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ERIC GIBSON County of San Diego

DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE

5201 RUFFIN ROAD, SUITE B, SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92123-1666
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
September 9, 2010

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the County of San Diego, Department of Planning
and Land Use will be the Lead Agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact
Report in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act for the following
projects. The Department is seeking public and agency input on the scope and content
of the environmental information to be contained in the Environmental Impact Report.
A Notice of Preparation document, which contains a description of the probable
environmental effects of the project, can be reviewed on the World Wide Web at
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/ceqa_public_review.html, at the Department of
Planning and Land Use (DPLU), Project Processing Counter, 5201 Ruffin Road,
Suite B, San Diego, California 92123 and at the public libraries listed below.
Comments on the Notice of Preparation document must be sent to the DPLU address
listed above and should reference the project number and name.

POD 10-007, WIND ENERGY ORDINANCE. The project proposes amendments to the
County of San Diego Zoning Ordinance for wind energy systems. The amendments
consist of clarifications, deletions, and revisions to provide an updated set of definitions,
procedures, and standards for review and permitting of wind energy systems. The
proposed project includes the allowance of small wind energy systems that meet the
definition of the Zoning Ordinance by right; and large turbines will be required to
complete a separate environmental review process per the Major Use Permit
procedures and requirements.

The project is located within the County of San Diego which is in Southern California
bordered to the west by the Pacific Ocean, to the east by Imperial County, to the north
by Orange and Riverside Counties, and to the south by Mexico. The project covers the
unincorporated portions of the County of San Diego over which the County has land
use jurisdiction. Comments on this Notice of Preparation document must be received
no later than October 11, 2010 at 4:00 p.m. (a 30 day public review period). This
Notice of Preparation can also be reviewed at the following libraries: 4S Ranch, Alpine,
Bonita, Borrego Springs, Campo, Casa de Oro, Crest, Descanso, Jacumba, Julian,
Lakeside, Pine Valley, Potrero, Ramona, Rancho San Diego, Rancho Santa Fe, Spring
Valley and Valley Center. In addition, a public scoping meeting for this project will be
held at 6:00 p.m. on September 21, 2010 in the DPLU Hearing Room at 5201 Ruffin
Road, Suite B, San Diego, California 92123. For additional information, please contact
Matt Schneider at (858) 694-3714 or by e-mail at matthew.schneider@sdcounty.ca.gov.
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION DOCUMENTATION

SEPTEMBER 9, 2010

PROJECT NAME: WIND ENERGY ORDINANCE

PROJECT NUMBER(S): POD 10-007

PROJECT APPLICANT: County of San Diego

ENV. REVIEW NUMBER: N/A

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The project proposes amendments to the County of San Diego Zoning Ordinance
for wind energy systems. The amendments consist of clarifications, deletions,
and revisions to provide an updated set of definitions, procedures, and standards
for review and permitting of wind energy systems.

Background: The following is a brief history of amendments made to the County
Zoning Ordinance related to wind energy systems:

On October 10, 1985, the County of San Diego adopted Ordinance 6857, which
included an amendment to the Zoning Ordinance to add the definition for wind
energy systems. The definition was later amended by Ordinance 9971, adopted
February 25, 2009, in order to clearly separate the definitions of a Metrological
Testing (MET) Facility and a wind energy system.

On April 23, 1986, the County of San Diego adopted Ordinance 7117, which
amended the Zoning Ordinance to add definitions for Small, Medium, Large, and
Non-operational wind energy systems. The ordinance also added procedures
and standards for review and permitting of these systems.
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On February 25, 2009, the Board of Supervisors held a meeting to discuss
additional amendments to the Zoning Ordinance to revise the existing Small,
Medium, and Large wind energy system definitions and regulations. A portion of
these proposed amendments was to remove references to California Assembly
Bill (AB) 1207, which was repealed in 2006. This portion was circulated for
public review in March 2010 as a part of POD 09-006, the Solar and Wind
Energy Ordinance. Another portion of these proposed amendments was to allow
for additional small-sized wind energy systems with an Administrative Permit
under the Medium wind energy system provisions with required findings and the
existing size limitations in place. This portion was moved to a separate
ordinance, POD 10-007, and was circulated for public review in June 2010. The
remaining portion of the proposed amendments related to wind energy systems
included more substantial changes to the regulations and required further
environmental review. This portion, in addition to the removal of references to
California Assembly Bill (AB) 1207 constitutes the proposed project. The
summary below provides further details regarding the project.

