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Response to Comments

Response to Comment Letters P1-P141

Form Letter Postcard
January—-March 2014

The County of San Diego (County) received 141 postcards (P1-P141) titled “No Soitec Solar in
Boulevard, CA.” These postcards were identical or nearly identical. Some postcards had
additional notation included in the margins that does not substantively affect the content of the
postcard. These minor variations in the form letter are noted for disclosure purposes, and
individual responses are provided below.

For the sake of brevity and addressing the environmental considerations, one copy of the
form letter (Comment Letter P1) is reproduced in the Final Program Environmental Impact
Report (FPEIR), followed by the 11 letters that contained minor variations. The content of
these postcards were substantively the same; therefore, a single response is provided. For a
complete list of commenters that sent this postcard to the County, see Table RTC-1.

General Response

P-1 The County acknowledges the commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project and
support for the No Project Alternative.

The County agrees that the Proposed Project may result in potential adverse
environmental impacts. These impacts are considered and addressed in the Draft
Program Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR); see Chapter 2.1, Aesthetics;
Chapter 2.2, Air Quality; Chapter 2.3, Biological Resources; Chapter 2.4, Cultural
Resources; Chapter 2.5, Land Use; Chapter 2.6, Noise; Chapter 3.1.4, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials; and Chapter 3.1.5, Hydrology and Water Quality. Potential
cumulative impacts are discussed for each environmental issue area in Chapters 2.0
and 3.0 of the DPEIR. The technology for the Proposed Project is not accurately
characterized as “too experimental” given its deployment in numerous other sites in
the U.S. and around the world. Please refer to response to comment C2-47. The cost
to build the Proposed Project is not an environmental issue for which a response is
required.

The County disagrees with the commenter’s assertion that it has allowed the “fast
tracking” of the Proposed Project. The application for the Proposed Project has been
processed according to the County Zoning Ordinance and related regulations.
Furthermore, SB 743 amended Public Resources Code Section 21185(a) to address
the constitutional issue identified by the Alameda Superior Court in Planning &
Conservation League v. California.
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Response to Comments

The County acknowledges the commenter’s preference for a distributed-generation
energy alternative. See common response ALT2.

The decision makers have the approval authority for the Proposed Project and will
consider all information in the FPEIR and related documents before making a
decision on the Proposed Project. The information in this comment will be in the
FPEIR for review and consideration by the decision makers.

Individual Responses

Postcard Commenter

P8 Eliot Miller

P15 Linda Shannon

P19 Mike Kortz

P35 Carl Adams

P54 Ben Mendoza

P62 Jon Isaacs and Mary Lu Brandwein

P85 Harry Backer

P93 Robert and Janice Minton

P116 Daniel Reinard

P121 Linda Shannon

P129 Allen Sojourner
P8-1 The comment does not raise an environmental issue for which a response is required.
P15-1 The comment does not raise an environmental issue for which a response is required.
P19-1 The comment does not raise an environmental issue for which a response is required.
P36-1 The comment does not raise an environmental issue for which a response is required.
P55-1 Potential impacts related to fugitive dust and air quality impacts are considered and

discussed in the DPEIR; see Chapter 2.2, Air Quality. In response to the comment

regarding the deterioration of Jewel Valley Road, see common response TRAFL.
P63-1 The comment does not raise an environmental issue for which a response is required.
P86-1 The comment does not raise an environmental issue for which a response is required.
P94-1 Potential impacts related to water use by the Proposed Project are considered and

addressed in the DPEIR; see Sections 3.1.5.3.4, Groundwater Resources, and

3.1.9.3.1, Water.
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Response to Comments

P117-1  Potential impacts related to water use by the Proposed Project are considered and
addressed in the DPEIR; see Sections 3.1.5.3.4, Groundwater Resources, and
3.1.9.3.1, Water. Potential impacts related to fire hazard are considered and addressed
in the DPEIR; see Section 3.1.4, Hazards and Hazardous Materials.

P122-1  The comment does not raise an environmental issue for which a response is required.

