steeper than 1H:1V up to a maximum height of
approximately 225 feet.

Mitigation Measure 3.2-1c: Any large, unstable, rounded boulders on
reclaimed slopes steeper than approximately 2H:1V should be removed
or stabilized prior to the end of reclamation.

Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2019 SEIS:

Mitigation Measure 3.2-3: Once the pipeline alignment is located and
staked, a pre-construction pedestrian field survey is recommended in
order to locate any surficial fossil localities and verify the geologic units
underlying the area associated with the Proposed Action. For any areas
where potential resources cannot be avoided by the pipeline construction,
a Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (PRMMP)
should be prepared and implemented by a BLM-permitted paleontologist
and approved by the BLM and Imperial County.

Implement the following newly proposed mitigation measure:

Mitigation Measure 4.4-1: Pre-construction pedestrian field surveys
shall be conducted throughout the proposed areas of disturbance for the
Well No. 3 site, the final pipeline alignment, and the Viking Ranch site to
locate any surficial fossil localities and verify the underlying geologic units.
For any areas where potential resources cannot be avoided by proposed
construction activities, a Paleontological Resources Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan (PRMMP) shall be prepared and implemented by a BLM-
permitted paleontologist and approved by the BLM and Imperial County.

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Impact 4.5-1: LTS Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008 LTS
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Generated by Project Activities EIR/EIS:

Could Have a Significant Impact on Global Climate Change Mitigation Measure 1: USG has already acquired approximately $1.6

million in emission credits for the Project to meet applicable air quality

LTS = Less than Significant; PS = Potentially Significant; S = Significant; SU = Significant and Unavoidable

Imperial County Page | ES-26
Planning and Development Services Department



USG Plaster City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project

Planning and Development Services Department

Draft SEIR—April 2023 Executive Summag
Significance Significance
Before After
Impact Mitigation Mitigation Measures Mitigation
standards. Similarly, to the extent necessary, USG will acquire
recognized carbon credits to offset the project’s increased GHG
emissions.
Mitigation Measure 3.6-1a: USG shall ensure all equipment is
maintained and tuned according to manufacturer’s specifications.
Mitigation Measure 3.6-1b: USG shall schedule production activities to
minimize daily equipment operations and idling trucks.
Mitigation Measure 3.6-1c: USG shall comply with all existing and future
California Air Resources Board (CARB) and ICAPCD regulations related
to diesel-fueled trucks and equipment, which may include: (1) meeting
more stringent engine emission standards; (2) retrofitting existing engines
with particulate traps; (3) use of low or ultra-low sulfur diesel fuel; and (4)
use of alternative fuels or equipment.
Impact 4.5-2: LTS None required. LTS
Consistency with Applicable GHG Plans, Policies, or
Regulations
HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Impact 4.6-1: LTS None required. LTS
The Project Could Violate Water Quality Standards or Waste
Discharge Requirements or Otherwise Substantially Degrade
Surface or Ground Water Quality
Impact 4.6-2: LTS None required. LTS
The Project Could Substantially Decrease Groundwater
Supplies or Interfere Substantially with Groundwater
Recharge Such That the Project May Impede Sustainable
Groundwater Management of the Basin
Impact 4.6-3: PS Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008 LTS
The Project Could Substantially Alter the Existing Drainage EIR/EIS:
Pattern of the Site Resulting in Substantial Erosion or Mitiaation M 3.3-7: An earthen b m tructed alona th
Siltation, Flooding on or Offsite, the Provision of Substantial gation Weasure 3.-/: An éarthen berm Will be construciea along the
Additional Sources of Polluted Runoff, or the Impediment or west side of the Quarry in order to preserve the natural dra/nagelpa'zthway.
Redirection of Flood Flows The berm'wguld' work as a natural earth channel, to preserve existing flow
characteristics in the drainage area and protect the Quarry from flood
waters by diverting water away from the Quarry and towards the Fish
LTS = Less than Significant; PS = Potentially Significant; S = Significant; SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Significance Significance
Before After
Impact Mitigation Mitigation Measures Mitigation
Creek Wash. This channel requires a minimum 50-foot bottom width for
the floodway and 2:1 channel side slopes. The graded channel only
requires an earthen berm of approximately 5 feet high, assuming 2 feet
of freeboard. The berm would be 5 feet high by 20 feet wide, and would
provide an adequate solution to contain and divert run-off.
Implement the following newly proposed mitigation measure:
Mitigation Measure 4.6-1: The final design for the proposed berm along
the westerly edge of the Quarry shall incorporate the recommendations
provided in the Hydrologic and Water Quality Study prepared by Dudek
dated April 2018 and appended to this SEIR. These recommendations
include a 50-foot-wide conveyance channel on the western side of the
berm and armoring of the westerly bank of the berm with rock riprap.
Impact 4.6-4: LTS None required. LTS
The Project Could Release Pollutants in the Event of
Inundation rom Flood, Tsunami, or Seiche
Impact 4.6-5: LTS None required. LTS
The Project Could Conflict with or Obstruct Implementation of
a Water Quality Control Plan or Sustainable Groundwater
Management Plan
LAND USE AND PLANNING
Impact 4.7-1: LTS None required. LTS
Physically Divide an Established Community
Impact 4.7-2: LTS None required. LTS
Conflict with Land Use Plans, Policies, and Regulations
TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
Impact 4.8-1: LTS Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2008 LTS
Would the Project Adversely Affect the Significance of a EIR/EIS:
Tribal Cultural Resources, As Defined in PRC §21074 Mitigation Measure 3.8-3: If any archaeological resources are
encountered during implementation of the Proposed Action, construction
or any other activity that may disturb or damage such resources shall be
halted, and the services of a qualified archaeologist shall be secured to
assess the resources and evaluate the potential impact. Such
construction or other activity may resume only after the archaeological
LTS = Less than Significant; PS = Potentially Significant; S = Significant; SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Impact Mitigation Mitigation Measures Mitigation