Description: The project consists of the following amendments to the San Diego
County Zoning Ordinance:

o Update of regulations for Small and Large Wind Energy Systems and
removal of the former Medium Wind Energy System section.

« The creation of a new Renewable Energy section of the Zoning Ordinance
consisting of wind energy systems.

« As previously required, large-scale wind power plants would continue to
require a Major Use Permit in order to review such projects on a case-by-
case basis and address project-specific impacts.

The amendments are intended to set forth reasonable standards and procedures
for the installation and operation of wind energy systems to improve and enhance
public welfare and safety, and to implement the San Diego County General Plan,
specifically the Energy Element (adopted November 15, 1977).

Steps are being taken at both the state and federal levels to increase renewable
energy production. At the state level, California’s Renewable Portfolio Standard
(RPS) program requires obligated load-serving entities (LSE), including San
Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E), to procure an additional minimum of 1 percent of
retail sales per year from eligible renewable sources until 20 percent is reached,
no later than 2010. Executive Order S-3-05 (June 2005) identified greenhouse
gas (GHG) emission-reduction targets for the state, providing the impetus for a
potential expansion of the RPS program to include a goal of 33 percent
renewable energy by 2020. Additionally, the California Air Resources Board
(ARB) issued the draft Climate Change Scoping Plan in June 2008, and a key
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component of achieving the GHG targets is that California codify into statute and
achieve a 33 percent RPS by 2020.

According to California’'s RPS compliance filings, SDG&E’s actual renewable
power procurement percentage is 10.2 (SDG&E 2010). The proposed project is
an important element in developing additional renewable energy resources
required to meet the current and future California RPS and federal Energy Policy
Act goals for developing renewable energy. With the advent of new technology,
wind energy has become a viable renewable resource. The State has also
adopted legislation (AB 45, Octoberl1, 2009) to encourage the use of small wind
systems and limit obstacles to their use.

The affected sections of the Zoning Ordinance are as follows:

« Section 1110: would add definitions for wind energy system Height and wind
energy system Tower Height; revise definitions of wind energy system small,
wind energy system large, and wind energy system non-operational; and
remove wind energy system medium.

« Section 6123: would clarify a MET Facility of less than the height of the zone
is allowed without the requirement for an Administrative Permit.

« Section 6156.z: would move wind energy system small regulations to new
Section 6950.

« Section 6158.b: would move wind energy system small regulations to new
Section 6950.

o Section 6950 and 6951: would remove wind energy system medium
regulations, insert new wind energy system small section, and revise wind
energy system large section.

As outlined below, the proposed project includes the allowance of small wind
energy systems that meet the definition of the Zoning Ordinance by right; and
large turbines will be required to complete a separate environmental review
process per the Major Use Permit procedures and requirements.

Environmental Review: The project includes both small wind energy systems
and large wind energy systems, which are subject to different environmental
review processes by the County. An overview of the different environmental
processes for small vs. large wind energy systems is provided below:

Small Wind Energy System: A small wind energy system is defined as a wind
turbine energy conversion system, with or without a tower, which has a rated
capacity of not more than 50 kilowatts for each system and is consistent with the
requirements of Zoning Ordinance Sections 6156 and 6951 and used primarily



-4 -

for on-site energy use. These systems shall be permitted as an accessory use in
all zones where the Civic, Commercial, Industrial or Extractive use types are
allowed provided the system complies with the Renewable Energy Regulations
commencing at Zoning Ordinance Section 6950. The Program Environmental
Impact Report (PEIR) will include environmental review for small wind energy
system projects, which meet the definition as stated previously.

Under the proposed project, a small wind energy system is allowed by right if the
future proposed wind energy system meets the definition and all requirements
listed in the Zoning Ordinance Section 6951. If a future small wind energy system
meets the definition and all requirements listed in the Ordinance Section 6951,
then the small wind energy system does not require any discretionary permits or
public notice. In the event a future small wind energy system does not meet one
or more of the requirements under Ordinance Section 6951, then a variance is
required. In the event a variance is required, a future project is required to
provide public notice and the local Community Planning Group where the project
is being proposed will be provided the opportunity to review. The final decision on
whether a variance will be granted will be based on a determination made by the
Director of Planning and Land Use.

