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Response to Comment Letter P 

Lansing Companies 

Benjamin M. Weiss, Esq. 

December 22, 2011 

P-1 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. However, the County does not agree with this comment and wishes to 

provide the following clarifications: 

 The current County Zoning  Ordinance limits the height of large turbines to 80 feet 

with a  cumulative blade swept area of not more than 6400 square feet for all turbines. 

As such, the current ordinance does not allow for "large scale wind energy projects."  

The commenter’s suggestion that the proposed ordinance would “effectively 

eliminate all large scale wind energy projects” is therefore misleading in that it 

suggests that large-scale wind turbine energy projects would otherwise be allowed 

under the current ordinance. 

 The proposed ordinance amendment eliminates the height and blade sweep area 

restrictions for large turbines. The proposed ordinance would permit development of 

larger turbines both in terms of height and rated capacity. Therefore the proposed 

ordinance would increase opportunities for renewable energy development, rather 

than eliminating these opportunities as suggested by the commenter. 

 The County Board of Supervisors specifically directed staff to develop a two tiered 

wind energy ordinance which would allow small turbine(s) up to 50 kW in size 

through a ministerial permit process and large turbine(s) greater than 50kW through 

the Major Use Permit process. The proposed ordinance reflects this two tier system.  

And while the minimum rated capacity threshold for a large turbine is 50 kW, there is 

no maximum rated capacity threshold or restriction on overall height.  The primary 

restriction on the size and overall scale of large scale wind energy projects will be 

derived from the low frequency noise provisions of the proposed ordinance, which 

will ultimately dictate setback requirements based on acoustical analysis.  While a 

number of variables (turbine manufacturer, turbine size, topography, atmospheric 

conditions, existing ambient noise conditions, etc.) must be considered when 

establishing low frequency setbacks, the County has conducted an analysis (see 

Appendix A to the response to comments) to estimate the  setbacks that would be 

required by various size turbines (50kw, 500kw, 1mw). The county’s analysis 

concluded that large turbines, both utility scale and non utility scale, are viable 

development options under the proposed ordinance. The commenter’s suggestion that 

“the ordinance will be a de facto prohibition on large-scale projects” is not supported 

by the County’s analysis. 
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P-2 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. However, the County does not concur that the referenced property is "the 

only viable wind energy resource in all of San Diego County." Approximately 

807,984 acres of land in the unincorporated area of the County have been identified 

as having wind resources capable of supporting large turbine development (See 

Figure 1-4). 

P-3 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. In addition, the comment lacks the data and analysis to support its 

conclusion. Finally, while the County has concluded through its analysis that utility 

scale turbine development is viable under the proposed ordinance, it readily 

acknowledges that some large turbine projects, by virtue of their size, location or 

availability of land, may not be permissible under the proposed ordinance.  This does 

not, however, mean that the site is undevelopable. 

P-4 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. In addition, the comment lacks the data and analysis to support its 

conclusion. Finally, while the County has concluded through its analysis that utility 

scale wind turbine development is viable under the proposed ordinance (See 

Appendix A), it readily acknowledges that some large turbine projects by virtue of 

their size, location or availability of land may not be permissible under the proposed 

ordinance.  This fact does not, however, mean that if a wind turbine project of a 

certain size and manufacturer would not be permissible under the proposed ordinance 

that turbines of all sizes and manufacturers would, likewise, be impermissible.   It 

simply means that the selection of the size and type of turbine is important and must 

be balanced against the size and location of the proposed project site. 

P-5 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. 

P-6 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. 

P-7 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. However, the County does not concur with this statement and provides the 

following clarification regarding the project: 

 It is generally recognized that the County’s current wind ordinance would not allow  

large scale wind development projects. This is evident by the fact that the only known 

large scale wind energy project under review (Tule Wind Project) in the County 

proposes multiple Zoning Ordinance and General Plan amendments.  Currently, the 

County Zoning Ordinance limits large turbine(s) to a maximum height of 80 feet and 
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restricts the cumulative blade sweep area for all turbine(s) in a project to 6400 square 

feet.  

 The proposed ordinance amendment eliminates the height and blade sweep area 

restrictions for large turbines. The proposed ordinance would allow for the 

development of larger turbines, both in terms of height and rated capacity. Therefore, 

the proposed ordinance would increasing the opportunities for renewable energy 

development, rather than eliminate these opportunities as suggested by the 

commenter. 

  The County analysis concluded (see Appendix A) that large scale wind energy 

projects (utility scale projects) are viable under the proposed ordinance. 

 Given that the current ordinance does not allow large scale wind energy projects and 

that the County’s analysis concludes that appropriately sited/scaled large wind energy 

projects are viable under the proposed ordinance, the proposed ordinance meets the 

objectives of the project.  

 The County does not agree that the project eliminates all viable economic uses for the 

commenter's property.  The comment lacks any analysis to support such a claim. 

P-8 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required.  Please see response to comment P7. 

P-9 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required.  Please see response to comment P7. 

P-10 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. However, the County does not concur that the referenced property is the 

"only property that will be affected by the Ordinance because it is the only property in 

the County with wind resources that make a large scale wind project possible." 

Approximately 807,984 acres of land in the unincorporated area of the County have 

been identified as having wind resources capable of supporting large turbine 

development (See Figure 1-4). 

P-11 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required.  Please see response to comment P7. 

P-12 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required.  However, the County does not agree with this comment.   The County’s 

proposed ordinance amendment supports the State’s Renewable Portfolio Standard 

(RPS) by removing height and blade sweep area restrictions for large turbines. In 

addition, the County’s analysis has concluded that utility scale wind turbine 
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development is viable under the proposed ordinance.  State and Federal law do not 

require local jurisdictions to allow wind turbines.   

 Moreover, the State’s RPS is not solely limited to wind energy.  In addition to 

supporting wind energy development, the County actively promotes solar energy 

development.  On September 15, 2010, the Board of Supervisors adopted the 

County’s updated Solar Energy Ordinance which simplified the review process for 

solar energy projects and streamlined permitting requirements.  In summary, the 

County does not agree that ”the ordinance, as written, is entirely contradictory and 

fails to approach the standards California’s Legislature and Executive branches have 

established." 

P-13 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. 

P-14 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. Please also see responses P7 and P 12. 

P-15 This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue for which a response is 

required. 

P-16 The County acknowledges and appreciates this comment.  Ultimately, the Board of 

Supervisors must determine how the County can best meet its objectives.  The 

information in this comment will be in the Final EIR for review and consideration by 

the County Board of Supervisors. 


