
Top 10 Misleading Statements by Intersect Power Concerning the Aramis Project 

During the past year, Intersect Power has made misleading statements about the Aramis project to 
public officials, media outlets and in mass emails. In many instances, Intersect’s misrepresentations have 
related to the fundamental project issues, including agricultural value of and environmental conditions 
in North Livermore Valley and the project’s long-term adverse environmental impacts.  

Intersect’s misleading statements raise questions including: 

• Can Alameda County trust what Intersect has represented in its application and other project
documents?

• Can Alameda County trust that Intersect will do as it has promised in the future?
• Is Intersect the kind of company that Alameda County wants to encourage and support?

1. Claim:  The Aramis project site has “severely impacted agricultural soils with limited to no potential
to be productive . . . with only a history of occasional cattle grazing;” “the agricultural [value] of this
particular site is very low.”1 

Reality:  The soil at the Aramis Project site is not impaired; the land actively used for agricultural 
purposes.  

• As recently as 2018, delicious strawberries were grown on the Stanley Ranch and sold at a
stand on North Livermore Avenue. The Stanley Ranch is immediately adjacent to the Crosby
Family Trust property (providing 269 acres for the Aramis Project). Cattle graze year round on
the grasslands located on Crosby property. The land north of Manning Road (providing 80
acres to the Aramis Project) is used for the growing of oat hay. The hay is harvested,
compacted into bales and sold for feed for horses and cattle. These uses will cease if the
Aramis Project is approved.

  Strawberries sold in North Livermore Valley (2018)              Cattle grazing on Crosby property (1/21)    Another view of Crosby property (2/21) 
         (view to south)               (view to north) 

In foreground fields north of Manning Rd. used for growing oat hay.  80 acres            Industrial solar plant on previously 
are part of the proposed Aramis Project.  (2/21).        disturbed soil in Kern County, CA. 
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• The Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) of the U.S. Department of Agriculture
rates the soil quality of the land north of Manning Road as farmland of statewide
importance. The NRCS rates the soil quality of land south of Manning Road (the Crosby
property) as prime farmland if irrigated.2

2. Claim:  “The project will actually contribute to the agricultural character of the valley as sheep and
poultry will graze on the project site, and a portion of the project footprint will be set aside for a
honey bee apiary fed by pollinator friendly plants.” 3

Realty:  For a minimum of 50 years, the land will be transformed into a utility scale solar facility for 
the commercial generation and storage of electricity if the Aramis Project is approved. The project 
site’s agricultural character will be lost for decades, if not permanently. The overwhelming and 
predominant use of the land will be for industrial purposes. 

• The Final EIR states that construction will require the use of large equipment throughout the
site including bulldozers, graders, rollers, compactors, loaders, backhoes, trenchers, cranes,
water trucks and piledrivers.4

• The land will be covered with over 270,000, tightly spaced solar panels. The project also
includes the construction of a 100 MW, industrial battery energy storage station spread
across five acres, water tanks, and a power substation, mounting of overhead electrical
transmission lines across Cayetano Creek and Manning Road, some on towers 10 stories high,
and the laying of miles of internal access roads, all surrounded by security fencing.

80 MW battery storage station in Mira Loma, CA. 
This is an industrial, not agricultural, use of land. 

3. Claim:  The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) found only “very low impacts”5 and the project
provides “protection of North Livermore viewshed with extensive landscaping to maintain expansive
vistas of distant hills”6
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Reality:  No method exists to hide or obscure the visual assault on the valley from the Aramis 
Project's 270,000+ eight-foot-tall solar panels, new electrical substation, scores of lithium-ion battery 
stations, and overhead electrical transmission lines on towers, some reaching ten stories high. 
 

• The EIR found the Aramis Project will have “a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.” 
Furthermore, even with the proposed landscaping plan as a mitigation measure, the EIR 
found the impact on scenic resources remains “significant and unavoidable.”7 

 
• In August 2020, Senior Alameda County Planner Bruce Jensen said, “There is no way to hide 

this enormous project or protect the scenic quality of the area. It is a big, in-your-face 
project, and denial of that quality is disingenuous. In fact, the mitigation itself introduces new 
significant impacts that cannot be mitigated.” 8 *** The Aramis Project has not materially 
changed in size since August. 

 

 
This scenic view of the fields and hills north of Manning Road  

will no longer exist if the Aramis Project is constructed.  
 

The Aramis Project area looking to the south 
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Visualization of Aramis Project looking to the north 

 
 
4. Claim:  “A new dedicated public hiking trail along Cayetano Creek” will be established.9 

 
Reality:  There will be no dedicated hiking trail. 
 
• The Aramis Project Final EIR states:  “The construction of a public hiking trail along portions of 

Cayetano Creek and its tributaries is not proposed as part of this project.”10  
 

• Nor was this project feature mandated in the CUP for the project. If a trail were built, the vista 
would be blocked by the project’s landscaping and security fencing. Further, the trail would end 
in a dead end at the southern and northern portion of the project.  

 
 

5. Claim:  “95%” of the 350-acre Aramis Project site will be “open green space.”11 
 
Reality:  This absurd claim would mean that only 17.5 acres of the 350-acre Aramis Project site 
would be developed.  
 

