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NOTICE OF PREPARATION DOCUMENTATION

DATE: February 14, 2019

PROJECT NAME: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE AND SWITCHYARD
FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO WIND PROJECT

PROJECT NUMBER(S): PDS2019-MUP-19-002
PROJECT APPLICANT: BOULDER BRUSH, LLC
ENV. REVIEW NUMBER: PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Boulder Brush, LLC proposes an overhead 230 kilovolt (kV) gen-tie transmission line, a
substation to increase the voltage to 500 kV, and a switchyard on private land under the
jurisdiction of the County of San Diego. The gen-tie line would carry wind energy from a proposed
wind energy project (“Campo Wind Project” or “Project”) on the Campo Indian Reservation
(“Reservation”) to the existing Sunrise Powerlink. The portion of the gen-tie line on private land
would be approximately 3.5 miles in length, and would include 32 steel poles at a maximum
height of 150 feet. The applicant also proposes permanent and temporary access roads,
temporary staging areas, and a temporary concrete batch plant. Project construction on private
land is anticipated to last approximately 9 months. Eventual decommissioning would occur at
the end of the Project’s useful life. The facilities proposed on private land require one or more
Major Use Permits (MUPs) from the County. Primary access is provided from Interstate 8 (I-8)
with local access through Ribbonwood Road. Although the majority of the Campo Wind Project
is not within the County’s jurisdiction and is not subject to the County’s land use regulations, the
Project for CEQA purposes is considered to be all facilities required for the development of the
Campo Wind Project.

PROJECT LOCATION:

The development footprint of the proposed facilities under the County’s land use jurisdiction
consists of approximately 200 acres in the southeastern portion of unincorporated San Diego
County. The facilities would be located entirely on private land in the McCain Valley area, north
of the community of Boulevard and Interstate 8 (I-8). The area is located within the Boulevard
Subregional Planning Area of the Mountain Empire Subregional Plan area. The site is largely
undeveloped ranch land, a portion of which is grazed by cattle. The surrounding area includes
two large commercial wind projects, and rural residential homes and ranches. Regional access
to the Project site is provided by I-8, and local access is provided by Ribbonwood Road. Land
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ownership surrounding the Project site consists of a mixture of private, State of California,
Bureau of Land Management, and tribal lands. The wind energy facilities on the Reservation
would consist of approximately 60 turbines and related infrastructure on 2,200 acres within the
Reservation. The Bureau of Indian Affairs issued a Notice of Intent (NOI) to Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Campo Wind Energy Project, San Diego,
California on November 21, 2018 (see 83 Federal Register 58785). A more complete description
of the proposal on the Reservation is contained in the NOI.

A separate application has been filed for a MUP to construct a wind energy project (“Torrey Wind
Project”) on some of the same parcels on which the gen-tie line, substation and switchyard would
be constructed. If the Torrey Wind Project is approved, it would share the substation and
switchyard with the Campo Wind Project to reduce environmental impacts. The County is
preparing a separate EIR for the Torrey Wind Project.

PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS:

The probable environmental effects associated with the Project are detailed in the attached
Environmental Initial Study. All questions answered “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Less
than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” will be analyzed further in the Environmental
Impact Report. All questions answered “Less than Significant Impact” or “Not Applicable” will
not be analyzed further in the Environmental Impact Report. The following is a list of the subject
areas to be analyzed in the EIR and the particular issues of concern:

Aesthetics Hydrology & Water Quality
Agricultural Resources Land Use & Planning

Air Quality Noise

Biological Resources Public Services

Cultural Resources Transportation & Traffic

Energy Tribal Cultural Resources

Geology & Soils Utilities & Service Systems
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Wildfire

Hazards and Hazardous Materials Mandatory Findings of Significance

Please note that the Notice of Preparation signifies the beginning of the EIR review and public
participation process. At the same time, the County contemplates further agency and public input
as the Project proceeds through the County’s environmental review process. During this
process and before public circulation of the Draft EIR, the County anticipates some changes or
additions to the Project, its description, and probable impacts in response to this Notice of
Preparation, the comments received at the scoping meeting, and ongoing County staff input as
itindependently reviews the Project application and supporting documents. The iterative process
is a necessary part of the County’s EIR review process. However, the County does not anticipate
circulating any new or revised Notices of Preparation for the Project provided the project-related
changes or additions do not trigger substantial changes in the Project or its circumstances, or
present new information of substantial importance as defined by CEQA. Instead, the Draft EIR
that will be circulated for agency and public review will provide all interested entities and parties
the opportunity to further comment on the Project and its probable environmental impacts when
submitting public comments on the Draft EIR. Those comments also will be the subject of written
responses that will be included in the Final EIR.
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING:

Consistent with Section 21083.9 of the CEQA Statutes, a public scoping meeting will be held to
solicit comments on the EIR. This meeting will be held on February 28, 2019, at 6:00 p.m. at
the County Fire Authority Boulevard Fire Station, 40080 Ribbonwood Road, Boulevard.

Comments on this Notice of Preparation must to be sent to Bronwyn Brown, Planning and
Development Services, 5510 Overland Avenue, Suite 310, San Diego, CA 92123 or by email to
Bronwyn. Brown@sdcounty.ca.gov. Comments must be received no later than March 18, 2019
at 4:00 p.m. (a 30-day public review period). This Notice of Preparation can also be reviewed at
the Jacumba Branch Library, 44605 Old Highway 80, Jacumba.