In the event a small wind energy system meets all the requirements in the Zoning
Ordinance Section 6951 but includes more than three turbines, issuance of an
Administrative Permit will be required. An Administrative Permit requires public
notice, and the local Community Planning Group where the project is being
proposed will be provided the opportunity to review. The final decision on
whether an Administrative Permit will be granted will be based on a
determination made by the Director of Planning and Land Use and may be
appealed to the Planning Commission. In some cases, where a project is
proposed in certain zoning designations such as a “B” designator or a Specific
Plan area, a Site Plan will be required. This discretionary action will be subject to
CEQA review.

Large Wind Energy System: A large wind energy system is defined as a wind
turbine energy conversion system, with or without a tower, which has a rated
capacity of more than 50 kilowatts for each system and is consistent with the
requirements of Zoning Ordinance Section 6951 for off-site or on-site energy use.
Large wind energy systems would continue to require a Major Use Permit and
additional environmental review will be required for each project proposed. A
project applicant that proposes to construct a large wind energy system will be
required to complete the necessary forms and procedures for a Major Use Permit
consistent with County processing requirements. As part of a Major Use Permit
application, the project applicant will be required to complete an Application for
an Environmental Initial Study (AEIS). The AEIS application submittal is utilized
by the County to determine the appropriate California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) document (i.e., Negative Declaration or EIR) that will be required in
order to complete an environmental review. Since each future large wind energy
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system application will be required to obtain a Major Use permit and complete a
separate environmental review process, the County has determined that the
PEIR being prepared for the proposed wind ordinance will not evaluate the
potential environmental impacts associated with a large wind energy system.
Large wind energy systems will be evaluated under CEQA during project
processing of each Major Use Permit application.

PROJECT LOCATION:

The project is located within the County of San Diego which is in Southern
California bordered to the west by the Pacific Ocean, to the east by Imperial
County, to the north by Orange and Riverside Counties, and to the south by
Mexico. The project covers the unincorporated portions of the County of San
Diego over which the County has land use jurisdiction.

PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS:

The probable environmental effects associated with the project are detailed in the
attached Environmental Initial Study. All questions answered “Potentially Significant
Impact” will be analyzed further in the Environmental Impact Report. All questions
answered “Less than Significant Impact” or “Not Applicable” will not be analyzed further
in the Environmental Impact Report.

The following is a list of the subject areas to be analyzed in the EIR and the particular
issues of concern:

Aesthetics

Agricultural Resources
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Hazards

Noise

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING: Consistent with Section 21083.9 of the CEQA Statutes,
a public scoping meeting will be held to solicit comments on the PEIR. This meeting will
be held on Tuesday, September 21, 2010 in the County of San Diego Department of
Planning and Land Use Hearing Room at 5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B, San Diego,
California 92123 at 6:00 p.m.

Attachments:
Environmental Initial Study






LIST OF PERSONS, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PUBLIC AGENCIES
THAT COMMENTED ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF
AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE WIND ENERGY ORDINANCE AMENDMENT
POD 10-007

Public Review Period: September 9, 2010 through October 11, 2010

The following is a listing of the names and addresses of persons, organizations,
and public agencies that commented during this public review period.

STATE AGENCIES

1 State of California, Department of Fish and Game | 13-Oct-10 Edmund Pert
South Coast Region
4949 Viewridge Avenue
San Diego, CA 92123
2 State of California, Department of 30-Sep-10 Mark Ostrander
Forestry and Fire Protection CAL FIRE
San Diego Unit
P.O. Box 1560
Boulevard, CA 91950
3 State of California, Governor’s Office of 15-Sep-10 Scott Morgan
Planning and Research P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95813
4 State of California, Native American Heritage 16-Sep-10 915 Capital Mall, Room 364
Commission Sacramento, CA 95814
COUNTY, CITY AND OTHER LOCAL AGENCIES
5 San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc. 20-Sep-10 James W. Royle, Jr.
Environmental Review
Committee

P.O. Box 81106
San Diego, CA 92138-1106

PLANNING GROUPS
6 Backcountry Against Dumps 11-Oct-10 Donna Tisdale

Backcountry Against Dumps
P.0. Box 1275

Boulevard, CA 91905
donnatisdale@hughes.net
7 Boulevard Community Planning Group 11-Oct-10 Donna Tisdale