• The lithium-ion battery energy storage complex proposed for project alone will cover 5 acres. 
Another 1-acre area is dedicated to an Operations and Maintenance building and project 
substation which will contain circuit breakers, switchers and other electrical equipment to 
connect the project to the nearby PG&E station.  
 

• The remaining project area will be blanketed by a solar photovoltaic system consisting of over 
270,000 solar collectors, inverters and underground and above-ground electrical wiring, plus 
miles of internal access roads and security fencing.  
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6. Claim:  The project site was selected because of “lack of habitat for protected species” and is “largely
inhospitable to wildlife” yet the Aramis Project will restore native habitat and enhance wildlife.12

Reality: Every public agency independent of Alameda County and multiple environmental 
organizations have concluded that (1) the Aramis environmental impact report was deficient 
and (2) the construction and operation of plant will likely harm or kill multiple threatened 
species through the permanent loss and conversion of the land, including native habitat, to an 
industrial use. 

• The project site falls within a Priority Conservation Area and the Conservation Lands
Network, contains multiple hotspots for threatened species, is a very valuable habitat and
provides regional connectivity for threatened and endangered species per the Greenprint
Report for the area.13

• In particular, as explained by the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, cattle grazing on the type of
land present at the Crosby Family Trust property “is a highly compatible land use” and
enhances the habitat for the threatened California tiger salamander.14
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7. Claim:  The Aramis Project site is “ideal” for a utility scale solar plant.15

Reality:  While it may financially benefit Intersect Power to locate a solar plant in North Livermore
Valley, this does not make it an ideal location given the harm the project will cause to multiple
threatened species, the loss of productive agricultural land and destruction of scenic resources.

Moreover, Alameda County has not undertaken a solar mapping project to identify sites, if any, in
rural areas suitable for utility scale solar plants that would pose the least impact to wildlife
habitat, scenic resources, open space and agricultural land.

8. Claim:  “Measure D was intended to protect community open space like parklands, not to force
private property into serving as community open space.”16

Reality:  Approved by the voters in 2000, Measure D protects the dwindling agricultural lands, open
space, watersheds and wildlife habitats in East Alameda County from excessive development.
Measure D recognized that preserving agriculture “is key to preserving open lands.”

The restrictions under Measure D that apply to privately owned farms and ranches in the East
Alameda County ensure that these properties also serve as open space and habitat for threatened
species.

9. Claim: Project site cannot be reduced any further or project will not be economically viable

Reality:  Intersect Power representatives have repeatedly contradicted themselves as to whether
the Aramis Project could be reduced in size and remain economically viable. No land could be lost
was made when the project’s original area was 410 acres, Intersect Power claimed. When the
Planning Department proposed a reduction by 45 acres in April 2020, Marissa Mitchell of Intersect
Power responded, “it’s very likely this project will not be built if we lose 45 acres.”17

Ultimately, in the Fall, Intersect Power agreed to a reduction of the project area by 22 acres to 388
acres in order to eliminate the northern most portion of the project designated as Resource
Management. In a September 22, 2020, email message to Sierra Club officials, Mitchell asserted that
any further reduction in the project area – specifically to eliminate an additional 21 acres of
environmentally sensitive Water Management designated land as has been proposed by County
planner as project alternative - would not be “economically feasible, and we would not be able to
bring such a constrained project online.”18

In approving the project in November 2020, the Board of Zoning Adjustments, however, imposed
greater setback requirements than originally proposed, resulting in a reduction of the project area by
a further 8 acres. On December 4, 2020, Intersect Power appealed the decision to the Board of
Supervisors stating that if the additional setbacks remained “the project cannot meet its full
potential.”19
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On January 7, 2021, counsel for the Richard Leland Stanley and Mary Stanley, owners of the 
southern portion of the Aramis Project, informed Intersect Power that lease negotiations were 
terminated. This resulted in a loss of 38 acres from the project. 

Nevertheless, and in contradiction to her earlier statements on the impact of the loss of any further 
land, Mitchell stated that the loss of the 38 acres from the Stanley property would not “jeopardize  
[the project] in any way,” adding “the project is absolutely still viable without [the Stanley 
property].”20 

10. Claim:  “Intersect Power is a small Bay Area business with 23 employees,” according to Intersect CEO
Sheldon Kimber21

Reality:  “The Intersect Power team has developed 3.7 GWDC of solar assets with a portfolio value of
more than $8 billion,” according to Intersect CEO Sheldon Kimber, in press release announcing that
Intersect had secured $127 million in equity funding from two large companies.22

About Save North Livermore Valley 

This document was created by Save North Livermore Valley. We started as a group of farm and ranch 
families and other members of the North Livermore Valley Rural Community. We have been joined by 
over 300 concerned residents in the City of Livermore and Tri-Valley area united for the purpose of 
preserving the open space, agricultural land and wildlife habitat of North Livermore Valley for future 
generations. Learn more at www.savenorthlivermorevalley.com 
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Conservation Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture (https://www.savenorthlivermorevalley.com/wp-
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17 Email message from Marissa Mitchell to Albert Lopez and others, April 22, 2020, quoted in “SNLV 
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2020.  
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