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NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Project: Proposed RV Park Acquisition, Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA)
Lead Agency: California Department of Parks and Recreation (CDPR), Off-Highway Motor
Vehicle Recreation (OHMVR) Division
Availability of Documents: The Initial Study for this Negative Declaration is available for
review at:
•

Ocotillo Wells District Office
5172 Highway 78, Ste. #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
(760) 767-4953
Contact – Garratt Aitchison

•

CDPR, OHMVR Division
1725 23rd Street, Suite 200
Sacramento, CA 95816
(916) 708-3485
Contact – Katie Metraux

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The OHMVR Division is evaluating the potential environmental effects of acquiring a 57-acre RV
Park that is adjacent to Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The property offers CDPR a wide range of
recreational and educational opportunities and conveniences to support Ocotillo Wells SVRA
visitors. The property includes 185 developed campsites with electric/water hook-ups and dump
station, coin operated showers, a swimming pool, fenced RV storage yard, and a special event
stage/venue.
CDPR would operate the RV Park as a CDPR facility. All CDPR regulations governing
recreational use would be applied to the RV Park. No changes are proposed to the existing
facilities.
PROPOSED FINDING
The OHMVR Division has reviewed the Initial Study and determined there is no substantial
evidence that the project may have a significant effect on the environment. No changes to the
project plans or mitigation measures are required. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections
15064(f)(3) and 15070(a), a Negative Declaration has been prepared for consideration as the
appropriate CEQA document for the project.
BASIS OF FINDING
Based on the environmental evaluation presented in the attached Initial Study, the project would
not cause significant adverse effects related to aesthetics, agricultural and forestry resources,
air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology/soils, greenhouse gas emissions,
hazards/hazardous materials, hydrology/water quality, land use/planning, mineral resources,
noise, population/housing, public services, recreation, transportation/traffic, tribal cultural
resources, and utilities/service systems. In addition, substantial adverse effects on humans,
either direct or indirect, would not occur. The project does not affect any important examples of
the major periods of California prehistory or history. Nor would the project substantially reduce
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the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below selfsustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, or substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal. The project does not have
impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable.
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND CUSTODIAN OF DOCUMENTS
The record, upon which all findings and determinations related to the approval of the project are
based, includes the following:
1. The Negative Declaration and all documents referenced in or relied upon by the
Negative Declaration.
2. All information (including written evidence and testimony) provided by OHMVR Division
staff to the decision maker(s) relating to the Negative Declaration, the approvals, and the
project.
3. All information (including written evidence and testimony) presented to the OHMVR
Division by the environmental consultant who prepared the Negative Declaration or
incorporated into reports presented to the OHMVR Division.
4. All information (including written evidence and testimony) presented to the OHMVR
Division from other public agencies and members of the public related to the project or
the Negative Declaration.
5. All applications, letters, testimony, and presentations relating to the project.
6. All other documents composing the record pursuant to Public Resources Code section
21167.6(e).
The OHMVR Division is the custodian of the documents and other materials that constitute the
record of the proceedings upon which the OHMVR Division’s decisions are based. The contact
for this material is:
Ocotillo Wells District
California Dept. of Parks and Recreation, OHMVR Division
5172 Highway 78, Ste. #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
(760) 767-4953
Contact – Garratt Aitchison
Pursuant to section 21082.1 of the California Environmental Quality Act, the OHMVR Division
has independently reviewed and analyzed the IS/ND for the proposed project and finds these
documents reflect the independent judgment of the OHMVR Division.
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Chapter 1 INTRODUCTION
1.1

INTRODUCTION AND REGULATORY GUIDANCE

This Initial Study is being prepared to evaluate the potential environmental effects of acquiring
the 57-acre Blu-In RV Park that is adjacent to Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The property offers CDPR a
wide range of recreational and educational opportunities and conveniences to support Ocotillo
Wells SVRA. The property includes 185 developed campsites with electric/water hook-ups,
dump stations, coin operated showers, a swimming pool, and a special event stage/venue.
Storage for RVs during the off-season is also incorporated into this property. Americans with
Disability Access (ADA)-compliant access is provided, and a campground host and expanded
volunteer program could be incorporated.
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; Public Resources Code § 21000 et seq.) and
the CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR §15000 et seq.) establish the OHMVR Division as the lead
agency. The lead agency is defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15367 as “the public agency
which has the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project.” The lead agency
decides whether an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or Negative Declaration is required for
the project and is responsible for preparing the appropriate environmental review document.
According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, a public agency shall prepare a proposed
Negative Declaration or a Mitigated Negative Declaration when:
1. The Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record
before the agency, that the project may have a significant effect on the environment, or
2. The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects, but:
– Revisions in the project plans made before a proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
and Initial Study are released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the
effects to a point where clearly no significant effects would occur, and
– There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, that
the project as revised may have a significant effect on the environment.
Pursuant to Section 15070, the OHMVR Division has determined a Negative Declaration is the
appropriate environmental review document for the Blu-In RV Park Acquisition.

1.2

LEAD AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION

The lead agency for the proposed project is the OHMVR Division, the agency that would be
approving the project. The contact person for the lead agency is:
Garratt Aitchison
Ocotillo Wells District Office
5172 Highway 78, Ste. #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004
(760) 767-4953
Garratt.Aitchison@parks.ca.gov

1.3

DOCUMENT PURPOSE AND ORGANIZATION

The purpose of this document is to evaluate the potential environmental effects of the
acquisition of the 57-acre Blu-In RV Park adjacent to Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
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This document is organized as follows:

1.4

•

Chapter 1 – Introduction. This chapter introduces the project and describes the purpose
and organization of this document.

•

Chapter 2 – Project Description. This chapter describes the project location, area, site,
objectives, and characteristics.

•

Chapter 3 – Environmental Checklist and Responses. This chapter contains the
Environmental Checklist, which identifies the significance of potential environmental
impacts (by environmental issue) and a brief discussion of each impact resulting from
implementation of the proposed project. This chapter also contains the Mandatory
Findings of Significance.

•

Chapter 4 – Report Preparation. This chapter provides a list of those involved in the
preparation of this document.
REQUIRED PERMITS AND APPROVALS

The current RV park owners have a permit to operate and a conditional use permit from Imperial
County; however, once the RV park is owned by the State, County permits would be not be
required.
The RV park relies on well water for its water supply system. The water system is regulated by
the Imperial County Public Health Department (IC PHD) which issues a permit for operation of
the system. As part of its permit authority, IC PHD monitors the groundwater supply. Future
operation of the RV park by the State would require obtaining and maintaining a permit from the
IC PHC for operation of the water supply system.
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Chapter 2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
PROJECT LOCATION AND SITE DESCRIPTION

2.1

The OHMVR Division proposes to purchase a 57-acre RV Park located on the southern border
of Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The RV Park is located at 2189 Highway 78, about 22 miles southeast
of Borrego Springs. It is situated along Highway 78 west of the Salton Sea in northwestern
Imperial County near its border with San Diego County (Figures 1 and 2).
The project property is desert landscape comprising 17 acres developed for RV camping and 40
acres undeveloped land. The property is flat and mostly devoid of vegetation. Some native
vegetation occurs in the open areas and landscape trees have been planted in the campsites.
The RV Park property is developed with facilities supporting RV camping as listed below and
shown in Figures 3 through 11:

2.2

•

Campsites. 185 developed campsites with electric/water hook-ups. There are two sizes
of campsites – one is a standard “pull-through” site (30’x70’), the other is a premium
“pull-through” site (40+’x 70’). See Figures 3 through 5.

•

Park Office Building. 625-square-foot (SF) park office building. See Figure 6.

•

Clubhouse. 1,600 SF clubhouse with 2 restrooms, 4 showers, laundry room with 10
washers and dryers, gas fireplace. The clubhouse includes a swimming pool and special
event stage/venue. See Figures 7 and 8.

•

RV Storage. Fenced storage yard for 200 RV’s. The park stores 50-150 RVs from
October 1 to June 1 (in-season) and 15-30 RVs in the off-season.

•

Manufactured Home. 1,250 SF 3 Bedroom 2 bath, built in 2011. See Figure 9.

•

ADA Access. Provided throughout the RV park.

•

RV Dump Stations. Two dump stations open to the public.

•

Propane Tank. Open for public propane fill ups.

•

Electrical Power. A three-section electrical switching station, 12470-volt primary
metering pedestal, 4250 KVA transformers, 150 KVA transformer, 175 KVA transformer,
41200 amp distribution panels, 1480 KVA transformer, 1480 V distribution panel, 3phase dead front. The individual campsites are not metered.

