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Response to Comment Letter AA 

Forest Committee for the San Diego Chapter of the Sierra Club 
Cindy Buxton 

December 22, 2011 

AA-1 Figure 1-4 has been revised in response to this comment and comment E4.  The 
provisions for small wind turbines and MET facilities in the draft Wind Energy 
Ordinance will apply to all private lands in the unincorporated county (Figure 1-3).  
The provisions for large wind turbines in the draft ordinance will apply to the wind 
resource areas that occur on private lands in the unincorporated county (Figure 1-4).  
The County does not agree that these figures should include topographic information 
and road names, as that would make the maps too difficult to read. 

AA-2 The County mailed the Notice of Preparation to the Forest Service on September 9, 
2010.  The County also mailed the Notice of Availability of the Draft EIR to the 
Forest Service on November 8, 2011.  The notices were sent to their offices at 10845 
Rancho Bernardo Rd, Suite 200.  The proposed project for a Wind Energy Ordinance 
is not subject to NEPA and would not apply to federal lands. 

AA-3 Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, the questions pertaining to recreation are 
concerned with whether or not the project will necessitate new recreational facilities 
or expansion of existing recreational facilities that will have environmental impacts.  
For example, a new large housing development would require new or improved 
recreational facilities that may otherwise be overlooked in the review of 
environmental effects.  The questions do not ask whether or not a project will affect 
recreational activities.  This would be a social impact rather than an environmental 
impact.  Social and economic effects need not be considered in an EIR. See CEQA 
Guidelines section 15064(e). 

AA-4 The conclusions in the DEIR acknowledge that there will be significant and 
unavoidable impacts from both small and large wind turbines. 

AA-5 The County does not agree with this comment.  The DEIR does not conclude that 
clean energy would offset significant impacts.  The DEIR analyzes and discloses the 
potentially significant environmental impacts of the project, which will be provided to 
the decision makers for their consideration. 

AA-6 The County agrees that future small and large wind turbines and MET facilities will 
have a significant impact on the environment.  The County also agrees that there are 
other types of renewable energy systems that may have fewer environmental impacts.  
This comment is not inconsistent with the existing content of the DEIR. 
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AA-7 The provisions for small wind turbines and MET facilities in the draft Wind Energy 
Ordinance will apply to all private lands in the unincorporated county (Figure 1-3).  
The provisions for large wind turbines in the draft ordinance will apply to the wind 
resource areas that occur on private lands in the unincorporated county, as shown in 
Figure 1-4.  This figure depicts the proposed wind resource map. The map label has 
been revised to clarify that it is the "Proposed Wind Resource Map." The map is 
based on National Renewable Energy Lab (NREL) data.  Should additional data 
become available, the County may amend the map. NREL data is the most readily 
available data and is, therefore, an appropriate basis for the County’s Wind Resource 
Map.  Therefore, no areas are not "arbitrarily targeted."  Moreover, the County will 
not be taking any land as part of this project. 

AA-8 The County does not agree with the allegations in this comment.  The project 
proposes to revise and clarify the permitting process for wind turbines and MET 
facilities.  These types of developments are already permitted under the existing 
Zoning Ordinance; however, the proposed amendments would potentially allow for 
additional development and streamlining of the permitting process.  The DEIR for the 
project identifies significant and unavoidable impacts to special status species in the 
County.  All feasible measures have been included into the project to minimize 
potential impacts to sensitive species.  If approved, the project would not conflict 
with existing laws. 

AA-9 The project does not propose development of any specific wind energy projects, but 
establishes standards for obtaining permits.  Under the ordinance, future large wind 
turbine projects will be required to undergo specific environmental review and will be 
required to comply with stormwater regulations.  Erosion and siltation from 
installation of small wind turbines is not anticipated to be significant (see response to 
comment Z10). 

AA-10 The County is not proposing any specific development in the area described in this 
comment.  Small wind turbines may be permitted anywhere in privately owned lands 
in the County's jurisdiction; however, they are prohibited on ridgelines.  In addition, 
the County has added a requirement that small wind turbines have a 300-foot setback 
from blue-line features shown on the USGS topographic map.  In addition, the 
County's General Plan requires that developments preserve ridgelines and hillsides 
(Policies COS-12.1 and COS-12.2). 

AA-11 The County is not proposing any specific development in the areas described in this 
comment.  The wind resource maps define areas where private landowners may 
propose large wind turbine projects.  However, under the existing and the proposed 
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ordinance, a large wind turbine project requires a Major Use Permit and 
environmental review (see also response to comment W3). 

AA-12 The proposed Wind Energy Ordinance is not connected to the Sunrise Powerlink.  
The County does not agree that comments on the Sunrise Powerlink apply to this 
project. 

AA-13 It is unclear what this comment means and, therefore, no response is provided. 

AA-14 It is unclear what this comment means.  The proposed Wind Energy Ordinance is not 
related to any SDG&E projects and does not include any specific development 
projects. 

AA-15 This comment appears to identify issues with the Sierra Club and fails to raise any 
issue or make a substantive comment related to the Wind Energy Ordinance or DEIR. 

AA-16 The County acknowledges the commenter's opposition to the project.  This 
information will be in the Final EIR for review and consideration by the Board of 
Supervisors. 