resources have been assessed and evaluated and a plan to avoid or
mitigate any potential impacts to a level of insignificance has been
prepared and implemented.

Implement the following existing mitigation measures from the 2019 SEIS:

Mitigation Measure 3.6-1: Develop and Implement a Plan for
Archaeological Monitoring, Post-Review Discovery, and Unanticipated
Effects. Avoidance and protection measures for cultural resources within
the Project APE will be outlined in a Construction Monitoring and
Inadvertent Discovery Plan. This Plan will be prepared and approved prior
fo the implementation of any of the action alternatives. It will describe
worker awareness ftraining, avoidance measures, and monitoring
procedures that will be implemented to protect known cultural resources
from Project impacts. It will also detail the procedures that will be used to
assess, manage, and mitigate potential impacts on inadvertent
discoveries during Project implementation.

Mitigation Measure 3.6-2: Develop a Maintenance Notification
Agreement for Future Maintenance of Pipeline Rights-of-Way. A
Maintenance Notification Agreement will be outlined prior to the
authorization of any pipeline right-of-way grant to ensure continued
avoidance of archaeological resources during the life of the grant. This
agreement will identify the schedule and data needs that will be submitted
by USG to BLM when maintenance is needed on any of the pipelines
authorized for this project. The BLM archaeologist will review this data to
determine if and where archaeological monitors are needed during future
maintenance activities.