Boulevard Planning Group
P.O.Box 1272

Boulevard, CA 91905
donnatisdale@hughes.net




LIST OF PERSONS, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PUBLIC AGENCIES

THAT COMMENTED ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF
AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR THE WIND ENERGY ORDINANCE AMENDMENT POD 10-007

LOCAL ORGANIZATIONS

8 Endangered Habitats League 29-Sep-10 Dan Silver
Endangered Habitats League
8424 Santa Monica Blvd,
Suite A 592 Los Angeles, CA
90069-4267
dsilver@me.com
9 Stephan C. Volker, Law Offices on behalf of 11-Oct-10 Stephen C. Volker
Backcountry Against Dumps, the Protect Our 436 14th Street, Suite 1300
Communities Foundation and East Oakland, CA 94612
County Community Action Coalition
10 | Stephan C. Volker, Law Offices on behalf of 24-Nov-10 Stephen C. Volker
Backcountry Against Dumps, the Protect Our 436 14th Street, Suite 1300
Communities Foundation and East Oakland, CA 94612
County Community Action Coalition
INDIVIDUALS
11 | Padoma Wind Power, LLC, a subsidiary of Enel 15-Oct-10 Jennifer Purczynski
North America, Inc 7777 Fay Avenue, Suite 200
La Jolla, CA 92037
12 | Prodigeo Corp. 8-Nov-10 Address not provided.
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California Natural Resources Agency ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME JOHN McCAMMAN, Director

South Coast Region
4949 Viewridge Avenue
San Diego, CA 92123
(858) 467-4201
http://lwww.dfg.ca.gov

October 13, 2010

Matthew Schneider

County of San Diego

Department of Planning and Land Use

5201 Ruffin Road

San Diego Ca 92123

(858) 694-3714

email: matthew.Schneider @sdcounty.ca.gov

Subject: Solar Wind Energy Zoning Ordinance Amendment (POD 09-008,
LOG NO. 09-00-003), San Diego County (SCH#2010091030).

Dear Mr. Schneider:

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP)
for a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), dated September 9, 2010. The public comment
period closes October 12, 2010. The purpose of the proposed amendment to the Zoning
Ordinance for Wind Energy Systems is to provide new and revised definitions to wind
regulations. The proposed Amendment would allow small wind energy systems that meet the
definition of the Zoning Ordinance. Large wind systems would be required to complete
additional environmental review and obtain a Major Use Permit. The specific sections of the
Zoning Ordinance that would be amended include, Sections 1110, 6123, 6156.z, 6158.b, 6950,
6951 and 6952. The proposed Zoning Ordinance would apply to the unincorporated portions of
the County of San Diego.

Previous Department Comments: The Department provided comments to the County on
March 26, 2010 to Solar Wind Energy Zoning Ordinance Amendment (POD 09-008, LOG NO.
09-00-003) (SCH#2010021070). The following comments are revisions to our previous
comments based on changes made to the proposed Ordinance, .

Department Jurisdiction: The following statements and comments have been prepared
pursuant to the Department’s authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over natural
resources affected by the project (CEQA Guidelines Section 15386) and pursuant to our
authority as a Responsible Agency under CEQA Guidelines Section 156381 over those aspects
of the proposed project that come under the purview of the California Endangered Species Act
(Fish and Game Code Section 2050 et seq.) and Fish and Game Code Section 1600 et seq.
The Department also administers the Natural Community Conservation Planning Program
(NCCP). The County of San Diego (County) participates in the NCCP program by implementing
its approved Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) Subarea Plan. The County is also
working towards an approved North County MSCP and Implementing Agreement under the
NCCP Program and has conducted preliminary habitat evaluation for the draft East County
MSCP Plan.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
b - b
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The Department offers the following comments and recommendations to assist the County in
avoiding or minimizing potential project impacts on biological resources

1)

2)

3)

. 4)

Fully Protected Species: The Department has jurisdiction over fully protected species of
birds, mammals, amphibians and reptiles, and fish, pursuant to Fish and Game Code
Sections 3511, 4700, 5050, and 5515. “Take” of any fully protected species is prohibited,
and the Department cannot authorize their “take.” Five fully protected bird species which
are particularly susceptible to impacts from wind turbines, the American peregrine falcon
(Falco peregrinus anatum), brown pelican (Pelecanus occidentalis), California least tern
(Sterna albifrons browni), golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos) and white-tailed kite (Elanus
leucurus) are known to occur with the County. The fully protected mammal species that
could be impacted are bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis) and ring-tailed cat (Bassariscus
astutus). The CEQA analysis for projects should evaluate and address potential impacts
to these species and incorporate appropriate species-specific avoidance and minimization
measures during subsequent project implementation.

