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Response to Comment Letter S 

Individual 
Charles and Laurie Baker 

December 23, 2011 

S-1 The comment indicates that the ordinance would allow 
turbines that do not meet current acceptable standards.  
The County disagrees with this interpretation.  The 
proposed ordinance would update regulations for wind 
energy projects and better meet current standards for 
turbines when compared to the existing Zoning 
Ordinance. 

S-2 It is unclear what this comment means and, therefore, 
no response is provided. 

S-3 The County acknowledges and appreciates this 
comment.  Ultimately, the Board of Supervisors must 
determine which project alternative will be approved.  
The information in this comment will be in the Final 
EIR for review and consideration by the County Board 
of Supervisors. 

S-4 The County does not agree with this comment.  As 
described in DEIR Section 4.5.2, the No Project 
Alternative would result in significant unavoidable 
impacts to aesthetics, agriculture and forestry 
resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural 
resources, hazards associated with wildland fire, land 
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use and planning, noise, and transportation and traffic. 

S-5 The term "unavoidable" is not used in the proposed 
ordinance; however, it is used in the DEIR in 
accordance with CEQA.  As described in Chapter 2 of 
the DEIR, certain environmental impacts were 
determined to be significant and unavoidable. 

S-6 The comment states that a wind energy ordinance with 
only negligible adverse impacts could be adopted.  
While this may be true, the purpose of the DEIR is to 
analyze the project that meets the direction provided 
by the Board of Supervisors. 

S-7 The comment affirms the commenter's objection to the 
proposed project.  This information will be in the Final 
EIR for review and consideration by the County Board 
of Supervisors. 

S-8 The County allows other types of renewal energy 
projects within its jurisdiction.  However, the Wind 
Energy Ordinance is a proposed update of the 
regulations related to wind turbines in particular. 

S-9 Issues raised in this comment are not inconsistent with 
the existing content of the DEIR. 

S-10 The DEIR includes feasible mitigation for impacts to 
special status species while still meeting the project 
objectives.  In addition, the County added numerous 
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design criteria for small wind turbines to minimize 
potential biological resource impacts (see responses to 
comments I6, I8, and L2). The County welcomes 
recommendations on any additional feasible measures 
that will help to reduce impacts to a level below 
significant. 

S-11 Issues raised in this comment are not inconsistent with 
the existing content of the DEIR.  Section 2.4.4.1 
discusses cumulative impacts to biological resources, 
including effects from the Sunrise Powerlink. 

S-12 Staff is not aware of any area in the County designated 
as "environmentally sensitive."  If the area referred to 
in this comment is on state, federal or tribal lands, it 
would not be subject to the proposed ordinance 
amendment.  Only lands under the County of San 
Diego's jurisdiction would be subject to the proposed 
ordinance. Large turbine projects on land under the 
County’s jurisdiction would be subject to full, project-
specific environmental review, while small turbine 
projects would be allowed under the zoning 
verification process. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



Reponses to Comments 

January 2013  6281 
Wind Energy Ordinance –Environmental Impact Report S-4 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

S-13 As discussed in DEIR Section 2.1, potential impacts to 
scenic vistas, scenic resources, and visual quality or 
character would be significant.  Mitigation Measure 
M-AES-1 would help reduce future impacts from 
large turbine projects, but not necessarily to a level 
below significant. Therefore, the issues raised in this 
comment are not inconsistent with the existing content 
of the DEIR. 

S-14 The County acknowledges and appreciates this 
comment.  This information will be included in the 
Final EIR for review and consideration by the County 
Board of Supervisors. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