AA-17 It is unclear whether or not this comment pertains to the proposed Wind Energy 
Ordinance or other projects.  The proposed Wind Energy Ordinance consists of 
ordinance amendments that revise and clarify the permitting process for wind energy 
turbines and MET facilities  Should the Board of Supervisors adopt the proposed 
project, the County does not agree that the action would require any financial 
compensation to the commenter. 

AA-18 This comment does not raise an environmental issue or make a substantive comment 
related to the Wind Energy Ordinance or DEIR. 

AA-19 The project is not subject to NEPA; however, it is subject to CEQA.  The DEIR 
identifies 24 environmental topics for which impacts are estimated to be significant 
and unavoidable.  The County has included all feasible design features (i.e., draft 
ordinance provisions) and mitigation measures to reduce potential impacts. 

AA-20 It is unclear what this comment means and, therefore, no response is provided. 

AA-21 This comment does not raise an environmental issue or make a substantive comment 
related to the Wind Energy Ordinance or DEIR. 

AA-22 These comments will be included in the Final EIR provided to the Board of 
Supervisors for consideration. 
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AA-23 These comments will be included in the Final EIR provided to the Board of 
Supervisors for consideration. 

AA-24 The County of San Diego published the Notice of Preparation on September 9, 2010 
and the Notice of Availability of the Draft EIR on November 8, 2011.  The proposed 
ordinance applies to the entire unincorporated county and specific notices to all 
landowners are not feasible or required. 

AA-25 The proposed Wind Energy Ordinance does not encourage new wind farms in the 
areas identified in the wind resources map.  Rather, the map defines the areas where 
large wind turbine projects may be permitted with a Major Use Permit.  Any specific 
Major Use Permit will undergo a public review process. 

AA-26 The wind resources map is based on National Renewable Energy Lab (NREL) data.  
Access to private lands was not required. 

AA-27 The project is not subject to NEPA; however, it is subject to CEQA.  The County 
used public review times stated in CEQA Statute (PRC Section 21091 and 21092).  
The County regrets that the map depicted in Figure 1-4 was not entirely clear (see 
response to comment E4). 

AA-28 The information provided in this comment is not inconsistent with the existing 
contents of the DEIR.  The comment provides additional details on the existing 
conditions in the County.  It does not result in any new significant environmental 
impacts, an increase in the severity of previously identified project impacts, or new 
feasible project alternatives or mitigation measures. 

AA-29 The proposed project would not apply to any federal lands. 

AA-30 The County is not proposing any specific development in the areas described in this 
comment.  The wind resource maps define areas where private landowners may 
propose large wind turbine projects.  However, under the existing and the proposed 
ordinance, a large wind turbine project requires a Major Use Permit and 
environmental review.  Small wind turbines can be permitted on any private lands in 
the unincorporated county; however, they must be accessories to existing uses on site. 

AA-31 This comment appears to pertain to large wind turbine projects.  The Wind Energy 
Ordinance does not preclude using new technologies. 

AA-32 The Wind Energy Ordinance does not preclude using alternative renewable energy 
facilities (e.g., solar). 

AA-33 See responses to comments AA9 and AA10. 
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AA-34 There is much disagreement among experts regarding potential adverse health effects 
from wind turbine projects.  This comment will be included in the final EIR for 
consideration by decision makers. It should be noted, however, that disagreement 
among experts does not result in an inadequate EIR (§15151). 

AA-35 The County agrees with this comment, which is not inconsistent with the existing 
content of the DEIR. 

AA-36 The County acknowledges the commenter's opposition to the project.  This 
information will be in the Final EIR for review and consideration by the Board of 
Supervisors. 

AA-37 See response to comment AA3. 

AA-38 It is unclear what this comment means and, therefore, no response is provided. 

AA-39 See response to comment AA7. 

AA-40 See responses to comments E4 and AA29. 

AA-41 County staff does not know where the commenter is seeing the term "desirable 
locations."  The County is aware of some large wind turbine projects which are in 
process and has been contacted by developers regarding potential areas where more 
large wind turbine projects may be proposed in the future.  Figures 1-3 and 1-4 were 
prepared from National Renewable Energy Lab (NREL) data and not from any 
development requests. 

AA-42 Future wind turbine projects located on private lands in the County unincorporated 
area must go through the Major Use Permit process.  They will be analyzed and 
reviewed by decision makers based on their own merits. 

AA-43 No decision on the project has been made.  However, the County Board of 
Supervisors directed County staff on February 25, 2009 to begin drafting the 
ordinance and preparing environmental review.  The project has maintained a 
transparent and public process. 

AA-44 Information in the draft ordinance and DEIR was not provided by RETI. 

AA-45 The County Board of Supervisors directed County staff on February 25, 2009 to 
begin drafting the ordinance and preparing environmental review.  Board meeting 
information can be accessed at 
http://sdcounty.granicus.com/ViewPublisher.php?view_id=2. 
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AA-46 The County has not received comments from the Cleveland National Forest. 

AA-47 The County did not use information from the Sunrise Powerlink EIR/EIS. 

AA-48 See responses to comments E4 and AA29. 

AA-49 The County appreciates this information and has included the photos in the record 
with the comment letters. 

AA-50 See responses to comments E4, W3, AA11, AA29, and AA34. 
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