P130-1  Potential impacts related to water use by the Proposed Project are considered and
addressed in the DPEIR; see Sections 3.1.5.3.4, Groundwater Resources, and
3.1.9.3.1, Water. See also common response WRL.

December 2014 7345
Final PEIR P5




Response to Comments

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

December 2014 7345
Final PEIR P6




P8

L mevd LWE GHRNT
EL‘;T}.—;."‘,‘ \_\ L | w3 J o i i i
AP TR son o ARG P
SOITEC SOLAR PEIR :

1 oppose Soitec's Sol gf%gtl?my‘qrgprojﬁc!s,‘ i3
amending Boulevard's Community Plan, removing the
agriculture preserve, requested waivers: | support the
NO PROJECT alternative. Soitec's dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, too experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive resources. They
represent significant environmental impacts to
aesthetics, air quality, biological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and
well interference. Boulevard is threatened with
disproportionate and cumulative impacts from too many
energy and infrastructure projects that do not comply
with our community plan designed to maintain
Boulevard's rural character and quality of life. Judicial
fast-tracking of Soitec's industrial-scale projects, under
ABS00, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use
alternatives are less expensive and destructive.

name g L \ﬂr
address =/

phone or e-mail _"

Robert Hingtgen, Planner

Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

ECEIVE

JAN 16 2014

iiiiiRlanning and
i elopment Services



P15

You do not hrve The righ;
+0 decid e W Topees 5 55t

SOITEC SOLAR PEIR
| oppose Soitec’s Solar's f argd. pmlecuﬁ R
amending Boulevard's Co ﬁan, tethoving the
agriculture preserve, requested waivers: | support the
NO PROJECT aiternative. Soitec's dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, too experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive resources. They
represent significant environmental impacts to
aesthetics, air quality, blological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and
well interference. Boulevard is threatened with
disproportionate and cumulative impacts from too many
energy and Infrastructure projects that do not comply
with our community plan designed to maintain
Boulevard's rural character and quality of life. Judicial
fast-tracking of Soitec’s industrial-scale projects, under
AB900, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use
alternatives are less expensive and destructive.

phoneore-mail ©/ ¥ 24 G~ /L&

3 v,
O «leva i[{ml,i,il,,'itl'i]]]]p(j'fd%’ai*ll

‘.m o

r““Mu‘.'

g }“‘Zz‘%lmﬁﬁ 2t =
"q‘r’ M ,
it o Sl

"h"‘\v' T e

m#\v.;.‘

Robert Hingtgen, Planner

Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

)ECEIVE
JAN 16 2014

Planning and
Development Services

”mlh]-lnn;ﬂi



P19

SOITEC SOLAR PEIR == ;; F1 ;"\?w ¥ T’

1 oppose Soitec's Solar's four Boulevard projects,
amending Boulevard's Community Plan, removi e, .
agriculture preserve, regifested waivers:' i'ﬁspgﬁ*‘lﬁh &
NO PROJECT alternative. Soitec’s dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, too experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive resources. They
represent significant environmental impacts to

_ »sthetics, air quality, biological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and
well interference. Boulevard is threatened with
disproportionate and cumulative impacts from too many
energy and infrastructure projects that do not comply
with our community plan designed to maintain
Boulevard's rural character and quality of life. Judicial
fast-tracking of Soitec’s industrial-scale projects, under
AB900, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use
alternatives are less expensive and destructive.

name s KO")Y-L
M 1A Shasto Fratl, Codwr)

phone or e-mail
KOTIT M @ haAma). Com

Robert Hingtgen, Planner

Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

ECEIVE
JAN 16 2014

Planning-and
Development Services

iiim}”ii‘i!’Hiﬂ‘i*ii']iiiil”;li'”l"ii'“i’}'iliii”if.”