•

Water Supply. Four 10,000-gallon water storage tanks, 2 booster pumps, 1-10”
commercial well yielding 200 gallons per minute, water system driver that maintains
water pressure throughout the RV park. See Figure 10.

•

Waste Water Treatment. A 20,000-gallons-per-day wastewater treatment system and a
wastewater lift station. See Figure 11.
PROJECT PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVE

The purpose of this project is to fill in the need for formal developed camping opportunities for
visitors to the 85,000-acre Ocotillo Wells SVRA. Ocotillo Wells SVRA has considered adding
developed campground sites within the park; however, there is no feasible way to incorporate a
developed campground as large as the subject RV Park.
All camping in Ocotillo Wells SVRA is dry camping; there are no hook ups for RVs, and it is selfcontained camping only. There are two public shower buildings and a few public bathrooms in
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the SVRA to accommodate all SVRA visitors. With dry camping, water and battery power in RV
units are exhausted within two or three days. People wishing to stay for longer periods must
obtain water and fuel to extend their visit to the desert. The dumping of the RV holding tanks
can become a major issue after a few days as most RVs are only equipped with 40- to 50-gallon
holding tanks. The acquisition of the Blu-In RV Park would provide SVRA visitors with a camp
location that provides the necessary water, power, and sanitation hook-ups needed during their
stay.

2.3

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

2.3.1

Property Acquisition

The OHMVR Division proposes purchasing the 57-acre property comprising the RV Park using
appropriated Off-Highway Vehicle Trust Funds. The California Public Works Board is
responsible for approving the acquisition. The Acquisition and Development Division of CDPR
would process the land transfer documents after Public Works Board approval.
2.3.2

Property Management

Upon acquisition by CDPR, the RV Park would be added to Ocotillo Wells SVRA and operated
as a RV campground. The existing RV Park facilities would remain unchanged by CDPR
acquisition. No change in the current recreational use of the property is proposed. The
acquisition project does not propose construction of new facilities to support the existing use,
although minor projects could be foreseeable, such as new kiosks and signage containing state
park information. CDPR acquisition of the site would result in implementation of a wildlife habitat
protection program pursuant to Public Resources Code 5090.35.
The OHMVR Division does not expect the acquisition to significantly change the number of
annual visitors to the area or the type of recreational uses. It is possible, however, that public
interest in the proposed acquisition could attract a slight increase in visitation to the project area;
however, any increase is expected to be negligible.
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Figure 1. Regional Location
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Figure 2. Regional Aerial
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Figure 3. Park Facilities Map

Figure 4. Aerial View of RV Park
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Figure 5. Typical RV Campsites

Figure 6. RV Park Office Building
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Figure 7. RV Clubhouse with Restrooms, Showers, Laundry Room, Gas Fireplace

Figure 8. RV Park Swimming Pool
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Figure 9. Manufactured Home

Figure 10. Water Storage Tanks
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Figure 11. Wastewater Treatment System
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Chapter 3 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND RESPONSES
PROJECT INFORMATION
1.

Project Title:

Proposed RV Park Acquisition for Ocotillo Wells
SVRA

2.

Lead Agency Name and Address:

CDPR, OHMVR Division
1725 23rd Street, Suite 200
Sacramento, CA 95816

3.

Contact Person and Phone Number:

Garratt Aitchison, (760) 767-4953
District Superintendent
CDPR, Ocotillo Wells District

4.

Project Location:

Ocotillo Wells SVRA

5.

Project Assessor’s Parcel Number:

18-230-056

6.

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: Ocotillo Wells District, OHMVR Division
5172 Highway 78, Ste. #10
Borrego Springs, CA 92004

7.

General Plan Designation: Currently Recreation/Open Space. Property would
become a state vehicular recreation area owned by the state government. Local
general plan designations do not apply to state properties.

8.

Zoning: Property would become a state park owned by the state government. Local
zoning designations do not apply to state properties.

9.

Description of the Project: Acquisition of an RV park. See Chapter 2 for full project
description.

10.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: The project property is adjacent to Ocotillo Wells
SVRA. See Chapter 3 for full description of surrounding lands (Section 3.9 Land Use).

11.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code
section21080.3.1? If so, has consultation begun? An Ocotillo Wells SVRA tribal
liaison sent letters to Native American Tribes regarding consultation on the purchase of
the RV Park. Consultation began on July 11, 2017 and continued for 90 days. As of
10/12/2017, three tribes responded to the consultation request. Two were fine with the
acquisition, and one had no comments regarding the acquisition.

12.

Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required: None.
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
1.

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

2.

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

3.

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

4.

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” applies where
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially
Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe
the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level (mitigation measures from “Earlier Analyses,” as described in 5. below,
may be cross-referenced).

5.

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration
(Section 15063(c)(3)(D)). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:
a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.
c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less Than Significant with Mitigation
Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or
refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific
conditions for the project.

6.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference
to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.
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7.

Supporting Information Sources. A source list should be attached, and other sources used
or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

8.

Explanation(s) of each issue should identify:
a) The criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate the significance of the impact
addressed by each question; and
b) The mitigation measures, if any, prescribed to reduce the impact below the level of
significance
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AESTHETICS

3.1

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

3.1.1

Environmental Setting

The desert landscape is the predominant aesthetic resource in the project vicinity. The RV park
property and surrounding land is flat; there are no scenic vistas in the project vicinity. The
project site does not contain scenic resources or historic resources. See Figures 2 through 11.
The RV park is located along State Route 78. In Imperial County. State Route 78 is eligible for
listing but is not designated as a State Scenic Highway. In San Diego County, 18 miles of State
Route 78 traversing through Anza Borrego Desert State Park is an officially designated State
Scenic Highway (Caltrans 2017).
3.1.2

Discussion

Would the proposed project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day
or nighttime views in the area?
No Impact (Responses a – d). The RV park proposed to be acquired is an existing business
that has been in operation since 2010. CDPR acquisition of the property would not change the
RV park facilities nor would it have any impact on scenic vistas, scenic resources, or existing
visual character of the area. The project would not create a new source of light or glare.
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Sources:
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). 2017. California Scenic Highway Mapping
System. Officially Designated Scenic Highway Routes. Imperial and San Diego
Counties. http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/16_livability/scenic_highways/ Accessed
July 17, 2017
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AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

3.2

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project*:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract?
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g)).
d) Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland,
to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?
*In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.

3.2.1

Environmental Setting

The project site is in a desert environment. No farmland, forest, or timberland resources exist in
the project area. See desert views of the property in Section 3.4, Figures 12 through 17. The
land is designated by the Imperial County General Plan as Recreational Open Space (Imperial
County 2008a).
3.2.2

Discussion

Would the proposed project:
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
use?
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b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as
defined by Government Code section 51104(g))?
d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
e. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
No Impact (Responses a – e). The project is a proposed acquisition of an existing business
located on land designated by Imperial County as recreation/open space (Imperial County
2008b). No farmland, forest, or timberland resources exist on or adjacent to the project site. The
project would not remove any acreage from agricultural production. The project would have no
impact on prime farmland or other agricultural resources in the project vicinity. The project
would not affect any land that has been zoned for agricultural use or is currently in Williamson
Act contracts; nor would this project conflict with any land that has been zoned as forest land,
timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production. The project does not involve other
changes in the existing environment which could result in the conversion of farmland to nonagricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.
Sources:
County of Imperial. 2008a. County of Imperial General Plan.
County of Imperial. 2008b. County of Imperial Zoning Ordinance.