Other Rare Species: The potential exists for projects to reduce the number or restrict
the range of the following endangered, rare, or threatened species (as defined in
Section 15380 of CEQA), which are present within the region: the State threatened
Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni) and the State Species of Special Concern (SSC) -
burrowing ow! (Athene cunucularia), tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), northern
harrier (Circus cyaneus), loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), California horned lark
(Eremophila alpestris actia), Le Conte’s thrasher (Toxostoma lecontei), pallid bat
(Antrozous pallidus), western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii), western mastiff bat (Eumops
perotis californicus), American badger (Taxidea taxus) and-flat-tailed horned lizard
(Phrynosoma mcallii). Additional endangered, rare, or threatened species may also be
present

Bird Protection: The Department has jurisdiction over actions that may result in the
disturbance or destruction of active nest sites, or the unauthorized take of birds. The
pertinent sections of the Fish and Game Code that protect birds, their eggs, and nests
include 3503 (regarding unlawful “take,” possession, or needless destruction of the nest or
eggs of any bird), 3503.5 (regarding the “take,” possession or destruction of any birds-of-
prey or their nests or eggs), and 3513 (regarding unlawful “take” of any migratory
nongame birds). The Department is unable to permit project-related “take” of species
covered by these code sections, which include all raptors and migratory species.

Administrative Permit; The County proposes most small wind projects be permitted
administratively. Small wind projects that do not meet the standards of the Ordinance
could be subject to a variance process. The NOP provided a brief overview of the
procedural steps that would be required in process of an administrative permit. Additional
CEQA documentation should be required for any project regardless of zoning that has the
potential to significantly impact biological resources. The DEIR should clearly define
under the administrative permit process thresholds to biological resources whereas the
County could require biological studies in situation where impacts to sensitive biological
resources may occur. The Department believes that the uncertainties of risk to birds and
the long term nature of the impacts to birds and bats require thorough biological studies
and corresponding biological resource report with all forthcoming projects. One poorly
placed small wind farm has the potential to kill a significant-number of birds and bats,
including fully protected and sensitive birds for as long as the turbines are in operation
(Kerlinger et al.2008, Longcore et al.2008). Therefore, administrative permits for even
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5)

6)

7)

small wind projects without further biological evaluations are not appropriate (and should
be subject to environmental review under the CEQA).

Design Criteria for Wind Energy Developments: Impacts to birds and bats due to wind
turbine strikes of any size, is well established (Kuvlesky et al. 2007). Even for small wind
projects, the amendments to Section 6951 of the ordinance should established standards
for setbacks, height restrictions to minimize impacts to avian and bat species in locations
in proximity to sensitive habitat lands including wildlife concentration points. The
Department recommends standards be included in the ordinance that prohibit tower
placement in or near waterways and wetland resources (e.g., vernal pools, stock ponds, or
other seasonal pools) which may support listed species. The DEIR should identify
appropriate setbacks (or buffer zones) to nest or roost site of a State or Federal
threatened or endangered species or Department designated bird or bat SSC, along with
considering the potential for collision and noise related impacts to affected species. The

- referral provided in the NOP for adherence to the “California Guidelines for Reducing

Impacts to Birds and Bats from Wind Energy Development” should be adopted in the
ordinance language (being applicable to Small/Large Wind Turbine Systems).