Implement the following newly proposed mitigation measure:

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measures 4.3-1 (See Impact
4.3-1 for complete text) and 4.3-2. (See Impact 4.3-3 for complete text)

OTHER CEQA TOPICS
Impact 7-1: PS Mitigation Measures: Relevant mitigation measures required to reduce LTS
Substantially Degrade the Quality of the Environment, this impact to a less than significant level include the following measures

Reduce Habitat of a Fish or Wildlife Species, Cause a Fish or

LTS = Less than Significant; PS = Potentially Significant; S = Significant; SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Impact Mitigation Mitigation Measures Mitigation
Wildlife Population to Drop Below Self-Sustaining Levels, from Section 4.2, “Biological Resources,” and Section 4.3, “Cultural
Threaten to Eliminate a Plant or Animal Community, Resources,” of this SEIR:

Substantially Reduce the Number or Restrict the Range of a )
Rare or Endangered Plant or Animal or Eliminate Important . 2008 ?IR/EIS'

Examples of the Major Periods of California History or — Mitigation Measure 3.5-1a
Prehistory — Mitigation Measure 3.5-1b

— Mitigation Measure 3.5-1c¢
— Mitigation Measure 3.5-1d
— Mitigation Measure 3.5-1e
— Mitigation Measure 3.5-1f
— Mitigation Measure 3.5-2
— Mitigation Measure 3.8-3
e 2019 SEIS:
— Mitigation Measure 3.4-5
— Mitigation Measure 3.4-6
— Mitigation Measure 3.4-7
— Mitigation Measure 3.4-8
— Mitigation Measure 3.4-9
— Mitigation Measure 3.4-10
— Mitigation Measure 3.4-11
— Mitigation Measure 3.4-12
— Mitigation Measure 3.4-13
— Mitigation Measure 3.6-1

— Mitigation Measure 3.6-2
Impact 7-2: LTS None required. LTS
Impacts that are Individually Limited but Cumulatively
Considerable
Impact 7-3: PS Mitigation Measures: Implement the following existing and newly LTS
Environmental Effects which will Cause Substantial Adverse proposed mitigation measures:

Effects on Human Beings

LTS = Less than Significant; PS = Potentially Significant; S = Significant; SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Impact Mitigation Mitigation Measures Mitigation

e 2008 EIR/EIS:
—  Mitigation Measure 3.6-1a
—  Mitigation Measure 3.6-1b
—  Mitigation Measure 3.6-1c
e  SEIR Section 4.1:
—  Mitigation Measure 4.1-1a
—  Mitigation Measure 4.1-1b

LTS = Less than Significant; PS = Potentially Significant; S = Significant; SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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CHAPTER 1:
INTRODUCTION

This draft subsequent environmental impact report (SEIR) has been prepared by Imperial County (County),
the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code [PRC],
Section 21000 et seq.; California Code of Regulations [CCR] Title 14 Section 15000 et seq. [CEQA
Guidelines]) pursuant to 14 CCR section 15162, to evaluate the potentially significant environmental effects
associated with United States Gypsum Company’s (“USG” or “the applicant”) request for a Condition Use
Permit (CUP) to develop Well No. 3 and an associated pipeline to support mining operations at the Plaster
City Quarry (Quarry). In addition, this SEIR evaluates mining operations at the Quarry under the 2008 Quarry
Expansion and restoration and preservation of two off-site properties (Viking Ranch restoration site and Old
Kane Springs Road preservation site). Together these components make up the proposed project. A detailed
description of the proposed project can be found in Chapter 2, “Project Description.”

Under CEQA, the County must identify and consider the potentially significant environmental effects of the
actions proposed before making a final decision to approve the proposed project. This SEIR will be used in
the planning and decision-making process by the lead agency (the County) and other responsible and trustee
agencies.

This introductory chapter provides a background and summary of the proposed project; an overview of the
environmental review process required under CEQA; agency roles and responsibilities; and the organization
used in this SEIR.