Proposed RV Park Acquisition Initial Study/Negative Declaration – October 2017
California Department of Parks & Recreation, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division

Environmental Checklist and Responses

3.3

Page 20

AIR QUALITY
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?
c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

3.3.1

Environmental and Regulatory Setting

Air quality is a function of pollutant emissions and topographic and meteorological influences.
The physical features and atmospheric conditions of a landscape affect the movement and
dispersion of pollutants and determine its air quality. The project area is located between the
City of Julian and the shores of the Salton Sea along State Route 78 near the southern
boundary of Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The project area is in the western portion of Imperial County
near the border with San Diego County within the Salton Sea Air Basin (SSAB).
Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (ICAPCD). The project area is located within
Imperial County, a 4,482-square mile area of mostly arid lands in the southeastern corner of
California. The ICAPCD is comprised solely of Imperial County, and together with a portion of
the South Coast Air Quality Management District, it comprises the SSAB. Currently, the
ICAPCD has 11 regulations containing over 100 rules designated to control and limit emissions
from sources of air pollutants and administer state and federal air pollution control requirements
(CARB 2016a). Attainment status within the project area of the SSAB under the jurisdiction of
the ICAPCD is either unclassified or in-attainment of all state and federal ambient air quality
standards except for national and state ozone and PM10 (CARB 2016b).
Attainment Plans and Current Status. Under the federal Clean Air Act, the ICAPCD has adopted
a variety of plans to achieve, demonstrate, or maintain attainment status for nonattainment
pollutants. Imperial County is in nonattainment for both state and federal ozone standards, and
portions of the county are in nonattainment of state and federal PM10 standards. The California
Air Resources Board (CARB) has approved three state implementation plans (SIPs) and one
early progress plan put forth by the ICAPCD between 2008 and 2013 to manage nonattainment
areas (CARB 2017).
Ozone air quality has improved significantly in Imperial County in recent years as shown by a
decrease in the number of days that exceed the 8-hour NAAQS concentrations. Since Imperial
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County in effect shares an air basin with the Baja California city of Mexicali, pollution transport
from Mexico contributes to ozone exceedance days. Due to the dry climate and the region’s
topographic features, windy days can greatly contribute to PM10 exceedances (CARB 2017).
3.3.2

Discussion

Would the proposed project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
No Impact. The proposed project is the CDPR purchase and operation of an existing RV park.
The project does not introduce new pollutant sources. The project does not involve construction
activity emissions and would not result in increased vehicle emissions from park visitors.
Ridership and visitors at Ocotillo Wells SVRA, which contribute vehicle pollutants to the area,
are not expected to increase due to the acquisition.
The project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the regional and federal ozone
or particulate matter attainment plans. The project is operation of an existing RV park and would
not create or increase urban growth, introduce new stationary sources of air pollutants, or result
in new land uses within the IPAPCD. Therefore, the project does not conflict with or obstruct an
applicable air quality plan.
b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?
No Impact. The proposed project comprises acquiring and operating an existing business that
has been operating since 2010. CDPR would not significantly change the configuration of
existing structure and RV park operations. Ridership and visitors at Ocotillo Wells SVRA are not
expected to increase due to the acquisition.
There would be no expected significant changes in air quality emissions due to the already
existing operation of the RV park. The project is acquiring an existing operation. There would be
no significant construction emissions or daily use emissions to consider; therefore, the project
would have no impact.
c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
No Impact. As discussed in (a) and (b) above, the project would not generate any construction
or operational emissions. Therefore, the project would not result in significant cumulative air
quality impacts.
d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
No Impact. A sensitive receptor is generically defined as a location where human populations,
especially children, seniors, and sick persons, are situated where there is reasonable
expectation of continuous human exposure to air pollutants. These typically include residences,
hospitals, and schools. There would be no impact to sensitive receptors.
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e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?
No Impact. No changes to odor emissions are expected due to the already existing operation of
the RV park. The would be no impacts due to objectionable odors.
Sources:
California Air Resources Board (CARB). 2016a. Imperial County APCD List of Current Rules.
Last updated May 4, 2016. <https://www.arb.ca.gov/drdb/imp/cur.htm>
California Air Resources Board (CARB). 2016b. Area Designations Maps / State and National.
Last updated May 5, 2016. <https://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm>
California Air Resources Board (CARB). 2017. Imperial County Air Quality Management Plans.
Last updated May 31, 2017.
<https://www.arb.ca.gov/planning/sip/planarea/imperial/imperialsip.htm>
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Potentially
Less Than
Less Than
Significant Significant with Significant
Impact
Mitigation
Impact

No Impact

Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and
Wildlife Service?
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption,
or other means?
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?
f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

3.4.1

Regulatory Setting

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (MBTA)
Under the MBTA, it is unlawful to “pursue, hunt, take, capture or kill; attempt to take, capture or
kill; possess, offer to or sell, barter, purchase, deliver or cause to be shipped, exported,
imported, transported, carried or received any migratory bird, part, nest, egg or product,
manufactured or not.” In short, under the MBTA it is illegal to disturb a nest that is in active use,
since this could result in killing a bird or destroying an egg. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) oversees implementation of the MBTA.
Fish and Game Code Sections 3503 and 3503.5
Pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 3503, it is unlawful to “take, possess, or needlessly
destroy the nest or eggs of any bird, except as otherwise provided by this code or any regulation
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made pursuant thereto.” Section 3503.5 provides similar protection specifically to raptors and
their nests. Disturbance that causes nest abandonment and/or loss of reproductive effort is
considered “taking” by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).
Public Resources Code 5090.35(c)
Public Resource Code section 5090.35(c) requires the OHMVR Division to inventory wildlife
populations and their habitats in each SVRA and to prepare a wildlife habitat protection program
(WHPP) for the SVRA. The goals of the WHPP are to monitor and manage wildlife and plant
populations and restore habitats where necessary to sustain a viable species composition within
the SVRA. If the OHMVR Division determines that the WHPP is not being met in any portion of
an SVRA, the OHMVR Division must close the noncompliant portion until the program is met. If
the WHPP cannot be met, the OHMVR Division must close and restore the noncompliant
portion.
Species of Special Concern and Fish and Game Code Fully Protected Species
CDFW maintains lists of animal Species of Special Concern (CSSC) that serve as "watch lists."
A CSSC is not subject to the take prohibitions of CESA. The CSSC are species that are
declining at a rate that could result in listing under the federal or state Endangered Species Acts
and/or have historically occurred in low numbers, and known threats to their persistence
currently exist. This designation is intended to result in special consideration for these animals
and is intended to focus attention on the species to help avert the need for costly listing under
federal and state endangered species laws. This designation also is intended to stimulate
collection of additional information on the biology, distribution, and status of poorly known at-risk
species, and focus research and management attention on them.
Four sections of the Fish and Game Code list 37 fully protected species (Fish and Game Code
§§ 3511, 4700, 5050, and 5515). Fully protected species may generally not be taken or
possessed except for scientific research. Incidental take of species that are designated as fully
protected may be authorized via development of a natural community conservation plan (NCCP;
Fish and Game Code § 2800 et seq.).
Fish and Game Code Section 4150
Pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 4150, “[a]ll mammals occurring naturally in California
which are not game mammals, fully protected mammals, or fur-bearing mammals, are nongame
mammals. Nongame mammals or parts thereof may not be taken or possessed except as
provided in this code or in accordance with regulations adopted by the commission.”
3.4.2

Environmental Setting

The project site is in the open expanse of the western Colorado Desert in Southern California.
The desert landscape is dominated by a diverse mix of desert shrub and limited woodland
vegetation communities intermixed with barren or sparsely vegetated areas. Many specialized
plants and animals are present that have adapted to the harsh desert environment. San Felipe
Wash, a dry wash that runs under the freeway, is located a couple of hundred feet to the west of
the site. When wet, it attracts animals that are uncommon to the area, particularly avian species.
Site Conditions
A reconnaissance-level site visit was conducted by Ocotillo Wells SVRA Environmental
Scientists Sara Lockett and Robert Delmanowski on June 7, 2017, to document site conditions.
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Ms. Lockett and Mr. Delmanowski mapped three pockets of vegetation on the site described
below. The conditions are depicted in photographs presented in Figures 12-18.
As shown in Figure 4, the project site is very disturbed due to its existing use as an RV park.
Within the 17-acre developed portion of the site, there are planted shade trees and other
landscape plantings around buildings. According to the caretaker, owners historically have left a
pan of water for wildlife at different locations in the campground. The caretaker has personally
observed coyotes, rabbits, and a variety of lizards and birds, including a resident roadrunner, in
the area. Dogs are present year-round. The 40-acre undeveloped portion of the site is flat and
mostly devoid of vegetation due to frequent use of the site by vehicles. The property primarily
consists of unvegetated, gravel flat – although small patches of wash persist. In sandier areas,
lizard (particularly desert iguana) and rodent tracks were abundant. Three different locations
were specifically visited, and they are described below.
Southern Center of Parcel. The southern center of the parcel has a narrow channel with some
sand and vegetation, surrounded by gravel flat (Figures 12-14). Creosote (Larrea tridentata) and
desert willow (Chilopsis linearis) were present in this area. One juvenile side-blotched lizard
(Uta stansburiana stejnegeri) was found under one of the creosotes. Reptile and rodent tracks
were observed.
Figure 12. Southern Center of Parcel: View to the North
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Figure 13. Southern Center of Parcel: View to the Southwest