The DEIR should consider alternative designs for all wind systems. The Department
recommends, the ordinance describe options for less environmentally damaging
alternatives in regards to the type of wind turbine (e.g., selection of vertical axis turbines,
then horizontal axis turbines) or whether a preference for the building-mounted systems
versus free-standing towers was considered. Supplemental guidance/standards should
include requiring towers that are monopole design and self-supporting without the use of
guy wires or other similar features. Requiring monopole designs whenever feasible would
eliminate the increase of potential nesting and perching sites for opportunistic birds (e.g.,

- common raven, crow, scrub-jay), thus minimizing the likelihood for increased predation of

listed and sensitive wildlife species. Depending on the type of tower design selected,
standards should be adopted that include using deterrents as perching and nesting
prevention devices (selecting treatments that do not harm birds). Furthermore, protection
measures should include reducing artificial habitat for prey at turbine base area and
minimizing power line impacts by undergrounding lines.

Ordinance Language: The Department recommends appropriate design features be
considered for insertion into the ordinance language. If not included in the ordinance
language itself then the County should develop a separate guidance document for staff to
defer to in implementing the ordinance.

Avoid Guy Wires when Feasible: Guy wires supporting communications and
meteorological towers can kill birds at high rates, including birds protected by the Fish and
Game Code (Kerlinger et al. 2008, Longcore et al. 2008). Both the CEC-Department
Guidelines and the USFWS (2000) recommend using free-standing tower designs due to
the known avian mortality impacts from guy wires. The region is known to support many
species that are susceptible to guy wire collisions, including golden eagles, tricolored
blackbirds, burrowing owls, northern harrier, and Swainson’s hawk. Project sites that may
permit this type of installation may also support the fully protected species; golden eagle,
and white-tailed kite, which are known to collide with electrical distribution wires. Several
of these species are known to be susceptible to mortality from striking guy wires on
communications and meteorological towers, or could be adversely affected by construction
activities. If guy wires cannot be avoided the Ordinance should include specific
procedures and standards to minimize bird strikes/collisions:
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a) Data (Kerlinger et al. 2008, Longcore et al. 2008) demonstrates that there is
substantial uncertainty as to the potential for guy wire collisions with
protected/special status bird species.

b) To reduce the potential for significant injury or mortality of special status birds,
including raptors and migratory species, a condition of approval should be added to
state substantially similar to the following: "The applicant shall install yellow bird flight
diverters every 15 ft on each guy wire installed. Divérters shall be by Preformed Line
Products, Bird Flight™ Diverters, or equal as approved by the Department, and shall
be high-impact PVC material with UV protection."

8) Turbine Location: Each turbine locations should be studied to confirm that the tower sites

9)

are not within bird migratory corridors. Wind turbines should not be allowed in significant
bird migration corridors. B

Avian Protection Plan: In areas where impacts to birds and bats are likely, the
Department recommends Avian Protection Plans be prepared which include post
construction, and annual reporting to the County and the Department. Based on the
analysis and guidance provided in the NOP, if a fatality to a protected species occurs,
there is no assurance the information will be recorded or reported. A condition of approval
should be added to state substantially similar to the following: "The applicant shall perform
a weekly carcass survey of each site and report the findings at least quarterly to the
County and to the Department. Any fatality of a protected species, including all raptors
and listed species, shall immediately be reported to the agency with jurisdiction by law."

10) Bat Surveys for Wind Energy Developments: Installing' meteorological (met) towers in

advance of wind energy development provides an opportunity to begin gathering baseline
bat use data. This bat use data is used to assess potential impacts to bats from wind
turbine operation as recommended in the CEC-Department. To provide defensible
baseline data for bat impacts, the Department recommends installing two (2) acoustic
detectors on each tower: one at 1.5 meters from ground level, and one as high as
possible, within the potential rotor-swept zone. Bat use should be monitored nightly for
one (1) year prior to CEQA analysis. Additional methods may be warranted for a project
site; the Department is available to provide guidance to applicant’s to develop site-specific
bat survey methods for any future wind energy proposals. If a subsequent bat (or avian)
monitoring program is required under post approval then the permit approval conditions
should require that documentation be provided to the Department.

11) Acoustical Monitoring: If the towers are for assessing wind energy development

potential, then the Department recommends deploying acoustic monitoring equipment on
the met towers for at least one year to determine bat use levels and potential impacts to
bats from wind turbines. Additional methods for assessing avian and bat mortality impacts
would be warranted for wind energy development at this site. We encourage the County
and the applicant to coordinate with the Department on study methods as soon as
possible to avoid future project delays. Please refer to the joint California Energy
Commission and Department guidelines (CEC-Department Guidelines) for guidance on
how to adequately assess potential bird and bat mortality from wind energy development
(CEC and Department 2007).
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12) Use Red, Flashing Tower Lights: Night-migrating birds are the most common fatalities
at wind energy facilities. To minimize night-migrating bird collisions on associated
structures, continuous lighting and light colors other than red should be avoided. If
aviation or other lighting is required on the meteorological towers, then the Department
recommends red flashing lights with a long dark interval and short flash-on time.