1.1 PURPOSE OF A SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

An EIR is an informational document that informs public agency decision makers and the public of significant
environmental effects that could occur as a result of implementing a proposed project. EIRs also provide
mitigation measures to reduce those environmental effects and an evaluation of alternatives to the proposed
project. Development of Well No. 3 and an associated pipeline, expansion of the existing Quarry, replacement
of an existing 8-inch diameter water pipeline from USG’s wells in Ocatillo to the Plaster City Plant (Plant),
installation of an approximately 14.4-megawatt (MW) cogeneration unit for the Plant operation, and
construction of an off-specification material recycling system were part of the United States Gypsum
Company Expansion/Modernization Project (USG Expansion/Modernization Project) that was evaluated in a
2006 Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (2006 Draft EIR/EIS) and a 2008
Final EIR/EIS. Together, the two documents are referred to in this SEIR as the “2008 EIR/EIS” (Imperial
County 2008). The 2008 EIR/EIS was certified by the Imperial County Board of Supervisors (Board) in 2008
(SCH No. 200121133). As such, the potential environmental impacts of Quarry expansion and reclamation
and Quarry Well No. 3 development were previously evaluated in the 2008 EIR/EIS.

In addition to the 2008 EIR/EIS, analysis of the USG Expansion/Modernization Project was completed under
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) as part of the process of obtaining the federal approvals
required for the Quarry expansion. The NEPA process resulted in the completion of a Draft Supplemental
EIR (SEIS) in June 2019 and a Final SEIS in November 2019 for the USG Expansion/Modernization Project.
The 2019 Final SEIS included mitigation to offset the impacts to 139 acres of waters of the United States at
the Quarry by restoring, enhancing, and preserving aquatic resources at a property where aquatic functions
are similar to the impacted functions. In response, USG proposes to mitigate impacts at a 1.92:1 mitigation-
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top-impact ratio, for a total of 267.3 acres of rehabilitation, enhancement, and preservation of aquatic
resources. The proposed compensatory mitigation consists of the restoration and enhancement of an
approximately 207-acre area at the Viking Ranch restoration site and the preservation of approximately 121
acres at the Old Kane Springs Road preservation site.

The County has determined that it will prepare an SEIR for the proposed project, as provided for in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162, which states:

(@) When an EIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent EIR
shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of substantial
evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the following:

(1)

(2)

Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the
previous EIR or ND due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or ND due to the involvement
of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects; or;

New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as complete
or the ND was adopted, shows any of the following:

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or
ND;

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the
previous EIR;

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in
the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative.

(b) If changes to a project or its circumstances occur, or new information becomes available after
adoption of a ND, the lead agency shall prepare a subsequent EIR if required under [14 CCR Section
15162(a)]. Otherwise, the lead agency shall determine whether to prepare a subsequent negative
declaration or an addendum, or no further documentation.

(c) A subsequent EIR or subsequent ND shall be given the same notice and public review as required
under CEQA Guidelines Section 15072 or Section 15087. A subsequent EIR or ND shall state where
the previous documents are available and may be reviewed.

In addition, California Public Resources Code section 21166 provides:

When an [EIR] has been prepared for a project..., no subsequent or supplemental [EIR] shall be required
by the lead agency...unless one or more of the following events occurs:
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(@) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the [EIR].

(b) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is being
undertaken which will require major revisions in the [EIR].

(c) New information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time the [EIR]
was certified as complete, becomes available.

The County has determined that factors exist that warrant preparation of an SEIR in this case, including
project changes and changes in the project’s circumstances. An SEIR is not intended to recommend either
approval or denial of a project. Rather, an SEIR is a document whose primary purpose is to disclose all new
potential environmental impacts associated with a revised action or “project.”

The SEIR process and the information it generates is used for purposes that include:

« informing governmental decision makers, agencies, and the public about potential, significant
environmental effects of proposed activities;

« identifying ways that environmental damage can be avoided or significantly reduced; and

« preventing significant, avoidable damage to the environment by requiring changes to the project by
using alternatives or mitigation measures if the governmental agency finds the changes to be
feasible.

The purpose of this SEIR is to provide an opportunity for agency representatives and the public to review
and comment on the adequacy of the SEIR before it is prepared as a final document and certified. This SEIR
has been prepared by the County, acting in its capacity as lead agency, pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines. The County has independently reviewed and analyzed this SEIR in accordance with PRC Section
21082.1(c)(1).