Figure 14. Southern Center of Parcel: View to the Southeast, San Felipe Wash
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Eastern Side of Parcel. On the eastern side of the parcel (Figure 15), south of the
campground, fanleaf crinklemat (Tiquilia plicata) is prevalent in this location; numerous small
hummocks were covered. One creosote was of noteworthy size – it was approximately 12’ tall
and 20’ wide. Reptile and rodent tracks were observed on sandier areas.
Figure 15. Eastern Side of Parcel: View to the South

West of Campground. The most undisturbed, vegetated area in the parcel is to the west of the
campground (Figures 16-18). There is a sandy wash, approximately 100 meters long, running
parallel to the campground fence. Compared to the rest of the site, there is a good amount of
vegetation diversity at this location. Species include creosote, tamarisk (Tamarix sp.), fanleaf
crinklemat, desert willow, and Astragalus spp. (likely Salton milkvetch). There was one large
tamarisk at the north of the wash that was flowering and well-utilized by foraging bees.
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Figure 16. West of Campground: View to the South
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Figure 17. West of Campground: View to the West

Figure 18. Astragalus spp.
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Vegetation and Wildlife
Many species of migratory and nesting birds can be observed on and near Ocotillo Wells SVRA,
including yellow and yellow-rumped warblers (Dendroica petechia and D. coronate), Swainson’s
hawk (Buteo swainsoni), turkey vulture (Cathartes aura), roadrunner (Geococcyx californianus),
raven (Corvus corax), and burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia). Golden eagles (Aquila
chrysaetos) have also been spotted at Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Reptiles are common throughout Ocotillo Wells SVRA and its vicinity. The zebra-tailed lizard
(Callisaurus draconoides), desert iguana (Dipsosaurus dorsalis), and sidewinder (Crotalus
cerastes laterorepens) are common and are often observed in the early to mid-morning. Banded
geckos (Coleonyx variegatus variegatus) and side-blotched lizards are also quite common. The
coachwhip snake (Masticophis flagellum piceus) and shovel-nosed snake (Chionactis occipitalis
annulata) are also present in the area. The flat-tailed horned lizard (Phrynosoma mcallii) is the
most numerous special-status species in Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
Mammal species observable at or near Ocotillo Wells SVRA include the kit fox (Vulpes
macrotis), coyote (Canis latrans), kangaroo rat (Dipodomys deserti), black-tailed jackrabbit
(Lepus californicus), bobcat (Felis rufus), desert pocket mouse (Chaetodipus penicillatus),
pocket gopher (Thomomys bottae), and many other species.
Bat species detected on the northwestern portion of Ocotillo Wells SVRA include the California
bat (Myotis californicus), canyon bat (parastrellus hesperus), Mexican freetailed bat (Tadarida
brasiliensis), and western yellow bat (Lasiurus xanthinus).
Special-Status Species
Special-status species are those plants and animals that are legally protected or otherwise
recognized as vulnerable to habitat loss or population decline by federal, state, or local resource
conservation agencies and organizations. In this analysis, special-status species include:
•
•
•
•
•

Species that are state and/or federally listed or proposed for listing as threatened or
endangered
Species considered as candidates for listing as threatened or endangered
CDFW Species of Special Concern (CSSC)
Fully protected species per California Fish and Game Code
Plants considered by the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) and CDFW to be rare,
threatened, or endangered [California rare plant ranked, (CRPR); e.g. CRPR 1B)

Special-status species are generally defined as those species that are legally protected or
otherwise considered sensitive by federal, state, or local resource conservation agencies and
organizations. Special-status bird, reptile, and mammal species are known to occur at Ocotillo
Wells SVRA and thus may occur or have suitable habitat on the project site.
An April 2017 search of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) was conducted to
identify special-status species with potential to occur in the project area. Species were
considered to have such potential if CNDDB occurrences were documented within five miles of
the project area and/or the species is known from the area, and suitable habitat is present in the
project area. The search found four special-status animal species and three special-status plant
species potentially occurring in the project area.
The following four animal species, all CSSC, were known to occur within a five-mile radius of
the project site: prairie falcon (Falco mexicanus), loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), the
Colorado Desert fringe-toed lizard (Uma notate), and the flat-tailed horned lizard (Phrynosoma
mcallii) (CNDDB 2017). The prairie falcon is known to nest in Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The
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Colorado Desert fringe-toed lizard has been observed in sandy portions of Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
The flat-tailed horned lizard is also known to occur widely at Ocotillo Wells SVRA. Two specialstatus plant species were identified as occurring within a five-mile radius of the project site
within the last ten years: Abrams’ spurge (Euphorbia abramsiana) and Orcutt’s woody aster
(Xylorhiza orcuttii). These species are described below.
Prairie Falcon. The prairie falcon (CSSC) is a medium-large sized falcon of western North
America. It is about the size of a peregrine falcon or a crow. As in all falcons, females are
noticeably bigger than males. It inhabits dry, open terrain, either level or hilly. Breeding sites are
located on cliffs. It forages far afield. Having evolved in a harsh desert environment with low
prey density, the prairie falcon has developed into an aggressive and opportunistic hunter of a
wide range of both mammal and bird prey. It will regularly take prey from the size of sparrows to
approximately its own weight, and occasionally much larger. It is the only larger falcon native
only to North America. It is resident from southern Canada, through western United States, and
into northern Mexico.
Loggerhead Shrike. Although a passerine (perching bird), the loggerhead shrike (CSSC) is
nicknamed the butcherbird after its carnivorous tendencies, as it consumes prey such as
amphibians, insects, lizards, small mammals, and small birds. Due to its small size and weak
talons, this predatory bird relies on impaling its prey upon thorns or barbed wire for facilitated
consumption. The numbers of loggerhead shrike have significantly decreased in recent years,
especially in Midwest, New England, and Mid-Atlantic areas. In the project vicinity, it occurs in
Sonoran creosote bush scrub.
Colorado Desert fringe-toed lizard. This CSSC species is found in extreme southeast
California in the Colorado Desert from the Salton Sea and Imperial Sand Hills east to the
Colorado River, south to the Colorado River delta, and on into extreme northeastern Baja
California. It ranges west as far as the east base of Borrego Mountain. In the project area, it
occurs in sand dunes, dry lakebeds, sandy beaches or riverbanks, desert washes, or sparse
desert scrub. It requires fine, loose, windblown sand (for burrowing), and shrubs or annuals for
arthropod production. Habitat consists of creosote scrub and rocky slopes interspersed with
sand.
Flat-tailed Horned Lizard. Flat-tailed horned lizard (CSSC) has been documented in numerous
locations and a variety of habitats in Ocotillo Wells SVRA, where it is given significant
management attention. The SVRA participates in the Interagency Coordinating Committee and
Management Oversight Group to help address management of this species. The USFWS
determined that the species should not be listed as a threatened species under the federal
Endangered Species Act (USFWS 2011), and the State Fish and Game Commission
determined that the lizard did not warrant listing under the California Endangered Species Act in
2016 (CFGC 2016). This species is restricted to desert washes and desert flats in central
riverside, eastern San Diego, and Imperial Counties. Past studies indicate that flat-tailed horned
lizard requires fine sand to escape the desert heat, although it has been found in firm soil areas.
Important sites for flat-tailed horned lizard at Ocotillo Wells SVRA include the enclosures at
Barrel Springs, Gas Dome dunes, and Eriogonum Wash.
Abrams’ Spurge. While this annual herb is reported to be found in creosote bush scrub in sandy
soils, it was consistently found in fine, often compacted, soils with low sand composition that
hold moisture (CNPS 2017). It included on the CNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants
on list 2B.2 (rare, threatened, or endangered in CA; common elsewhere). It occurs on sandy
sites in Mojavean and Sonoran Desert scrubs in eastern California from 0 to 3,000 feet. Abrams’
spurge blooms from September to November in response to warm summer rains.
Orcutt’s Woody Aster. Orcutt’s woody aster is a rare plant native to southern California and
Baja California, Mexico. It is found mostly in arid climates of Imperial County, east of San Diego,
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and the Sonoran Desert of Baja California, Mexico. It is associated with Sonoran desert scrub
and is found mostly on mud hills and in granite washes. Orcutt’s woody aster is listed as 1.B.2 in
the CNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants where it “meets the definitions of the
California Endangered Species Act of the California Fish and Game Code.”
3.4.3

