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3.0 – COMMENTS AND RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT PEIR 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

This chapter includes all comments received on the Draft PEIR during the 50‐day public and agency 
review period (45‐day minimum per CEQA, plus 5 days per County of Imperial Guidelines). No new 
significant environmental impacts or issues beyond those already identified in the Draft PEIR for the 
proposed Project were raised during the public review period. Acting as lead agency under CEQA, 
Imperial County directed responses to the comments received on the Draft PEIR. Pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088.5, none of the comments received during the comment period involve any 
new significant impacts or “significant new information” that would require recirculation of the Draft 
PEIR. 

3.2 LIST OFCOMMENTERS 

The following individuals and representatives of organizations and agencies submitted written 
comments on the Draft PEIR. 

Letter Individual or Signatory Affiliation Date 

1 Kennon A. Corey United States Fish and Wildlife Service 2/25/15 

2 David S. Hulse Naval Air Facility El Centro 2/24/15 

3 Scott Morgan State Clearinghouse 2/26/15 

4 Jacob Armstrong Caltrans District 11 2/9/15 

5 Clifford E. Parli Department of Conservation 2/18/15 

6 Shankar Sharma California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife 

2/25/15 

7 David Elms California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife 

2/13/15 

8 Garratt Aitchison Department of Parks and Recreation 2/25/15 

9 Belen Leon Imperial County Air Pollution Control 
District 

2/25/15 

10 Stephen W. Benson Imperial Irrigation District 2/23/15 

11 Andrew Spurgin County of San Diego 2/25/15 

12 Stephanie Dashiell, Sarah Friedman, 
Garry George, and James Peugh 

Audubon California 2/25/15 

13 Ileene Anderson and Lisa Belenmy Center For Biological Diversity 2/25/15 

14 Luis Olmedo Comité Cívico Del Valle 2/25/15 

15 Adam J. Regele Adams Boradweel Joseph & Cardozo 2/25/15 

16 Stephan C. Volker Law Offices of Stephan C. Volker 2/25/15 

17 Michael Abatti Resident 2/25/15 

18 Carolyn Allen Resident 2/25/15 

19 Nicholas Guillaume Pristine Sun 1/22/15 

20 Edie Harmon Resident 2/24/15 

21 Donna Tisdale Resident 2/25/15 

22 Diane Cason Cal Energy 2/23/15 
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3.3 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

3.3.1 Requirements For Responding to a Draft EIR 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 requires that lead agencies evaluate all comments on environmental 
issues received on the Draft EIR and prepare a written response. CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 also 
recommends that where the response to comments results in revisions to the Draft EIR, those revisions 
should be noted as a revision to the Draft EIR or in a separate Section of the Final EIR. 

3.3.2 Comments and Response to Comments 

Written comments on the Draft PEIR are reproduced on the following pages, along with responses to 
those comments. To assist in referencing comments and responses, the letters are coded using numbers 
(e.g., Comment Letter 1) and each issue raised in the comment letter is assigned a number that 
correlates with the letter (e.g., 1‐1, 1‐2, 1‐3, etc.). 

Where changes to the Draft PEIR text result from responding to comments, those changes are included 
in the response and demarcated with revision marks (clarifications to the Draft PEIR text are shown with 
underline and text removed from the Draft PEIR is shown with strikethrough). Comment‐initiated text 
revisions to the Draft PEIR and minor staff‐initiated changes are compiled in their entirety and are 
demarcated with revision marks in Chapter 4.0, Errata, of this Final PEIR. 
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1 – U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  
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Response to Comment Letter #1: United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

Comment 1-1: Thank you for your comments on the Imperial County General Plan Renewable Energy 
and Transmission Element Update Draft PEIR. We have provided responses to your specific comments 
below. 

Comment 1-2: The County has addressed species-specific comments provided by the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service as applicable in the Final PEIR. Responses to comments on specific species are 
provided below. 

Comment 1-3: Thank you for your comments on the Imperial County General Plan Renewable Energy 
and Transmission Element Update Draft PEIR. We have provided responses to your specific comments 
below. 

Comment 1-4: Figure 4.4-4 has been revised to show additional land within the Sonny Bono Salton Sea 
National Wildlife Refuge based on data from the California Protected Areas Data Portal.  The data from 
the California Protected Areas Data Portal indicated that the Sonny Bono Salton Sea National Wildlife 
Refuge consists of 49,270 acres. Table 4.4-3 has been revised to show the total acreage of the Sonny 
Bono Salton Sea National Wildlife Refuge is 49,270 acres. Please see Figure 4.4-4 and Table 4.4-3 in the 
Final PEIR. 

