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Response to Comment Letter A 

Native American Heritage Commission 

Dave Singleton 

December 1, 2011 

A-1 The County concurs with this comment and addresses 

the specific comments on the proposed project below. 

A-2 The County agrees with this comment.  Tribal 

consultation letters were mailed out on November 8, 

2011 for a 90-day consultation period ending February 

6, 2012.  The County received one request for 

consultation with the Viejas Band of Kumeyaay 

Indians (“Viejas”).  Subsequently, the County began 

consultation with Viejas on March 5, 2012 and 

concluded the consultation on May 29, 2012. 

A-3 The County concurs with this comment.   

A-4  The County concurs with this comment.  The DEIR 

for the proposed project closely follows CEQA 

Guidelines. 

A-5 The issues raised in this comment are not inconsistent 

with the existing content of the DEIR.  The presence 

of cultural resources in San Diego County and the 

regulatory requirements are discussed throughout 

Section 2.5. 
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A-6 The County agrees with this comment.  Please see 

response to comment A2. 

A-7 It appears that the commenter meant to cite Section 

21083.2 of the CEQA Guidelines in this comment 

regarding the definition of mitigation.  While the 

County appreciates this recommendation and agrees to 

take all feasible measures to avoid cultural resources, 

significant and unavoidable impacts are still 

anticipated through implementation of the Zoning 

Ordinance provisions for small turbines and MET 

facilities.  Currently, one small turbine per legal lot is 

allowed by right.  Under the proposed project, up to 

three free-standing small turbines and/or one MET 

tower would be allowed per legal lot.  As fully 

analyzed in the DEIR, this component of the project 

may result in adverse effects to cultural resources. 

It should also be noted that the County provided 

pertinent project information to Viejas as part of the 

tribal consultation (see response to comment A2), 

including all information requested by Viejas in 

correspondence and during meetings. 
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A-8 Because there are no federal actions associated with 

the Proposed Project, the requirements of NEPA, 

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, 

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act 

and the Native American Graves Protection Act 

(NAGPRA) do not apply. 

Through consultation with Viejas, additional changes 

were made to DEIR Section 2.5, Cultural Resources, 

to discuss historic context and cultural landscape.  The 

underlined text below was added on Page 2.5-5 of the 

DEIR: 

National Register of Historic Places, 1981 

The National Register is an authoritative guide to be 

used by federal, state, and local governments; private 

groups; and citizens to identify the nation’s cultural 

resources and to indicate what properties should be 

considered for protection from destruction or 

impairment. A traditional cultural property (TCP) can 

be defined generally as one that is eligible for 

inclusion in the National Register because of its 

association with cultural practices or beliefs of a living 

community that (a) are rooted in that community's 

history, and (b) are important in maintaining the 

continuing cultural identity of the community.  TCPs 

may include sacred viewsheds, cultural landscapes, 

ceremonial sites, or other tangible cultural resources.  

Listing of private property on the National Register 
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does not prohibit under federal law or regulation any 

actions that may otherwise be taken by the property 

owner with respect to the property. 

In addition, TCPs were added to the resources 

analyzed on Page 2.5-14 of the DEIR. 

A-9 The County concurs with this comment. 

A-10 The issues raised in this comment are not inconsistent 

with the existing content of the DEIR.  The regulatory 

requirements for discovery of human remains are 

discussed in DEIR Section 2.5.2, 2.5.3.3 and 2.5.4.3. 

A-11 The County agrees with this comment. See also 

responses to comments A2, A7 and A8 above. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