The mitigation measures from the 2008 EIR/EIS and the 2019 SEIS have been carried forward from the
original certified environmental documents for the proposed project. In addition, new mitigation measures
have been recommended to address new significant impacts. Mitigation measures to be imposed, if the
project is approved, will be included in a Mitigation Monitoring and Report Program (MMRP) that documents
the mitigation measures, specifies the parties responsible for implementing and funding each measure, and
identifies the agency or other party responsible for monitoring, verifying, and documenting that measures
have been or are being implemented. These measures may also be included in the conditions of project
approval.

1.2 SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project consists of approval of a Conditional Use Permit from the County of Imperial (County)
for the development of a new production well, Well No. 3, and an associated pipeline to provide water to the
United States Gypsum (USG) Plaster City Quarry (Quarry). Together, these three project components are
referred to as the “project area.”

Additional land use entitlements from the County are not needed for mining and reclamation activities under
the Quarry expansion. However, because Well No. 3 and the associated pipeline would provide water to
support Quarry operations, this SEIR evaluates potential environmental impacts associated with mining and
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reclamation activities under the Quarry expansion, for full disclosure and to provide the appropriate CEQA
compliance analysis and mitigation for responsible and trustee agencies.

This SEIR also evaluates potential environmental impacts associated with the Viking Ranch restoration and
Old Kane Springs Road preservation actions, as proposed in the Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan
(Appendix D-4). As described under the “Previous EIR/EIS” section below, USG identified the approximately
207-acre Viking Ranch site for restoration and the 121-acre Old Kane Spring Road site for preservation to
provide compensatory mitigation for the impacts to 139 acres of water of the United States at the Quarry.
Although the Viking Ranch restoration and Old Kane Spring Road preservation will not require entitlements
from Imperial County, this EIR evaluates the environmental impacts of these actions for full disclosure and
to provide the appropriate CEQA compliance analysis and mitigation for responsible and trustee agencies,
including San Diego County which will issue a Major Grading Permit.

1.3 ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS
1.3.1 Scope of this Environmental Impact Report

The County prepared an initial study that included a preliminary evaluation of the potential scope of the SEIR
(see Appendix A-1, “Initial Study”). The County then circulated a notice of preparation (NOP) that indicated
those topic areas that would require evaluation in the SEIR (see Appendix A-2, “NOC/NOP”). Also included
in Appendix A is Appendix A-3, which includes written comments received from the NOP and scoping
meeting). The NOP was published on July 18, 2022, and the public comment period for commenting on the
scope of the SEIR lasted through August 22, 2022. The NOP was sent to property owners within 1,000 feet
of the project areas, trustee agencies, interested organizations and individuals, and the State Clearinghouse.

A public scoping session was held on August 11, 2022, at the Imperial County Planning and Development
Services Department offices and virtually via the Zoom platform. Three public agency comments were
received by the County during the scoping period. These comments were accounted for during preparation
of the SEIR and are included as Appendix A-3.

The initial study determined that the following environmental factors would be potentially affected by the
proposed project and are, therefore, addressed in this SEIR:

 Air Quality  Hydrology and Water Quality

« Biological Resources « Land Use and Planning

o Cultural Resources  Tribal Cultural Resources

« Geology and Soils « Mandatory Findings of Significance

o Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The initial study also determined that the project would not result in significant adverse impacts associated
with the following resource topics and eliminated these issues from further consideration in the SEIR:

o Aesthetics « Population and Housing
« Agricultural and Forestry Resources « Public Services
o Energy « Recreation
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» Hazards and Hazardous Materials » Transportation
o Mineral Resources « Utilities and Services Systems
« Noise «  Wildfire

1.3.2 Public Review

This SEIR is available for public review and comment during the 45-day period identified on the notice of
availability/notice of completion (NOA/NOC) of an SEIR accompanying this document. This SEIR and all
supporting technical documents and reference documents are available for public review at the Imperial
County Planning and Development Services Department located at 801 Main Street in EI Centro, California
92243 and on the Imperial County website at:

http://icpds.com/planning/environmental-impact-reports/draft-eirs/

During the 45-day public comment period, written comments on the SEIR may be submitted to the Planning
and Development Services Department at the following address:

