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Response to Comment Letter I20 

Cherry Diefenbach 

February 5, 2014 

I20-1 The County of San Diego (County) acknowledges the 

commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project. 

Environmental issues raised in this comment were 

considered and addressed in the Draft Program 

Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR). Specific 

comments on the Proposed Project are addressed below. 

I20-2 The County agrees that the Proposed Project may have 

substantial adverse effects related to scenic highways 

including Historic Highway 80 (referred to as Old 

Highway 80 in the DPEIR). The issues raised in this 

comment were considered and addressed in Section 

2.1.3.1, Scenic Vistas, of the DPEIR. 

I20-3 The County agrees that the Proposed Project may have 

potentially adverse effects related to wetlands and 

groundwater. However, as described in Section 2.3.3.2 

of the DPEIR, a 50-foot buffer would be maintained 

around wetland features in accordance with the 

County’s Resource Protection Ordinance.  Regarding 

the Rugged site, an open space designation in the 

Major Use Permit is proposed for Tule Creek to avoid 

impacts to biological resources.  Based on the 

evaluation prepared, it has been determined that the 

Proposed Project would have a less than significant 

impact on biological resources.  
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 Impacts to groundwater resources were considered and 

addressed in Section 3.1.5.3.4, Groundwater 

Resources, of the DPEIR. The DPEIR determined that 

the because the solar farms would each individually 

have less-than-significant impacts with respect to 

groundwater resources and with implementation of M-

BI-PP-15 (Groundwater Monitoring and Mitigation 

Plans), the Proposed Project as a whole would result in 

a less than significant impact to groundwater resources.  

As described in Section 1.2.1.1 and further clarified in 

response I1-1, heat from the solar panels dissipates 

quickly and would not affect ambient air temperatures. 

Therefore, the County disagrees that the panels would 

produce excessive heat that could pose a health risk to 

neighboring residents, vegetation or wildlife around 

the Proposed Project sites. 

Direct habitat impacts were considered and addressed 

in Chapter 2.3, Biological Resources, of the DPEIR. 

I20-4 The County agrees that the Proposed Project may 

have potential adverse effects related to glare. This 

was analyzed in Section 2.1.3.3, Light and Glare, of 

the DPEIR.  

I20-5 Refer to common response WR1 and WR2. 

Construction and operational water use from on-site 

wells has been capped to prevent drawdown below 

County significance thresholds. Therefore, the 
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Proposed Project would not result in drawdown of the 

local aquifer. The County acknowledges Governor 

Jerry Brown’s drought declaration. The comment 

information will be provided in the FPEIR for review 

and consideration by the decision makers.  

I20-6 The County acknowledges the commenter’s support 

for the No Project Alternative. The decision makers 

will consider all information in the FPEIR and related 

documents before making a decision on the Proposed 

Project. The information in this comment letter will be 

provided in the FPEIR for review and consideration by 

the decision makers prior to making a decision on the 

Proposed Project. 

Related to the commenter’s concern regard additional 

fire danger, please refer to the responses to comments 

I2-2 and I19-1. 
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