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Response to Comment Letter I77 

Blanca Cruz 

February 18, 2014 

I77-1 Issues raised in this comment were considered and 

addressed in the DPEIR.  See Section 3.1.5.3.1 for a 

discussion of potential impacts related to flooding, and 

see Section 3.1.5.3.4 for a discussion of potential 

groundwater-related impacts. The amount of water used 

for solar panel washing cited by the commenter is 

incorrect. The commenter is referred to common 

response WR1 and WR2 for a discussion of water 

demand revisions associated with the Proposed Project. 

Common response WR1 and WR2 also discusses the 

Groundwater Mitigation and Management Plans that 

will be implemented to ensure that well interference 

impacts remain less than significant. 

I77-2 Please refer to the responses to comments I31-6 and 

I34-4. In addition, please refer to common response 

TRAF1, which addresses maintenance of Proposed 

Project area roads.  

I77-3 Impacts related to scenic vistas and the visual change 

that would occur as a result of the Proposed Project 

were considered and addressed in the DPEIR; see 

Chapter 2.1. Also see response to comment I17-5. 
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 The County acknowledges the commenter’s concern 

associated with electric and magnetic fields (EMF). 

Recognizing there is a great deal of public interest and 

concern regarding potential health effects and hazards 

from exposure to EMFs, the DPEIR provides 

information regarding these potential issues; see Section 

3.1.4.5 of the DPEIR. However, the DPEIR does not 

consider EMFs in the context of the CEQA for 

determination of environmental impact because there is 

no agreement among scientists that EMFs create a health 

risk and because there are no defined or adopted CEQA 

standards for defining health risks from EMFs. As a 

result, the EMF information is presented for the benefit 

of the public and decision makers. Furthermore, in 

response to this comment and other comments regarding 

EMF, a memorandum was prepared by Asher R. 

Sheppard, PhD to support the information provided in 

the DPEIR and provide more detail; see Appendix 9.0 of 

the DPEIR. The memorandum concludes that EMF from 

the Proposed Project are highly localized and pose no 

known concern for human health.  

I77-4 The County of San Diego acknowledges the commenter’s 

opposition to the Proposed Project and their support of the 

No Project Alternative. The environmental issues raised in 

this comment were addressed throughout the DPEIR. The 

information in this comment will be provided in the Final 

Program Environmental Impact Report for review and 

consideration by the decision makers. 