Attn.: Ms. Diana Robinson, Planning Division Manager

Imperial County Planning and Development Services Department
801 Main Street

El Centro, California 92243

Written comments on the SEIR may alternately be submitted via e-mail with the subject line “USG Plaster
City Quarry Expansion and Well No. 3 Project SEIR” to DianaRobinson@co.imperial.ca.us.

Oral comments on the SEIR are welcome and may be stated at a public meeting, which shall be held as
indicated on the NOA/NOC.

Following the public review and comment period, the County will respond to all written and oral comments
received on the environmental analysis in this SEIR. The responses and any other revisions to the SEIR will
be prepared as a response-to-comments document. The SEIR and its appendices, together with the
response-to-comments document, will constitute the final SEIR for the proposed project.

1.3.3 Use of the SEIR

Pursuant to CEQA, this is a public information document for use by governmental agencies and the public.
The information contained in this SEIR is subject to review and consideration by the County (as the lead
agency) and any other responsible agencies before the County decides to approve, reject, or modify the
proposed project.

The Imperial County Planning Commission must ultimately certify that it has reviewed and considered the
information in the SEIR and that the SEIR has been completed in conformity with the requirements of CEQA
before making any decision on the proposed project. Certification of the SEIR does not constitute approval
of the project.
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1.4 DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

It is anticipated that this SEIR will provide environmental review for all discretionary approvals and actions
necessary for this project. A number of permits and approvals would be required before the proposed project
could be implemented, although quarrying operations pursuant to existing entitlements are anticipated to
continue throughout the environmental review process.

As lead agency for the proposed project, the County is primarily responsible for the approvals required. The
primary approval being sought is a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to allow for development of Well No. 3 and
an associated pipeline. As part of any approval action for the project, the County would be required to certify
the final EIR, adopt findings of fact and overriding considerations (if necessary), and adopt a mitigation
monitoring and reporting program. In Imperial County, the County Planning Commission is the approval
authority for surface mining permits and reclamation plans, which action is appealable to the County Board
of Supervisors.

1.5 RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES

Projects or actions undertaken by the lead agency (i.e., the County) may require subsequent oversight,
approvals, or permits from other public agencies to be implemented. Other such agencies are referred to as
‘responsible agencies” and “trustee agencies.” Pursuant to Sections 15381 and 15386 of the CEQA
Guidelines, as amended, responsible agencies and trustee agencies are defined as follows:

« A‘responsible agency” is a public agency that proposes to carry out or approve a project, for which
a lead agency is preparing or has prepared an EIR or negative declaration. For the purposes of
CEQA, the term “responsible agency” includes all public agencies other than the lead agency that
have discretionary approval power over the project (Section 15381).

« A ‘trustee agency’ is a state agency having jurisdiction by law over natural resources affected by a
project that are held in trust for the people of the State of California (Section 15386).

A number of agencies may have a particular interest in the project. These agencies include those listed
below:
Federal Agencies
« United States Corps of Engineers (404 Permit)

State Agencies

« California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement)
« Colorado River Regional Water Quality Control Board (401 Certification)

Regional and Local Agencies

« County of San Diego (Major Grading Permit)

o Colorado River Regional Water Quality Control Board (Construction General Permit Notice of
Intent [NOI], Industrial General Permit NOI, Waste Discharge Requirements)
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The following public agency approvals have already been obtained:

« U.S. Bureau of Land Management (Right-of-Way Grants [Case file numbers CACA-056908 and
CACA-044014], 2003 Plan of Operations Revised April 2018)

« U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Biological Opinion FWS-ERIV-11B0345-19F1352)
1.6 REPORT ORGANIZATION
This SEIR is organized into the following chapters and sections:

Executive Summary

This chapter provides a summary of the project and a summary of new significant environmental impacts
not covered in the original EIR that would result from implementation of the proposed project, and
describes new conditions of approval and mitigation measures, also not covered in the original EIR,
recommended to avoid or reduce significant impacts.