Comment 1-5: The portions of the proposed Overlay Zone Map located within the flat-tailed horned 
lizard (FTHL) East Mesa Management Area (MA) have been changed to the “Proposed Development 
Focus Areas on Land Managed by BLM” category, which was developed to identify land under the 
jurisdiction of BLM that may be utilized for development of renewable energy facilities. Similarly, some 
portions of the Ocotillo Wells Research Area (RA) that were originally included in the proposed Overlay 
Zone Map have also been changed to the “Proposed Development Focus Areas on Land Managed by 
BLM” category. Areas subject to this category are Federally-managed lands that were included in the 
2014 Draft DRECP and EIR/EIS that were not excluded by the constraints analysis conducted by the 
County. The locations of the “Proposed Development Focus Areas on Land Managed by BLM” are shown 
in red on Figure 2.2-2 of the Final PEIR. The areas shown on Figure 2.2-2 of the Final PEIR are not subject 
to the proposed Project and the map is being provided for “informational purposes” only. Consequently, 
land within the FTHL MA and some land within the FTHL RA are no longer subject to the proposed 
Project. 

The remaining portions of the proposed Overlay Zone Map located within the FTHL RA have been 
changed to the Geothermal category. Therefore, geothermal will be the only renewable energy 
technology that will be allowed to be developed within the boundaries of the FTHL RA. Furthermore, 
Mitigation Measure BIO-1b has been revised to document potential sensitive species surveys that may 
be required as follows: 

“BIO-1b: Conduct Surveys for Special Status Animal Species. As a requirement of an 
application for a future renewable energy facility, surveys for special status animal 
species shall be conducted by qualified and agency-approved biologists to determine 
the presence or absence of sensitive animal species within the footprint of a future 
renewable energy project. Required surveys for special status animal species may 
include, but are not limited to, American badgers, burrowing owl, flat-tailed horned 
lizard, golden eagle, mountain plover, prairie falcons, Swainson’s hawk, and Yuma 
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Ridgway’s rail, among others. Any special status mammal, reptile, and amphibian 
species detected during surveys shall be passively relocated to areas outside the 
construction zone and prevented from reentering the future project area with the 
installation of silt fencing or other exclusion fencing. All fencing shall be periodically 
monitored and maintained for the duration of construction. Passive relocation shall only 
be done in the nonbreeding season in accordance with guidelines and consultations 
with resource agencies. ThisDepending on which special status species are present 
within the project boundaries, passive relocation measures may includes covering or 
excavating all burrows or dens and installing one-way doors into occupied burrows. This 
would allow any animals inside to leave the burrow but would exclude any animals from 
reentering the burrow. The burrows shall then be excavated and filled in to prevent 
their reuse. Other types of relocation measures may be required, depending on which 
special status species are present within the project boundaries. 

“If direct impacts to special status species cannot be avoided, an agency-approved 
biologist shall prepare a species-specific Mitigation and Monitoring Plan that would 
detail the approved, site-specific methodology proposed to minimize and mitigate 
impacts to each species. Passive relocation, destruction of burrows, construction of 
artificial burrows, etc. shall be completed only upon prior approval by and in 
cooperation with CDFW and/or USFWS.” 

Consequently, future geothermal energy facilities developed within the boundaries of the FTHL RA 
would be required to conduct FTHL surveys and develop appropriate mitigation, which may include a 
species-specific Mitigation and Monitoring Plan if direct impacts to the FTHL cannot be avoided. A 
species-specific Mitigation and Monitoring Plan would require prior approval by and cooperation with 
CDFW and/or USFWS. 

Comment 1-6: Future renewable energy facilities developed under the proposed Project would have to 
evaluate potential impacts to sensitive species, including the Yuma Ridgway’s Rail, during the project’s 
required environmental review phase. As described in response to Comment 1-5 above, special status 
species, including the Yuma Ridgway’s Rail, have been added to Mitigation Measure BIO-1b as potential 
species requiring surveys. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure BIO-1b would require future renewable 
energy facilities to develop appropriate mitigation which may include a species-specific Mitigation and 
Monitoring Plan if direct impacts to the Yuma Ridgway’s Rail cannot be avoided. If a future renewable 
energy facility were proposed for development within the important habitat area cited in this comment, 
mitigation measures developed for the project would be required to include coordination with 
appropriate federal agencies to ensure compliance with existing habitat protection requirements. 
Therefore, an avoidance zone at this location of the County would not be required. 