Discussion

Would the proposed project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
No Impact. The property is mostly unvegetated; however, it appears to support many reptiles
and rodents based upon the tracks observed. The species observed are common to the area,
for the most part. One non-native plant, nettle-leaf goosefoot (Chenopodiastrum murale), was
found at location three. There was also an unexpected amount of desert willow and milkvetch
on the property, primarily at location three. The proximity to San Felipe Wash may attract
additional species that are uncommon to the area, particularly avian species.
No CSSC or state or federally listed species were found during the site visit. The habitat would
not be considered ideal for flat-tailed horned lizards; however, it is likely that there is some
occupation of the parcel. A few burrows were seen that would be suitable for flat-tailed horned
lizards, but no evidence of the species’ presence was observed. Loggerhead shrikes are likely
to perch on vegetation in the property, but it would be unlikely for nesting or even much foraging
to occur. Similarly, prairie falcons may fly over the property, but they are unlikely to be residents,
and breeding habitat is not present. Colorado desert fringe-toed lizards are unlikely to occupy
the site due to the lack of sand. The site may be suitable for Abram’s spurge and Orcutt’s
woody-aster, but none were seen during the survey.
CDPR acquisition of the project property would not change RV park operations or facilities and
therefore would not change the quality or amount of habitat on the site. Property use and
conditions would remain in its existing condition. As a result, the project would have no impact
on any biological resources present on the site.
CDPR acquisition of the site would result in implementation of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA WHPP
within the project area. Implementation of the WHPP would ensure that no special-status
species are harmed by operation and management of the RV park.
b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?
c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or
other means?
No Impact (Responses b – c). The project site does not support any wetlands, riparian habitat,
or other sensitive natural community.
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d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish
or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
No Impact. CDPR would acquire an existing RV park that is surrounded by large expanses of
undeveloped land. The acquisition would not interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.
e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?
No Impact. No heritage or ordinance trees are in the project area. The project does not conflict
with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.
f.

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

No Impact. There are no adopted habitat conservation plans, natural community conservation
plans, or other approved local habitat related plans in affect in the project area.
Sources:
California Fish and Game Commission (CFGC). 2016. Decision on petition to list the Flat-tailed
horned lizard as endangered under the California Endangered Species Act. San Diego
Meeting, December 7 and 8, 2016.
California Native Plant Society (CNPS). 2017. Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants (online
edition, v7-13nov). California Native Plant Society. Sacramento, CA. Accessed on Mon,
April 2017 from http://www.cnps.org/inventory.
California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB). 2017. Biogeographic Data Branch. California
Department of Fish and Game. California Natural Diversity Database Search of Five Mile
Area around Project Site. Data from April 2017.
Pavlik, Bruce M. The California Deserts: An Ecological Rediscovery. Berkeley: University of
California Press, 2008.
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), 2017. U.S. Federal Register, 50 CFR Part 17,
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Withdrawal of Proposed Rule to List
the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard as Threatened. Published on March 15, 2011.
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CULTURAL RESOURCES
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined
in §15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5?
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

3.5.1

Environmental Setting

General Cultural History of the Region
Prehistoric and historic resources have been found at Ocotillo Wells SVRA. Resources from
known archaeological sites have been documented and inventoried by CDPR archaeologists
and historians as part of cultural resource surveys. Yet-to-be- discovered archaeological sites
also likely exist within Ocotillo Wells SVRA.
In historic times, the arid region of the Colorado Desert supported relatively small groups of
people, including the Kamia and the Cahuilla. The Kamia are one of three closely related Native
American groups that reside in Southern California who are collectively referred to as the
Kumeyaay. Present-day Kamia live in the deserts east of San Diego, closest to Ocotillo Wells
SVRA. Their traditional territory included what is now known as the Southern Imperial Valley,
from the southern portion of the Salton Sea to past the international border with Mexico. They
may have had seasonal settlements along the southern shores of Lake Cahuilla near the
current location of Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The Kamia survived by hunting and gathering and
through floodplain horticulture, using small dams and ditches for irrigation. North of the Kamia
lived the Cahuilla, with whom they interacted, visited, and traded. Primary desert Cahuilla
settlement areas were in the Coachella Valley as far south as the Salton Sea.
Archaeological evidence suggests that ancestral Cahuilla groups may have maintained
permanent or semi-permanent settlements along the northern Lake Cahuilla shoreline when the
lake was full. The Cahuilla focused on gathering plant foods to survive the harsh desert climate.
Site Visit to Assess Historical Resource Values
State Park Historian/Architectural Historian Robert Pavlik conducted background research for
the project in the spring of 2017 (Pavlik 2017). Research included consulting various sources
such as the National Register of Historic Places (1988 with updates), California Historical
Landmarks (1990, with updates), California Inventory of Historic Resources (1976), and
California Points of Historical Interest (with updates to 1999). Primary and secondary sources
were consulted at the author’s private residence.
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The property consists of a mobile home park with an office, a clubhouse that includes restrooms
and showers, and a caretaker residence. The residence is a double wide mobile home, with a
concrete pad and concrete steps poured in 2005. There are three above-ground fuel storage
tanks surrounded by a cinder block wall. The entrance station and community center, with
decorative rock walls, stucco, and red tile roof, were built in 2009. There is an outdoor pool. A
large cellular tower stands nearby.
Historical Overview
The vast desert region of Southern California has a fascinating and important history. In 177576 Juan Bautista de Anza and a party of 240 immigrants passed through present day Imperial
County and the area now known as Ocotillo Wells on their way to establishing a pueblo and
presidio at Yerba Buena, present day San Francisco. They are believed to have camped near
Ocotillo Wells. State Historical Landmark number 635, “Los Puertecitos,” is located just a couple
miles west of the Blu-In RV Park. The plaque reads, in part, that the Anza expedition “marched
through this little pass December 19, 1775 on its way to strengthen Spanish colonization in
California. Many of the 240 members of the party were recruited from Mexico to be the first
residents of San Francisco. They had camped the preceding night somewhere in the wide flats
just east of this monument.” The route that they pioneered through what is now known as the
Anza-Borrego Desert has become an important transportation corridor, linking the desert with
the coast.
In the twentieth century, with the advent of the automobile, State Route 78 was an early and
important link in the state’s transportation system. The remote region around Ocotillo Wells has
seen various developments, from oil exploration and turkey ranching to military training
operations and even a short-lived hippie outpost in the early 1970s. Ocotillo Wells became an
SVRA in 1976. In 1990 Congress designated the Anza Trail as a National Historic Trail, and in
1999, as a Millennium Trail.
This area of Ocotillo Wells is undeveloped, with the exception of the Blu-In RV Park and
adjacent restaurant (not part of the project). It is the only development on this stretch of
Highway 78 for several miles in either direction.
3.5.2

Discussion

Would the proposed project:
a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as
defined in §15064.5?
No Impact. According to State Park Historian Robert Pavlik, the RV property does not meet the
criteria for eligibility for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places, nor does it appear to
be a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA (Pavlik 2017).
The Blu-In RV Park has been open since 2010. Prior to being developed, the owner had to
obtain building permits from Imperial County and comply with CEQA. During this process, the
County would have ensured that no significant historic resources would be impacted by
development of the RV park. Any new ground disturbing activity related to operation of the RV
park would be reviewed by the District or OHMVR Division staff for historic resource clearance.
In the unlikely event that historic resources are discovered, pursuant to standard CDPR
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protocols all activities surrounding the site would cease until the area has been cleared by a
CDPR archaeologist.
b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to §15064.5?
Less than Significant Impact. The property is located approximately 300 meters from the 40foot contour of the Ancient Lake Cahuilla Shoreline, a culturally sensitive area. Despite its
vicinity to the Ancient Lake Cahuilla Shoreline, the parcel is also located within a flood zone,
and it has been heavily developed because of the construction of the Blu Inn RV Park and
related facilities. Any archaeological sites originally located within this parcel have most likely
been subjected to flooding and heavy development, and the likelihood of finding undisturbed
archaeological sites is very low. Based upon current knowledge, the property parcel does not
address a particular historic theme deficiency in the State Park System or provide cultural
theme linkages to other lands.
References:
2006 Lindsay, Lowell, and Diana Lindsay. The Anza Borrego Desert Region. Wilderness Press,
Berkeley, CA.

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?
No Impact. RV Park operation would not significantly modify existing topography and thus
would not impact any paleontological resources or geologic features that may be present
underground.
d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?
No Impact. The site is an ongoing business and, as such, human remains are not expected to
be found on the property. In the unlikely event that human remains are discovered, pursuant to
standard OHMVR Division protocols all activities surrounding the site would cease until the area
has been cleared by an OHMVR Division archaeologist and the County Coroner is notified.

