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Response to Comment Letter I92 

Robert Renard and Family 

February 24, 2014 

I92-1 The County of San Diego (County) concurs with this 

comment. The comment does not raise an 

environmental issue for which a response is required.  
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I92-2 The County acknowledges the commenter’s 

preference for distributed-generation energy projects 

over the Proposed Project. The County analyzed the 

distributed-generation alternative in the Draft Program 

Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR) pp. 4.0-4 to 

4.0-6.  See the response to comment O10-102 and 

common response ALT2.  

I92-3 The County appreciates this information and will take 

it into consideration.  This information, however, 

would not affect the analysis in the DPEIR. 
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I92-4 The County does not agree with this comment which 

states that 10–foot-high security fences will surround 

each Proposed Project site because the facilities will 

be unmanned. Rather, as stated in Chapter 1.0, Project 

Description, the project sites would be fenced along 

the entire property boundary for security per National 

Electrical Safety Code requirements for protective 

arrangements in electric supply stations. Each site 

would be fenced with chain-link fencing 6 feet high. 

The DPEIR provides the approximate number of 

construction and long-term employees for the Project 

(DPEIR Chapter 1.0, Tables 1-3, 1-5). 

I92-5 This comment raises concerns regarding employment.  

This topic was not evaluated in the DPEIR since it is not 

related to environmental impacts (see 14 CCR 15131).  

However, the information in this comment will be in the 

FPEIR for review and consideration by the decision 

makers. Whether the overarching goals behind the 

enactment of the Jobs and Economic Improvement 

Through Environmental Leadership Act (“Act”) 

(California Public Resources Code Section 21178 et 

seq.) will be met does not alter the Project’s certification 

under the Act, or the applicants’ obligations under the 

Act, including to the creation of high-wage, highly 

skilled jobs (California Public Resources Code Section 

21183(b)). With regards to the mitigation of greenhouse 

gas emissions associated with vehicle trips made by 

construction workers, refer to the response I92-9 below. 
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The DPEIR analyzes the Proposed Project’s 

compliance with land use plans, policies, and 

regulations (DPEIR Section 2.5.3.2). While the 

proposed solar farms are consistent with the majority 

of land use plans, policies, and regulations, the County 

acknowledges that there is a significant and 

unavoidable impact associated with the LanEast and 

LanWest projects’ inconsistency with General Plan 

Conservation and Open Space Policies 11.1 and 11.3. 

However, the County disagrees with the comment that 

it is “abandoning” the General Plan. 

I92-6 A distributed energy generation alternative was 

considered, but rejected, in the DPEIR (see common 

response ALT2). This comment does not raise specific 

issues related to the Proposed Project or the adequacy 

of the environmental analysis in the DPEIR; therefore, 

no additional response is provided or required.  
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I92-7 The commenter’s opposition to the Project and concerns 

related to agricultural preserves, cultural heritage, 

aesthetics, and scenic corridors are acknowledged.  

 The County notes that the Proposed Project does not 

involve an amendment to the County General Plan; 

the approvals which the applicant is seeking are 

listed in DPEIR Table 1-11.  

 Related to the “proper scrutiny” that the commenter 

would like to ensure is given to the Project, regardless 

of the certification of the Proposed Project under the 

Act, the County is required to evaluate the Project 

under CEQA in the same manner as it would an 

uncertified Project, including providing for all feasible 

mitigation and alternatives to reduce potential 

significant impacts. Far from relieving the County or 

the Project of any requirement for review under 

CEQA, certification under the Act places additional 

and more stringent requirements on the applicant.   

 Regarding the commenter’s concerns related to 

aesthetics and scenic corridors, the County 

acknowledges that the Proposed Project would have 

a significant and unavoidable impacts related to 

scenic vistas and visual character and quality. The 

County has considered and implemented all feasible 

mitigation measures to reduce these impacts. 

Related to cultural resources, the Project would have 

a less than significant impact on all cultural 



Response to Comments 

 

October 2015  7345 

Final PEIR I92-6 

 

resources with the implementation of mitigation 

(DPEIR Chapter 2.4.) 

Related to the loss of agricultural preserves in the County, 

the Project’s removal of an agricultural preserve on a 

portion the Tierra del Sol site, which is not currently in 

agricultural production, was analyzed in DPEIR Section 

3.1.1.3.3. The County found that disestablishing the 

portion of the existing agricultural preserve on the Tierra 

del Sol site would be a less than significant impact.  

 The remainder of this comment does not raise an 

environmental issue for which a response is required. 

I92-8 The County acknowledges the commenter’s opposition 

to the Proposed Project.  The information in this 

comment will be in the Final Program Environmental 

Impact Report (FPEIR) for review and consideration by 

the decision makers. Related to the commenter’s concern 

for groundwater aquifers, potential impacts related to 

groundwater use are considered and addressed in DPEIR 

Sections 3.1.5.3.4, Groundwater Resources, and 

3.1.9.3.1, Water. Also refer to common response WR1 

and WR2. The DPEIR found that the Proposed Project 

would have a less than significant impact on 

groundwater supply. The County will place conditions 

on the Major Use Permit that will restrict the amount of 

water that is permitted to be withdrawn from on-site 

wells in order to prevent interference with off-site wells.  
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I92-9 Mitigation measures have been identified to reduce 

environmental impacts associated with aesthetics, air 

quality, biology, cultural resources, and noise (see Table 

S-2 of the DPEIR). The mitigation measures would 

reduce potentially significant impacts, but not below a 

significant level for aesthetics, air quality, and land use. 

Additional “infeasible” mitigation measures were 

considered in attempting to reduce impacts to below a 

level of significance. Should the decision makers wish to 

adopt the project, a Statement of Overriding 

Considerations will be included in the record. 

 Per California Public Resources Code Section 

21178(g), a project must “fully mitigate the greenhouse 

gas emissions resulting from passenger vehicle trips 

attributed to the project.” The applicant will obtain 

voluntary carbon offsets or greenhouse gas credits to 

offset total projected construction and operational 

greenhouse gas emissions for the Tierra del Sol and 

Rugged solar farms, per the requirements of California 

Public Resources Code Section 21178(g) for certified 

projects (DPEIR Section 3.1.3.3.1). The Jobs and 

Economic Improvement Through Environmental 

Leadership Act (California Public Resources Code 

Section 21178 et seq.) otherwise refers only to the 

general principle that “[t]he California Environmental 

Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing with Section 

21000) of the Public Resources Code) requires that the 

environmental impacts of development projects be 
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identified and mitigated.” (California Public Resources 

Code Section 21178(b)). The Proposed Project is 

consistent with this requirement. 

References 

14 CCR 15000–15387 and Appendices A–L. Guidelines for 

Implementation of the California Environmental Quality 

Act, as amended. 

California Public Resources Code, Sections 21178–21189.3. 

Chapter 6.5, Jobs and Economic Improvement through 

Environmental Leadership Act of 2011. 

 

 