Comment 1-7: Future renewable energy facilities developed under the proposed Project would have to 
evaluate potential impacts to sensitive species, including the Yuma Ridgway’s Rail, during the project’s 
required environmental review phase. In order to provide further guidance for future project 
proponents to evaluate potential impacts to sensitive species, Mitigation Measure BIO-1f has been 
revised as follows: 

“BIO-1f: Additional Project Mitigation: Additional biological mitigation may be required 
based on the renewable energy technology to be developed at specific project locations. 
Project proponents for future renewable energy facilities would be required to evaluate 
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how specific renewable energy facilities may impact sensitive species and how to 
mitigate impacts through site design and/or mitigation and monitoring activities. Such 
mitigation may include, but is not limited to, developing strategies to reduce impacts to 
avian species related to a possible ‘lake-effect’ associated with solar energy facilities and 
strategies to reduce the possibility for bird-strikes associated with wind energy facilities, 
if warranted. Project-specific mitigation and monitoring for future renewable energy 
facilities may include, but would not be limited to, a Bird and Bat Conservation Strategy 
based on the type of renewable energy technology to be utilized for a future renewable 
project.” 

As described in the Draft PEIR, the proposed Project would be implemented on a “project-by-project” 
basis based on County approval of individual renewable energy projects. Consequently, specific impacts 
to sensitive species and corresponding site-specific mitigation measures cannot be evaluated at this 
time. Future renewable energy facilities developed under the proposed Project would be required to 
evaluate potential impacts to sensitive species, including the Yuma Ridgway’s Rail, during the project’s 
required environmental review phase. Development of the mortality monitoring and habitat restoration 
program suggested in this comment would be appropriate at the project level for future renewable 
energy facilities to be developed under the proposed Project. As described in the last paragraph of 
Mitigation Measure BIO-1b, “…an agency-approved biologist shall prepare a species-specific Mitigation 
and Monitoring Plan that would detail the approved, site-specific methodology proposed to minimize 
and mitigate impacts to each species…” if a project cannot avoid direct impacts to special status species. 
Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1b and BIO-1f by future project proponents 
would result in the development of project-specific mitigation to address potential impacts associated 
with the “lake-effect,” “bird strikes,” or any other specific potential impact. 

Comment 1-8: As described in response to Comment 1-7 above, Mitigation Measure BIO-1f has been 
revised to provide further guidance for future project proponents to evaluate potential impacts to 
sensitive species. Consequently, future renewable energy facilities developed under the proposed 
Project would have to evaluate potential impacts to migratory birds associated with the “lake-effect” 
and all other types of impacts. As described in the Draft PEIR, the proposed Project would be 
implemented on a “project-by-project” basis based on County approval of individual renewable energy 
projects. Consequently, specific impacts to sensitive species and corresponding site-specific mitigation 
measures cannot be evaluated at this time. Future renewable energy facilities developed under the 
proposed Project would be required to evaluate potential impacts to sensitive species, including 
migratory birds, during the project’s required environmental review phase. Development of the 
mortality monitoring and habitat restoration program suggested in this comment would be appropriate 
at the project level for future renewable energy facilities to be developed under the proposed Project, 
as described in Mitigation Measure BIO-1b. Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1b 
and BIO-1f by future project proponents would reduce impacts on migratory birds to a level less than 
significant. 

Comment 1-9: All renewable energy facilities developed under the proposed Project, regardless of the 
renewable energy technology they employ, would be subject to the biological mitigation measures 
presented in the Final PEIR, which would reduce impacts to migratory birds to a level less than 
significant. Future renewable energy projects, regardless of the renewable energy technology they 
employ, would not be approved by the County unless they can demonstrate that they would reduce 
impacts on migratory birds in the Salton Sea to a level less than significant consistent with the findings 
of the Final PEIR. 
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Comment 1-10: The County of Imperial has worked in partnership with the Imperial Irrigation District to 
develop the Salton Sea Restoration & Renewable Energy Initiative. This initiative will utilize funds 
generated by development of future renewable energy facilities at the Salton Sea to help finance 
activities for habitat restoration and air quality management. Future renewable energy facilities sited on 
exposed lakebeds of the Salton Sea would serve a dual purpose of producing renewable energy while 
doubling as groundcover to mitigate air emissions. The Salton Sea Authority is responsible for leading 
the planning and implementation of future renewable energy facilities at the Salton Sea with support 
from the State of California.  