Sources:
Pavlik, Robert. 2017. State Historian II (RA), California State Parks, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle
Recreation Division Historic Architectural Survey Report for Blu-In RV Resort near
Ocotillo Wells, Imperial County. June 2017.
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GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Potentially
Less Than
Significant Significant with
Impact
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in onor off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of waste water?

3.6.1

Environmental Setting

Imperial Valley and its surrounding mountains have a significant history of tectonic deformation,
basin subsidence, seismicity, and earthquakes. Regionally active faults and potentially active
faults have historically generated damaging earthquakes with epicenters near Ocotillo Wells
SVRA. These faults include the Imperial Fault that crosses near the southwestern edge of
Ocotillo Wells SVRA, the Superstition Hills Fault about 6 miles southwest, the San Andreas
Fault about 20 miles northeast, and the San Jacinto Fault about 5 miles northwest.
In addition to the Imperial Fault, several active faults occur in and near Ocotillo Wells SVRA and
the project site, including the Coyote Creek Fault. Potentially active faults (related to the Coyote
Creek Fault) are mapped within an Alquist-Priolo Fault-Rupture Hazard Zone in the
southwestern portion of Ocotillo Wells SVRA just west of the project site (Figure 19). Strong to
possibly violent ground motion and shaking are possible within the vicinity of these fault from
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earthquakes on the Coyote Creek or Imperial Faults. Rockfalls and other landslides occur
throughout the region and may occur without warning, triggered by earthquakes and intense
rainfall.
3.6.2

Discussion

Would the proposed project:
a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
1. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?
2. Strong seismic ground shaking?
3. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
4. Landslides?
No Impact (Responses a1 – a4). Acquisition and operation of the RV Park would not expose
people or structures to seismic hazards, including strong seismic ground shaking, that aren’t
already known. Because the RV park occurs on flat, compacted ground there are no hazards
related to earthquake induced landslides or ground failure.
b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
No Impact. The project is an existing business that has been open since 2010. All RV park
activities would occur in an area currently open to vehicular activity. No additional erosion would
result from CDPR acquisition.
c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
No Impact. The is an existing business that has been open since 2010. All RV park activities
would occur in an area currently open to vehicular activity. Because the RV park occurs on flat,
compacted ground, there are no hazards related to landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, or
other unstable conditions.
d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?
No Impact. Expansive soils are not a consideration in the project area and the project does not
involve the construction of additional structures.
e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?
No Impact. The project does not propose installation of new septic tanks nor does the project
create the need for a system for disposal of additional wastewater.
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Figure 19. Geologic Map

Sources:
California Geological Survey. 2017. Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone Maps.
http://www.quake.ca.gov/gmaps/ap/ap_maps.htm. Accessed April 2017.
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GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

3.7

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

3.7.1

Environmental Setting

Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere and affect regulation of the earth’s temperature are
known as “greenhouse” gases (GHG). Many chemical compounds found in the earth’s
atmosphere exhibit the GHG property. GHG allow sunlight to enter the atmosphere freely. When
sunlight strikes the earth’s surface, some of it is reflected back towards space as infrared
radiation (heat). GHG absorb this infrared radiation and trap the heat in the earth’s atmosphere.
The six common GHG are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), sulfur
hexafluoride (SF6), and hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs) and perfluorocarbons (PFCs).
3.7.2

Regulatory Setting

In 2006, the California State Legislature adopted the California Global Warming Solutions Act of
2006, Assembly Bill (AB) 32, which required CARB to: 1) determine 1990 statewide GHG
emissions, 2) approve a 2020 statewide GHG limit that is equal to the 1990 emissions level, 3)
adopt a mandatory GHG reporting rule for significant GHG emission sources, 4) adopt a
Scoping Plan to achieve the 2020 statewide GHG emissions limit, and 5) adopt regulations to
achieve the maximum technologically feasible and cost-effective reductions.
In 2009, California’s first Climate Change Scoping Plan projected 2020 statewide GHG emission
of 596 million MTCO2e under a “business as usual” (BAU) scenario absent further regulation
(CARB 2009). To reduce the predicted emissions levels, the Scoping Plan identified mandatory
rules and regulations, as well as voluntary measures that would reduce 2008 current emissions
by at least 169 million MTCO2e to 1990 levels by 2020 (CARB 2009).
3.7.3

Discussion

Would the proposed project:
a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?
No Impact. The project proposes to acquire and operate an existing business that has been
operating since 2010. CDPR would not significantly change the configuration of existing
structures and RV park operations. Any increase in ridership or visitors at Ocotillo Wells SVRA
is expected to be negligible due to the acquisition. This would not result in an increase to
existing GHG emissions.
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b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
No Impact. The project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted
for reducing GHG emissions as no changes in RV park operations are proposed. Moreover, the
project would not contain any stationary sources that are subject to state or federal GHG
permitting or reporting regulations
Sources:
California Air Resources Board (CARB). 2009. Climate Change Scoping Plan – A Framework
for Change. Endorsed by ARB December 2008.Sacramento, CA. May 11, 2009.
<http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/document/scopingplandocument.htm>
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HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of
an existing or proposed school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list
of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?
e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?
g) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?
h) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

3.8.1

Environmental and Regulatory Setting

A material is considered hazardous if it appears on a list of hazardous materials prepared by a
federal, state, or local agency, or if it has characteristics defined as hazardous by such an
agency. Chemical and physical properties such as toxicity, ignitability, corrosivity, and reactivity,
cause a substance to be considered hazardous. These properties are defined in the California
Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 22, Sections 66261.20-66261.24. A “hazardous waste” is any
hazardous material that is discarded, abandoned, or to be recycled. The criteria that render a
material hazardous also make a waste hazardous (California Health and Safety Code § 25117).
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According to this definition, fuels, motor oil, and lubricants in use at a typical construction site
and airborne lead built up along roadways could be considered hazardous.
A hazardous materials search was conducted for the project on April 20, 2017 (DTSC 2017) and
(SWRCB 2017). The search revealed no hazardous materials cleanup sites on or near the
project site.
3.8.2

Discussion

Would the proposed project:
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?
No Impact (a-b). The existing RV park provides propane fuel for RV park visitors and the public.
The CDPR acquisition of the RV park would not alter this business practice. The project would
not introduce new hazardous materials to the site or handling of hazardous wastes. The project
would not result in any new potential for upset or accident conditions creating a risk of release of
hazardous materials into the environment.
c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or hazardous waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?
No Impact. The project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or hazardous waste. There are no existing or proposed
schools within one-quarter mile of the site.
d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?
No Impact. No hazardous material sites are known to occur on or near the project site. The
project site is not on the Department of Toxic Substance Control’s Hazardous Waste and
Substance Site List (Cortese List; DTSC 2017) and therefore not considered to pose an impact
related to hazardous materials.
b. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
f.

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

No Impact (Responses e – f). The project is not located within an airport land use plan area.
The nearest airport is Ocotillo Airport located eight miles to the northwest. Other public or public
use airports within the greater area, but more than 15 miles away are Borrego Air Ranch Airport,
Borrego Valley Airport, Ensign Air Strip, and the Salton Sea Airport. The closest commercial
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airport is Imperial County Airport located 30 miles southeast of the project site. These airports
would not pose a safety hazard to people residing or working at the RV park.
g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
No Impact. The project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with the
existing emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.
h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
wild land fires, including where wild lands are adjacent to urbanized areas or
where residences are intermixed with wild lands?
No Impact. The project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury,
or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or
where residences are intermixed with wildlands. The project is not within the urban/wildland
interface. Ocotillo Wells SVRA has adequate firefighting capabilities in the event of small fires
within the RV park, and for larger fires, the area would be subject to existing Ocotillo Wells
SVRA emergency response plans.
Sources:
California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC). 2017. EnviroStor.
www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search.asp Accessed 04/10/2017
California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). 2017. GeoTracker.
geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov Accessed 04/10/2017
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Potentially
Less Than
Significant Significant with
Impact
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of preexisting nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)?
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner which would result in substantial erosion
or siltation on- or off-site?
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on- or off-site?
e) Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other
flood hazard delineation map?
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows?
i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam?
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
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Discussion

Would the proposed project:
a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
No Impact. The existing facility includes two wastewater dump stations for use by SVRA visitors
and the public. Additionally, it is equipped with a wastewater treatment plant that meets state
laws mandating the implementation of a waste water treatment system for new and existing RV
parks in the State. The project would not increase existing wastewater generation rates of the
RV Park or create increased demand for wastewater treatment or cause any discharge with the
potential to violate water quality standards. The project would not violate any water quality
standards or waste discharge requirements.
b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of preexisting nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?
Less than Significant Impact. The project relies on well water for its water supply system. The
water system is regulated by the Imperial County Public Health Department (IC PHD) which
issues a permit for operation of the system. As part of its permit authority, IC PHD monitors the
groundwater supply. As a result, continuing operation of the RV Park would not substantially
deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge.
c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?
d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding
on- or off-site?
e. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources
of polluted runoff?
No Impact (Responses c – e). The existing drainage pattern of the area would not be altered
because of the acquisition of the RV Park by CDPR. The project would not alter the course of a
stream or river since none exist on the property to be acquired. There would be no increase in
the rate or amount of surface runoff, because no new impermeable surfaces would be
developed. The project would not create additional sources of polluted runoff.
f.