B Rord

SOITEC SOLAR PEIR . s I
1 oppose Soitec's SolatisTour BolileVard Profedts, 1 1 b
amending Boulevard's Community Plan, removing the
agriculture preserve, requested waivers: 1 support the
NO PROJECT alternative. Soitec's dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, too experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive resources. They
represent significant environmental impacts to
aesthetics, air quality, biological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and
well interference. Boulevard is threatened with
disproportionate and cumulative impacts from too many
energy and infrastructure projects that do not comply
with our community plan designed to maintain
Boulevard's rural character and quality of life. Judicial
fast-tracking of Soitec's industrial-scale projects, under
ABS00, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use

phone or emait /9 746 7907

' s = ACEhkS 0F DS 8 ERT
Z»“AL‘%%";}:;Z Qéwétiﬁ»'li&wu\rggml

’IY\dg_,'U‘i"‘\ A TAReM

alternatives are less expensive and destructive.
‘ i ECEIVE
name. AR Aon-m s :)
address_( [ 20 T (S /ei _dal S/ R JAN 22 2014
D

Robert Hingtgen, Planner

Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

lanni q ‘
%"%%ﬂﬁ# EiveS



P54

. phone or e- -mail 7

m\@um ;. : ' -' {
b o e S{l‘?"ﬁ fli &m&%%

m¢(1 of m?oumfu

SOITEC SOLAR PEIR Ny
| oppose Soitec's Solar’s fb}ﬂ,‘blﬂ%ﬁnﬁ&ymﬁe‘si 14
amending Boulevard's COmmumty Plan, removing the
agriculture preserve, requested waivers: | support the
NO PROJECT alternative. Soitec's dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, too experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive resources. They
represent signiflcant environmental impacts to
aesthetics, air quality, biological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and
well interference. Boulevard is threatened with

disproportionate and cumulative impacts from too many | Robert Hingtgen, Planner

energy and infrastructure projects that do not comply Planning and Development Services
with our community plan desligned to maintain 5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110
Boulevard’s rural character and quality of life. Judicial | San Diego, CA 92123

fast-tracking of Soitec's industrial-scale projects, under
ABS00, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use

tarna:Es a Iasa e penslva and dutrucﬂve 0‘0 'FY
Ll rad Ce
fg.'f‘l o. il eud\i \l?l\ "'1. é

name 9"\
address 51

ECEIVE
JAN 23 2014

Planning and

»DRRIcR MRS Services



P62

SOITEC SOLAR PEIR

| oppose Soltec's Solar's four Boulevard projects,
amending Boulevard’'s Community Plan, removing the
agriculture preserve, requested waivers: | support the
NO PROJECT alternatlve. Soitec's dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, too experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive resources. They
represent significant environmental impacts to
aesthetics, air quality, biological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and
well interference. Boulevard is threatened with
disproportionate and cumulative impacts from too many
energy and Infrastructure projects that do not comply
with our community plan designed to maintain
Boulevard's rural character and quallty of life. Judiclal
fast-tracking of Soitec's industrial-scale projects, under
ABS00, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use
alternatives are less expensive and destructive.

TRIDENT
MAPLE

Robert Hingtgen, Planner

Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

ECEIVE
JAN 23 20%

Planning and
Development Services



P85

SOITEC SOLAR PEIR ™. :

I oppose Soitec’s Solar's four Boulevard projects,
amending Boulevard's ﬁmﬁa the
agriculture preserve, rs: I support the
NO PROJECT alternative. Soitec's dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, too experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive resources. They
represent significant environmental impacts to
aesthetics, air quality, biological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and
well interference. Boulevard is threatened with
disproportionate and cumulative impacts from too many
energy and infrastructure projects that do not comply
with our community plan designed to maintain
Boulevard's rural character and quality of life. Judicial
fast-tracking of Soitec's industrial-scale projects, under
AB900, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use

alternatives are less expensive and destructive.

name_
address___*
phone or e-mail

Robert Hingtgen, Planner

Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

De Vﬁ&%@%ﬁgﬁces

HULE U T R T

hll‘ll‘l‘lh‘



P93

SOITEC SOLAR PEIR

1 oppose Soitec's Solar's four Boulevard projects,
amending Boulevard's Community Plan, removing the
agriculture preserve, requested waivers: | support the
NO PROJECT alternative, Soitec's dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, too experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive resources. They
represent significant environmental impacts to
aesthetics, alr quality, biological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and
well interference. Boulevard is threatened with
disproportionate and cumulative impacts from too many
energy and infrastructure projects that do not comply
with our community plan designed to maintain
Boulevard's rural character and quality of life. Judicial
fast-tracking of Soitec's industrial-scale projects, under
AB900, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use
alternatives are less expensive and destructive.

