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Response to Comment Letter C 

Individual 

George M. Coladonato 

December 9, 2011 

C-1 The County acknowledges and appreciates this 

comment.   

C-2 While this comment does not identify deficiencies in 

the DEIR, the County would like to explain the 

rationale for the proposed 50kW limit on small 

turbines. On October 11, 2009, AB 45 Distributed 

Generation: Small Wind Energy Systems was signed 

into State law. This bill authorized Counties to 

establish local ordinances for the installation of small 

wind turbine systems and defined small wind systems 

as having a rated capacity of not more than 50kW.  

The County’s proposed ordinance amendment is 

consistent with the State’s limit of a 50kW rated 

capacity. It is also important to point out that the 

proposed ordinance eliminates the restriction in the 

current ordinance of 220 square feet of blade swept 

area and allows multiple turbines through the 

ministerial process.  The current ordinance allows only 

one turbine through the ministerial process. In short, 

the proposed ordinance increases the rated capacity 

allowed as well as the number of turbines allowed 

through the ministerial process and is consistent with 

State law. 
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C-3 This comment does not raise a significant 

environmental issue for which a response is required. 

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. 

C-4 The County appreciates this information and will take 

it into consideration.  This information, however, 

would not affect the analysis in the DEIR. 

C-5 This comment does not raise a significant 

environmental issue for which a response is required. 

C-6 The County does not agree with this comment.  See 

also responses to comments C2 and C3 above. 

C-7 The County appreciates this recommendation for 

revisions to the height limitations in the proposed 

ordinance.  This suggestion will be included in the 

information presented to the decision makers. 

 

 