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

No Impact. The project would not substantially degrade water quality. Acquisition and ongoing
of the existing RV park would not affect water quality.
g. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?
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h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or
redirect flood flows?
i.

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

No Impact (Responses g – i). The project does not involve construction of residential or other
structures within a 100-year flood plain or in an area that could be affected by failure of a levee
or dam.
j.

Result in inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. The project is not located in an area that is subject to seiches, tsunamis, or
mudflows.
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LAND USE AND PLANNING
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

3.10.1 Environmental Setting
The subject RV Park is far from large population centers. The land use setting in the
surrounding area reflects the arid climate and resulting sparse and rural development patterns.
Although the project site is in Imperial County, the border with San Diego County is just west of
the site.
Ocotillo Wells SVRA is surrounded by extensive public lands, including Anza-Borrego Desert
State Park, with which it shares a boundary, and other public lands managed by the Bureau of
Land Management, the County of San Diego, and the County of Imperial. Figure 20 shows the
San Diego County and Imperial County General Plans land use designations for areas
surrounding Ocotillo Wells SVRA and includes the project site.
The small rural community of Ocotillo Wells, in San Diego County, is near the RV park. It is
sparsely developed and offers a limited variety of visitor-serving uses, housing, and commercial
development. Nearby Borrego Springs is located approximately 15 miles northwest of the
western border of Ocotillo Wells SVRA and has more substantial development.
A limited number of businesses are located along State Route 78 in Ocotillo Wells and provide
amenities and facilities for Ocotillo Wells including the Blu-In Café (adjacent to the RV Park),
Iron Door and the Split Mountain Store, located approximately one mile south of State Route 78
along Split Mountain Road. Both businesses are open part-time during the summer to serve
residents and full-time during the cooler months to accommodate residents and visitors. The
Split Mountain Store carries groceries, beverages, and OHV parts, and includes a RV park. The
Iron Door is a small bar that has two pool tables and serves beer, wine, and food. Several other
seasonal RV parks are located along Split Mountain Road.
The Desert Ironwoods Resort is located approximately three miles west of Split Mountain Road
and contains a 24-unit motel, RV park, and store, and provides ATV rentals, parts, and repair.
Several other clusters of mostly seasonally occupied homes, mobile homes, and RV sites are in
the area east of Desert Ironwoods Resort; these include B-R Ranch, Heck 2 U Estates, and the
Ocotillo Oasis mobile home park for year-round and seasonal residents.
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3.10.2 Regulatory Setting
Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan
The Ocotillo Wells SVRA General Plan provides broad policy and program guidance to direct
the long-range management, development, and operation of the Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The
original General Plan was developed by CDPR, OHMVR Division, Ocotillo Wells District in 1982
following the designation of Ocotillo Wells as an SVRA in 1976. A comprehensive update to the
General Plan is in process. It will incorporate management strategies that have been added to
the SVRA since 1982, reflect visitor input and stakeholder process, meet new policy regulations
and guidelines, and serve as the basis for developing focused feasibility and management
plans.
Imperial County General Plan and Zoning
The Imperial County General Plan presents a comprehensive guide for development within
Imperial County and provides mechanisms to achieve desired community goals and objectives
through a coordinated implementation program. Likewise, land use decisions such as area
plans, zoning, subdivisions, and public agency projects must be consistent with the General
Plan.
The project is designated as “Recreation/Open Space” in the Imperial County General Plan,
which applies to areas that are essentially unimproved, not predominantly used for agriculture,
and have “the potential for development as public or private parks and recreation facilities in
appropriate areas” (County of Imperial 2008a). Figure 20 shows the Imperial County General
Plan designations for Ocotillo Wells SVRA and includes the project site (OHMVRD 2013).
The project site zoned as “Open Space/Recreation” (S-1) by Imperial County. This designation
recognizes the unique characteristics of the land, including low-intensity human use. The area
south of State Route 78 and within Imperial County is primarily zoned as “Open
Space/Recreation” (S-1), but there are small areas that are zoned as “Pre-Existing Allowed
General Commercial” (C-2-PE), “Agricultural General” (A-2), and “Open Space/Preservation” (S2) (County of Imperial 2008b).
3.10.3 Discussion
Would the proposed project:
a. Physically divide an established community?
No Impact. The project is acquisition and ongoing operation of an existing RV park. It would
have no effect on the rural community in the project vicinity.
b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
No Impact. The existing RV Park is consistent with both the general plan designation and the
zoning designation of Imperial County. Once the property is owned by the State of California
and operated as part of the SVRA, local land use designation would no longer apply to the
property.
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c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?
No Impact. The project site is not located in an area covered by a habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan.
Sources:
California Department of Parks and Recreation, OHMVR Division (OHMVRD). 2009. Strategic
Plan 2009. http://ohv.parks.ca.gov/pages/25010/files/ohmvr%20strategic%20plan.pdf
California Department of Parks and Recreation, OHMVR Division (OHMVRD). 2013. Ocotillo
Wells SVRA. 2013. General Plan Updated, Working Paper #2: Existing Conditions.
September 2013.
County of Imperial. 2008a. County of Imperial General Plan.
County of Imperial. 2008b. County of Imperial Zoning Ordinance.
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Figure 20. General Plan
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MINERAL RESOURCES
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locallyimportant mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local -general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

3.11.1 Discussion
Would the proposed project:
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state?
b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery
site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
No Impact (Responses a – b). Acquisition and ongoing operation of the subject RV Park would
not affect any known mineral resources of regional or local importance because all project
activities would take place in an existing RV park.
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NOISE
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project result in:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels?
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase
in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?
e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

3.12.1 Environmental Setting
On a seasonal basis, sounds of vehicle engines are common on the project site and in its
vicinity, due to the predominant use of the RV park by OHV enthusiasts using Ocotillo Wells
SVRA. Each different type of OHV has its own pitch; the rumble of a 4x4 vehicle and the buzz
from a dirt bike are easy to distinguish. Passing traffic from the nearby highway can also be
heard, especially on a still night. Occasionally, small aircraft operating out of Ocotillo Wells
Airport can be heard.
Camping at the RV Park comes with its own set of sounds such as conversations, music, and
gas-powered generators from RV units. Quiet hours are enforced between 10 PM and 7 AM.
3.12.2 Discussion
Would the proposed project:
a. Expose persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
of other agencies?
No Impact. The project would not result in additional street legal or OHVs within the RV Park
beyond the current use.
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b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?
No Impact. Acquisition of the RV Park would not generate or expose people to excessive
ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels. Groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels are typically caused by blasting or pile driving. No blasting, pile driving, or similar
activities would be required to operate the RV park.
c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?
d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project?
No Impact. (Responses c – d) Acquisition of the RV Park would not substantially increase
ambient noise levels in the project area. All noise generating activities have been taking place
since 2010 when the RV park was open for business.
e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?
f.

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

No Impact. (Responses e – f) The nearest airports to the project site are the Ocotillo Airport,
the Borrego Air Ranch Airport, the Borrego Valley Airport, and the Salton Sea Airport, all within
a few miles of Ocotillo Wells SVRA. None of these small airports have land use plans that would
affect the RV Park. The project would not expose people to excessive noise levels associated
with use of any of these small airports.
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POPULATION AND HOUSING
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

3.13.1 Discussion
Would the proposed project:
a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
No Impact. The project would not induce population growth in the community of Ocotillo Wells,
Borrego Springs, Salton Sea, or their environs. No permanent population or housing would be
generated because of the project. The project would not add any new permanent residents to
the area.
b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction
of replacement housing elsewhere?
c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
No Impact (Responses b – c). The project would not displace any housing or people as it does
not involve the removal of existing housing.
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PUBLIC SERVICES
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives for any of
the public services:
i) Fire protection?
ii) Police protection?
iii) Schools?
iv) Parks?
v) Other public facilities?