As described in the Draft PEIR, the proposed Project would be implemented on a “project-by-project” 
basis based on County approval of individual renewable energy projects. Consequently, specific impacts 
to the sensitive species listed at the Salton Sea and corresponding site-specific mitigation measures 
cannot be evaluated at this time. Future renewable energy facilities developed under the proposed 
Project would be required to evaluate potential impacts to sensitive species during the project’s 
required environmental review phase. Implementation of the biological mitigation measures presented 
in the Final PEIR and any additional mitigation measures that may be required based on site-specific 
characteristics identified during the environmental review phase would ensure that development of 
renewable energy facilities at the Salton Sea would not impact sensitive species. Therefore, an 
avoidance zone is not needed at the Salton Sea. 

Comment 1-11: Future renewable energy facilities developed under the proposed Project would have to 
evaluate potential impacts to sensitive species, including the burrowing owl, during the project’s 
required environmental review phase. As described in response to Comment 1-5 above, special status 
species, including the burrowing owl, have been added to Mitigation Measure BIO-1b. As described in 
response to Comment 1-7 above, Mitigation Measure BIO-1f has been revised to provide further 
guidance for future project proponents to evaluate potential impacts to sensitive species.  

As described in the Draft PEIR, the proposed Project would be implemented on a “project-by-project” 
basis based on County approval of individual renewable energy projects. Consequently, specific impacts 
to sensitive species and corresponding site-specific mitigation measures cannot be evaluated at this 
time. Future renewable energy facilities developed under the proposed Project would be required to 
evaluate potential impacts to these special status species during the project’s required environmental 
review phase. Development of site-specific mitigation measures for potential impacts to burrowing owl 
suggested in this comment would be appropriate at the project level for future renewable energy 
facilities to be developed under the proposed Project. Therefore, implementation of Mitigation 
Measures BIO-1b and BIO-1f and any additional mitigation measures that may be required based on 
site-specific characteristics identified during the environmental review phase would reduce impacts to 
burrowing owl to a level less than significant. 

Comment 1-12: Figure 2.4-1: Overlay Zone Map presented in the Draft PEIR has been revised to present 
two separate maps that distinguish between land under the jurisdiction of the County and land under 
the jurisdiction of BLM. Please see Figures 2.2-1 and 2.2-2 of the Final PEIR. As described in response to 
comment 1-5 above, the areas shown on Figure 2.2-2 of the Final PEIR are not subject to the proposed 
Project and the map is being provided for “informational purposes” only. Furthermore, the following 
statement was added to Section 2.2.4-1 of the Final PEIR regarding the development of future 
renewable energy facilities near the Chocolate Mountains Aerial Gunnery Range: 
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“…However, it should be noted that BLM has indicated that wind technology facilities 
would be prohibited on both Federal and private lands within the West Chocolate 
Mountain Renewable Energy Evaluation Area due to its location adjacent to the West 
Chocolate Mountain Arial Gunnery Range and training activities…” 

Comment 1-13: Thank you for your comments on the Imperial County General Plan Renewable Energy 
and Transmission Element Update Draft PEIR. 
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2 – Naval Air Facility El Centro  
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Response to Comment Letter #2: Naval Air Facility/El Centro 

Comment 2-1: Thank you for your comments on the Imperial County General Plan Renewable Energy 
and Transmission Element Update Draft PEIR. We have provided responses to your specific comments 
below. 

Comment 2-2: The proposed Overlay Zone Map presented in the Draft PEIR was developed to include a 
0.5-mile buffer around all military facilities, including Target 95 and Camp Billy Machen (CBM). The 
County has reviewed the Overlay Zone Map to verify the 0.5-mile buffer around all military facilities and 
made revisions where necessary. Therefore, the proposed Overlay Zone Map presented in the Final PEIR 
includes a 0.5-mile buffer around all military facilities, including Target 95 and CBM. 

Comment 2-3: Thank you for expressing your support for the Renewable Energy and Transmission 
Element Update Goals and Objectives, and Goal 6 and its Objectives in particular. 

Comment 2-4: At this time, no substantial geothermal resources are located within the vicinity of any 
military target areas or the Chocolate Mountain Gunnery Range. If a future renewable energy facility is 
proposed within the vicinity of any military target areas or the Chocolate Mountain Gunnery Range, 
close coordination with representatives from the United States military would occur to identify potential 
impacts and develop mitigation measures to reduce impacts to a level less than significant. 

Comment 2-5: Comment noted. County planning and processing procedures regarding coordination 
with the United States military would be conducted to be consistent with California Government Code 
section 65302 [a][2]. 

Comment 2-6: Comment noted. Please see County of Imperial Title 9, Land Use Ordinance, Division 14, 
Definitions/Clarifications for definitions of the categories listed in this comment letter. 

Comment 2-7: Thank you for your comments on the Imperial County General Plan Renewable Energy 
and Transmission Element Update Draft PEIR. 
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3 – State Clearinghouse 

  