13) Consistency with Existing and Draft Regional Conservation Plans: The DEIR should
evaluate the proposed ordinance’s consistency with our regulations and the County's
MSCP. Specifically, Section IV, Biological Resources, of the CEQA initial study, items a),
b), c), d) and e) require additional information. This information is needed by the Wildiife
Agencies to make clear the types of projects which would be approved, and in particular
identify potential conflicts with essential species and regional conservation planning
objectives associated within the existing South County MSCP and forthcoming North
County and East County MSCPs. If the Department cannot adequately evaluate these
issues and quantify the potential impacts, we may be unable to issue permits for the North
County and East County MSCPs and/or concur that the proposed amendment is
consistent with the approved South County MSCP.

14) Cumulative Impacts: A cumulative effects analysis should be developed as described
under CEQA Guidelines, section 15130. General and specific plans, as well as past,
present, and anticipated future projects, should be analyzed relative to their impacts on
similar plant communities and wildlife habitats. The DIER should include a detailed
cumulative analysis of the impacts to biological resources.as a result of small and large
wind systems.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the NOP for the ordinance revision and to assist
the County in further minimizing and mitigating project impacts to biological resources. If you
have any questions or comments regarding this letter, please contact Erinn Wilson, Staff
Environmental Scientist of the Department at (714) 968-0953. ..

Sincerely,
N = éﬁé
Edmund Pert

Regional Manager
South Coast Region

cc. State Clearinghouse, Sacramento
Scott Flint, Habitat Conservation Planning Branch .
Doreen Stadtlander, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Carlsbad

ec: Stephen M. Juarez, DFG, San Diego
David Mayer, DFG, San Diego
Randy Rodriquez, DFG, San Diego
Paul Schlitt, DFG, San Diego
Erinn Wilson, DFG, San Diego
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State of California

Memorandum

To:

Re:

County of San Diego
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, CA 92123-1666

Attn: Matthew Schneider

County of San Diego Wind Energy Ordinance

SCH2010091030

Notice of Preparation (Environmental Impact Report)

=30
Website: W{NW

Natural Resources Agency

Date: September 30, 201

Qgg gov

After review of the above referenced document, the project complies with Public
Resource Codes (PRC), California Fire Code (CFC) and Consolidated Fire Code for
San Diego County applicable to Wildland fire for non habitable structures. As a Note
The Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) dated February 26, 1997 states Structures
intended for occupancy by humans or animals be located no less than 100 feet from the
nearest biological open space or boundary and all other structures no less than 30 feet
from biological open space or boundary. The MOU was based upon the US Fish and

Wildlife Biological Opinion of 1997.

Mark Ostrander

CAL FIRE

San Diego Unit
Environmental Coordinator
P.O. Box 1560

Boulevard, CA 91905

Mandated Due Date:

Date Document Received in Mail:

Comment Letter Date:
Date Mailed:

10/12/10
09/23/10
09/30/10
10/01/10

PLEASE REMEMBER TO CONSERVE ENERGY. FOR TIPS AND INFORMATION, VISIT “FLEX YOUR POWER” AT WWW.CA.GOV.
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Cathleen Cox

Amold Schwarzenegger
Acting Director

Governor

Notice of Preparation

September 15, 2010

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: County of San Diego Wind Energy Ordinance
SCH# 2010091030

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the County of San Diego Wind
Energy Ordinance draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific ~
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead
Agency. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a
timely manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to:

Matthew Schneider

San Diego County

5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B - .
San Diego, CA 92123

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Attachments.
cc: Lead Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 -SACRAMENTQ, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL (916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2010091030
BRI e T e o S, SEEEENE oL VLD e T
Lead Agency San Diego County
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description The project proposes amendments to the County of San Diego Zoning Ordinance for wind energy
systems. The amendments consist of clarifications, deletions, and revisions to provide an updated set
of definitions, procedures, and standards for review and permitting of wind energy systems. The
proposed project includes the allowance of small wind energy systems that meet the definition of the
Zoning Ordinance by right; and large turbines will be required to complete a separate environmental
review process per the Major Use Permit procedures and requirements.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Matthew Schneider
Agency San Diego County
Phone 858-694-3714 Fax
email
Address 5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B
City San Diego State CA  Zip 92123
Project Location
County San Diego
City
Region
Cross Streets  Countywide
Lat/Long
Parcel No.
Township Range Section Base