name QQ?)'EZT "L"Jﬁﬂ (& m WYTON
address__ 2 1o 1S TLERRA DT WIEGMIE
phone or e-mail__ & oG HT92

THe DS P@A&ﬂs;’é.--i- nthe J
Mmidbie ot A ml;{jgw%'%”!hq

ECEIVE |
Vo L

FEB 0%
v . an d
Rob E"q"’“‘:gﬁ.mwices
Plauﬁ#gu and Development Services

5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110
San Diego, CA 92123

Piense OoM TBELW

in ﬁEicbV\bcf-H&DS |

15 VoEs TO Much
oA T

oy



P116

SOITEC SOLAR PEIR

| oppose Soitec's Solar's four Boulevard projects,
amending Boulevard’'s Community Plan, removing the
agriculture preserve, requested waivers: | support the
NO PROJECT alternative. Soitec's dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, too experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive resources. They
represent significant environmental impacts to
aesthetics, alr quality, biological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and
well interference. Boulevard is threatened with
disproportionate and cumulative impacts from too many
energy and infrastructure projects that do not comply
with our community plan designed to maintain
Boulevard's rural character and quality of life. Judicial
fast-tracking of Soitec's industrial-scale projects, under
AB900, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use

#t;rr;atwes are less wns}wand ﬁl_ e'és-f-
name
address

Praaning a...
Devsiopment Service

Robert Hingtgen, Planner

Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

*énggf 2"07
0L m@

el
P ib iy By ﬂiﬁ% ;?6% De&



P121

Yo u hnve LOEgh
yﬂ?/ prope 7/ end "HJ ecammuy,, 1“'7

SOITEC SOLAR PEIR

| oppose Soitec's Solar's four Boulevard projects,
amending Boulevard's Community Plan, removing the
agriculture preserve, requested walvers: | support the
NO PROJECT alternative. Soitec's dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, too experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive mourcgs . They
represent significant environmental impacts !v
aesthetics, air quality, biological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and

“ well interference. Boulevard is threatened with .

* dispraportionate and cumulative impacts from too m’any

] ennrmppd infrastructure projects that do not comply

with our community plan designed to maintain
Boulevard's rural character and quality of life. Judicial
fast-tracking of Soitec's industrial-scale projects, under
ABS00, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use

g alternatives are less expensive and destructive.
?_ name L/th’ gl\!—}h\f\f?\/\
N address

totio de es troy

Robert Hingtgen, Planner

Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

D ECEIVE
FEB 11 2014

Plannlng and
elopment Services



P129

=

SOITEC SOLAR PEIR

| oppose Soitec's Solar's four Boulevard projects, l

amending Boulevard's Conimiunjty-Rlar; rethoying-ther: |

agriculture preserve, requested waivers: | support the
NO PROJECT alternative. Soitec’s dual-tracking CPV
modules are too big, too expensive, tao experimental,
and too close to homes and sensitive resources. They
represent significant environmental impacts to
aesthetics, air quality, biological and cultural resources,
land use and noise, and increased risk of wildfire and
well interference. Boulevard is threatened with
disproportionate and cumulative impacts from too many
energy and infrastructure projects that do not comply
with our community plan designed to maintain
Boulevard's rural character and quality of life. Judicial
fast-tracking of Soitec's industrial-scale projects, under
AB900, has been ruled unconstitutional. Point-of-use
alternatives are less expensive and destructive.

g

/=

parer” Fa e //MF De

i:z'aiz’aasgf gt aalbebgighood byt oot iy
& 7007 g

Robert Hingtgen, Planner

Planning and Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 110

San Diego, CA 92123

ECEIVE
FEB 15 2014

Planning and
Development Services



	Response to Comment Letters P1–P141