Chapter 1, “Introduction”

This chapter discusses the overall SEIR purpose; provides a summary of the proposed project; describes
the SEIR scope; and summarizes the organization of the SEIR.

Chapter 2, “Project Description”

This chapter provides a description of the project’s objectives, the project site and context, and a detailed
description of the proposed project and its required local (County) approval process.

Chapter 3, “Terminology, Approach, and Assumptions”

This chapter describes key terminology, approaches, and assumptions used in the SEIR analysis,
including definitions of existing conditions versus baseline conditions, descriptions of the increment of
net new changes at the site attributable to the project, and assumptions regarding other cumulative
development and approaches used to define cumulative scenarios.

Chapter 4, “Environmental Analysis”

This chapter provides the environmental setting, impacts, and required mitigation measures for the
project organized by issue area corresponding to topics in the CEQA Environmental Checklist (CEQA
Guidelines Appendix G, as amended). Sections 4.1 through 4.8 address the environmental topics of this
SEIR: aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, climate change and greenhouse gas emissions,
geology and soils, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, and noise, respectively.

Each resource section follows the same format and includes the following primary subsections:

« The “Environmental Setting” subsections provide an overview of the existing physical
environmental conditions at the time this analysis was prepared, which establishes a baseline
used during analysis of potential impacts created by the project. When relevant to the analysis,
the “Environmental Setting” subsection also provides predicted future environmental conditions
under circumstances without the project to provide a benchmark for the impact analysis of future
conditions with the project.
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« The “Regulatory Setting” subsections identify the plans, policies, laws, regulations, and
ordinances that are relevant to each resource subject. This subsection describes required
permits and other approvals necessary to implement the project.

« The “Impact Analysis Methodology” subsections provide criteria that define when an impact
would be considered significant. Criteria are based on CEQA Guidelines, scientific and factual
data, views of the public in affected area(s), the policy/regulatory environment of affected
jurisdictions, or other factors.

« The “Impacts and Mitigation Measures” subsections provide an assessment of the potential
impacts of the project and specify why impacts are found to be either significant and unavoidable,
significant, or potentially significant but mitigable, less than significant, or why no environmental
impact would result. Feasible mitigation measures to avoid or reduce the severity of identified
impacts follow the impact discussions. Where feasible mitigation cannot reduce impacts to a
less-than-significant level, the impacts are identified as significant and unavoidable. The analysis
of cumulative impacts is provided in Chapter 5, “Cumulative Impacts.”

Chapter 5, “Cumulative Impacts”

This section provides an evaluation of the cumulative impacts, which is based on the past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable conditions, together with the effects of the project.

Chapter 6, “Alternatives”

This section provides a comparative evaluation of alternatives to the proposed project. The alternatives
include:

« No Project—Reclamation of Existing Conditions Alternative,
« Prohibited Nighttime Reclamation Alternative,

« Revised ADV Construction Phasing Alternative, and

« Reduced Capacity of Lake A Diversion Structure Alternative.

Chapter 7, “Other CEQA Topics”

This section provides the required analysis of growth-inducing impacts; significant irreversible changes;
effects found not to be significant; and significant unavoidable impacts.

Chapter 8, “List of Preparers”

This section identifies the preparers of the SEIR and the persons and organizations contacted.

Chapter 9, “References and Resources”
This section identifies the references and resources cited within the text of this SEIR.

Chapter 10, “Acronyms”
This section provides an alphabetical list of the acronyms and initialisms used throughout the SEIR.
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Appendices

The appendices contain the initial study, the NOC and NOP, written comments submitted on the NOP,
and technical studies and reports used to prepare the SEIR.
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