3.14.1 Discussion
Would the proposed project:
a. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:
1. Fire protection?
2. Police protection?
3. Schools?
4. Parks?
5. Other public facilities?
No Impact. Current public services to the RV Park are provided by Imperial County or their
contracting agencies, while CDPR provides primary emergency response services within
Ocotillo Wells SVRA. Once the RV park is owned by CDPR, all police, fire and emergency
services would be provided by park staff, with or without cooperation of local service providers
depending on the event. Implementation of the project would not create a permanent increase
the need for fire or police protection services or create an adverse impact on such services.
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The project would not result in increased number of students served by local schools or affect
parks, as it does not involve building housing or other development projects. No new public
facilities would be required to accommodate the project.
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RECREATION
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

3.15.1 Discussion
Would the proposed project:
a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?
No Impact. The RV Park has been in operation since 2010 and campers of the park have been
using Ocotillo Wells SVRA since that time. Therefore, the acquisition of the RV park by CDPR
would not increase use of the SVRA such that there is substantial physical deterioration.
b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect
on the environment?
No Impact. The project does not include recreational facilities beyond what already exist at the
existing RV park. Nor does the project require construction or expansion of recreational facilities
that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.
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TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or
policy establishing measures of effectiveness
for the performance of the circulation system,
taking into account all modes of transportation
including mass transit and non-motorized travel
and relevant components of the circulation
system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit?
b) Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not
limited to level of service standards and travel
demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or
highways?
c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
e) Result in inadequate emergency access?
f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?

3.16.1 Discussion
Would the proposed project:
a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all
modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and
mass transit?
b. Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not
limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?
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No Impact (Responses a – b). The project site is in a remote area of Imperial County and is not
covered by a traffic congestion management plan. Therefore, acquisition of the RV Park by
CDPR would not conflict with existing traffic management plans or congestion management
plans.
c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?
No Impact. The project would not affect air traffic patterns.
d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
No Impact. Acquisition and ongoing operation of the RV Park would not increase traffic hazards
as it does not involve changes in roadway design features or uses.
e. Result in inadequate emergency access?
No Impact. Acquisition of the Blu-In RV Park would not affect emergency access because no
roads are proposed to be modified because of the acquisition.
f.

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

No Impact. Acquisition of the RV Park would not conflict with adopted alternative transportation
policies and would not prevent pedestrians, cyclists, or equestrians from using existing
transportation corridors on which they are allowed.
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TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resources,
defined in Public Resources Code section
21074 as either a site, feature, place cultural
landscape that is geographically defined in
terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is:
i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?
ii) A resource determined by the lead agency,
in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1? In applying
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the
lead agency shall consider the significance of
the resource to a California Native American
Tribe.

3.17.1 Environmental and Regulatory Setting
In historic times, the arid region of the Colorado Desert supported relatively small groups of
people, including the Kamia and the Cahuilla. The Kamia are one of three closely related Native
American groups that reside in Southern California who are collectively referred to as the
Kumeyaay. Present-day Kamia live in the deserts east of San Diego, closest to Ocotillo Wells
SVRA. Their traditional territory included what is now known as the Southern Imperial Valley,
from the southern portion of the Salton Sea to past the international border with Mexico. They
may have had seasonal settlements along the southern shores of Lake Cahuilla near the
current location of Ocotillo Wells SVRA. The Kamia survived by hunting and gathering and
through floodplain horticulture, using small dams and ditches for irrigation. North of the Kamia
lived the Cahuilla, with whom they interacted, visited, and traded. Primary desert Cahuilla
settlement areas were in the Coachella Valley as far south as the Salton Sea.
Senate Bill 18. Senate Bill (SB) 18 (California Government Code, Section 65352.3)
incorporates the protection of California traditional tribal cultural places into land use planning
for cities, counties, and agencies by establishing responsibilities for local governments to
contact, refer plans to, and consult with California Native American tribes as part of the adoption
or amendment of any general or specific plan proposed on or after March 1, 2005, SB18
requires public notice to be sent to tribes listed on the Native American Heritage Commission’s
SB18 Tribal Consultation list within the geographical areas affected by the proposed changes.
Tribes must respond to a local government notice within 90 days (unless a shorter time frame
has been agreed upon by the tribe), indicating whether or not they want to consult with the local
government. Consultations are for the purpose of preserving or mitigating impacts to places,
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features, and objects described in Sections 5097.9 and 5097.993 of the Public Resources Code
that may be affected by the proposed adoption or amendment to a general or specific plan.
Assembly Bill 52. Assembly Bill (AB) 52 specifies that a project with an effect that may cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, as defined, is a
project that may have a significant effect on the environment. AB 52 requires a lead agency to
begin consultation with a California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project, if the tribe requested to the lead
agency, in writing, to be informed by the lead agency of proposed projects in that geographic
area and the tribe requests consultation, prior to determining whether a negative declaration,
mitigated negative declaration, or environmental impact report is required for a project. AB 52
specifies examples of mitigation measures that may be considered to avoid or minimize impacts
on tribal cultural resources. The bill makes the above provisions applicable to projects that have
a notice of preparation or a notice of negative declaration filed or mitigated negative declaration
on or after July 1, 2015. AB 52 amends Sections 5097.94 and adds Sections 21073, 21074,
2108.3.1., 21080.3.2, 21082.3, 21083.09, 21084.2, and 21084.3 to the California Public
Resources Code (PRC) relating to Native Americans.
3.17.2 Discussion:
Would the proposed project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resources, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size
and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and that is?
i.

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

ii. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1? In applying the
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1,
the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California
Native American Tribe.
No Impact.. California State Parks contacted the Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) for an updated list of Tribes that may be affected by the proposed acquisition. Tribes on
the NAHC list were sent a letter on July 11, 2017 requesting consultation on the proposed
acquisition. In addition, the Ocotillo Wells District Tribal Liaison followed up with a phone call to
the tribes. California State Parks Departmental Notice No. 2007- 05 provides for a 90-day period
to respond to requests for consultation. As of 10/12/2017, three tribes responded to the
consultation request. Two were fine with the acquisition, and one had no comments regarding
the acquisition.
Sources:
Lindsay, Lowell, and Diana Lindsay. 2006. The Anza Borrego Desert Region. Wilderness Press,
Berkeley, CA.
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Pavlik, Robert. 2017. State Historian II (RA), California State Parks, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle
Recreation Division Historic Architectural Survey Report for Blu-In RV Resort near
Ocotillo Wells, Imperial County. June 2017.
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UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements
of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?
b) Require or result in the construction of new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental
effects?
c) Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?
d) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?
e) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?
f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project's solid waste disposal needs?
g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

3.18.1 Discussion
Would the proposed project:
a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water
Quality Control Board?
b. Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?
c. Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?
d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?
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e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or
may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?
No Impact (Responses a – e). The existing facility includes two wastewater dump stations for
use by SVRA visitors and the public. Additionally, it is equipped with a state-of-the-art
wastewater treatment plant that meets the legal requirements of the California Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB). The project would not create the need for additional
wastewater discharge or cause any exceedances of wastewater treatment requirements of the
RWQCB. The project would not require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities. Neither would it require or result in the
construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. The RV park would
continue to be served by the existing commercial well.
f.

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

g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid
waste?
No Impact (Responses f – g). The RV Park has an existing contract for solid waste disposal. If
CDPR acquires the RV Park it will contact with a qualified solid waste disposal contractor.
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of
a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or
prehistory?
b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with
the efforts of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable
future projects)?
c) Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

3.19.1 Discussion
Would the proposed project:
a. Have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare
or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?
No Impact. The proposed project would not substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, significantly impact fish or wildlife species or their habitat, adversely affect plant or
animal communities, or affect historic or other cultural resources.
b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the efforts of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?
No Impact. The project is acquisition of an existing business that has been in operation since
2010; thus, it would not have environmental effects that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable.
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c. Have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?
No Impact. Any physical changes due to acquisition of the RV Park would be negligible. The
project would not have environmental effects that would cause substantial adverse effects on
humans, either directly or indirectly.
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