Proximity to:

Highways Hwy 67,76, 78,79, 94, & 125
Airports  Countywide
Railways Countywide
Waterways Countywide -
Schools  Countywide
Land Use Various- applies Countywide
Project Issues  Aesthetic/Visual; Agricultural Land; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Forest Land/Fire
Hazard; Noise; Wildlife; Cumulative Effects
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5; Cal Fire; Office of Historic Preservation;
Agencies Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; Caltrans, Division of

Aeronautics; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 11; State Water Resources Control Board,
Division of Water Quality; Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission; State
Lands Commission

Date Received

09/13/2010 Start of Review 09/13/2010 End of Review 10/12/2010

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.



‘NOP Distribution List

Resources Agency

. Resources Agency
Nadell Gayou

D Dept. of Boating & Waterways
Mike Sotelo :

D Callfornia Coastal
Commission
Elizabeth A. Fuchs

D Coloradé River Board
Gerald R. Zimmerman

D Dept, of Conservation
Rebecca Salazar

D California Energy
Commission
Eric Knight

. Cal Fire

Allen Robertson

D Central Valley Flood
Protection Board
James Herota

. Office of Historic
Preservation
Ron Parsons

u Dept of Parks & Recreation
Environmental Stewardship
Section

D Callfornia Department of
Resources, Recycling &
Recovery
Sue O'Leary

D S.F. Bay Conservation &
Dev’t. Comm.
Steve McAdam

- Dept. of Water Resources
Resources Agency
Nadell Gayou

.

Conservancy

Fish and Game

D Depart, of Fish & Game
Scott Flint
Environmental Services Division

D Fish & Game Region 1
Donald Koch

D Fish & Game Region 1E
Laurle Hamsberger

D Fish & Game Region 2
Jeff Drongesen

D Fish & Game Region 3
Charles Armor

D Fish & Game Region 4
Julie Vance

. Fish & Game Reglon 5
Don Chadwick
Habitat Conservation Program

D Fish & Game Region 6
Gabrina Gatchel
Habltat Conservation Program

D Flsh & Game Region 6 I/iM
Brad Henderson
Inyo/Mono, Habitat Conservation
Program

D Dept. of Flsh & Game M
George Isaac
Marine Reglon

Other Departments

D Food & Agriculture
Steve Shaffer
Dept. of Food and Agriculture

D Depart. of General Services
Public School Construction

D Dept. of General Services
Anna Garbeff
Environmental Services Ssctlon

D Dept. of Public Heaith
Bridgette Binning
Dept. of Health/Drinking Water

Independent
Commissions Boards

D Delta Protection Commission
Linda Flack

D Cal EMA (Emergency
Management Agency)
Dennis Castrillo

D Governor's Office of Planning
& Research
State Clearinghouse

County: OU 1 €YO

| Native American Herltage
Comm.
Debble Treadway

. Public Utllities Commission
Leo Wong

D Santa Monica Bay Restoration
Guangyu Wang

State Lands Commisslon
Marina Brand

D Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency (TRPA)
Cherry Jacques

Business, Trans & Housing

- Caltrans - Division of
Aeronautics
Sandy Hesnard

D Caltrans - Planning
Temi Pencovic

. California Highway Patrol
Scott Loetscher
Office of Special Projects

D HousIng & Community
Development
CEQA Coordinator
Hausling Policy Division

I
Dept. of Tra_nsportation

D Caltrans, District 1
Rex Jackman

D Calteans, District 2
Marcelino Gonzalez

D Caltdans, District 3
Bruce de Temma

D Caitrans, District 4
Lisa Carboni

U Caltrans, District 5
David Murray

D Caltrans, District 6
Michael Navarro

D Caltrans, District 7
Elmer Alvarez

D Caltrans, Dlistrict 8
Dan Kopulsky

D Caltrans, District 9
Gayle Ros