Attachments:
Project Location Map
Environmental Initial Study
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CEQA Initial Study - Environmental Checklist Form
(Based on the State CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G)

1. Project Name:

Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line and Switchyard Facilities for the Campo Wind
Project; PDS2019-MUP-19-002

2. Lead agency name and address:
County of San Diego, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Avenue, 3rd Floor
San Diego, California 92123

3. a. Contact: Bronwyn Brown, Project Manager
b. Phone number: (858) 495-5375
c. E-mail: Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

4. Project location:

The development footprint of the proposed Boulder Brush facilities for which an
application has been received by the County of San Diego (County) consists of
approximately 200 acres within in the southeastern portion of San Diego County.
The facilities under County jurisdiction are on private land in the McCain Valley
area, north of the community of Boulevard and Interstate 8 (I-8) and are intended
to interconnect the Campo Wind Project (“Campo Wind Project” or “Project”)
proposed on the nearby Campo Indian Reservation (“Reservation”) to the electric
grid. Although the majority of the Campo Wind Project is not within the County’s
jurisdiction and is not subject to the County’s land use regulations, the Project for
CEQA purposes is considered to be the Campo Wind Project, including the
Boulder Brush facilities on private lands. The private land proposed to contain the
Boulder Brush infrastructure for the Campo Wind Project is undeveloped, a portion
of which is grazed by cattle. The surrounding area includes two commercial wind
energy projects, and rural residential homes and ranches scattered throughout the
region. Regional access to the Project site is provided by I-8. Local access is
provided by Ribbonwood Road. Land ownership in the surrounding area consists
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of a mixture of private, State of California, Bureau of Land Management (BLM),
and tribal lands. Project facilities on the Reservation include up to 60 turbines on
approximately 2,200 acres and associated infrastructure.

5. Project Applicant name and address:
Boulder Brush, LLC, 11455 ElI Camino Real, Suite 160, San Diego, California
92130
6. General Plan
Community Plan: Mountain Empire Subregional Plan
Land Use Designation: Rural Lands 80 (RL-80)
Density: 1 du/80 acres
Floor Area Ratio (FAR) N/A
7. Zoning
Use Regulation: S92 (General Rural)
Minimum Lot Size: 8 acres
Special Area Regulation: N/A/ “A”
8. Description of project:

The applicant proposes to construct an overhead 230 kilovolt (kV) gen-tie
transmission line, a substation to increase the voltage to 500 kV, and a switchyard
on private land under the jurisdiction of the County. The gen-tie line would carry
wind energy from the Campo Wind Project proposed on the Reservation to the
existing Sunrise Powerlink transmission line. The proposed wind energy facilities
on the Reservation are under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA).
Although the majority of the Campo Wind Project is not within the County’s
jurisdiction and is not subject to the County’s land use regulations, the EIR will
include appropriate analysis of environmental impacts of the Project as a whole.
The BIA is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to analyze the
impacts of the Campo Wind Project, including the facilities on private land. The
environmental analysis in that EIS will inform and be part of the County’s analysis
of the Project in the EIR. The portion of the proposed gen-tie line on private land
under County jurisdiction would be approximately 3.5 miles in length and would
include 32 steel poles at a maximum height of 150 feet. The proposed substation
and switchyard would be located adjacent to the existing Sunrise Powerlink. The
proposed Project also includes permanent and temporary access roads,
temporary staging areas, and a temporary concrete batch plant. Primary access
to the facilities on private land would be provided from Interstate 8 (I-8) with local
access through Ribbonwood Road. The facilities would require one or more Major
Use Permits (MUPs) from the County of San Diego and other permits as described
herein, or any other approvals necessary or desirable to implement the Project.
Project construction on private land is anticipated to last approximately 9 months.
Eventual decommissioning would occur at the end of the Project’s useful life.
Project facilities on the Reservation include up to 60 turbines and associated
infrastructure on approximately 2,200 acres. The proposed facilities are described
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further in the Bureau of Indian Affair's (BIA) Notice of Intent (NOI) to Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Campo Wind Energy Project,
San Diego, California, 11/21/18 (see 83 Federal Register 58785).

Relationship to Torrey Wind Project

On a portion of the same private lands on which the gen-tie line, substation and
switchyard would be built, the County has received a separate application for the
development of the Torrey Wind Project. If approved, the Torrey Wind Project
would be developed independently of the Campo Wind Project but proposes to
share the substation and switchyard to reduce environmental impacts.

An analysis of the substation and switchyard will be contained in this EIR, as well
as in the Torrey Wind EIR. These private land facilities are also part of the project
description in the BIA’s Environmental Impact Statement for the Campo Wind
Project.

Boulder Brush Components

The Boulder Brush facilities include the following components to be constructed
and operated on private land:

e Overhead 230 kV gen-tie transmission line

e 500 kV substation

e Switchyard and In and out 500 kV connection legs between the Sunrise
Powerlink and the switchyard

e Permanent access roads
e Temporary improvements, including access roads, staging areas, and a
concrete batch plant

Gen-Tie Transmission Line

An overhead 230 kV gen-tie transmission line is proposed to carry wind energy
generated by the proposed Campo Wind Project to a proposed substation adjacent
to the Sunrise Powerlink. The total gen-tie line is 8.5 miles; however, 5 miles
of the gen-tie line is located on the Campo Indian Reservation and not subject
to County jurisdiction. The portion of the gen-tie line on private land under the
County’s jurisdiction would be approximately 3.5 miles in length and would include
approximately 32 steel poles. The steel poles would accommodate an optical
ground wire for fiber-optic and ground wire for communications. The height of
the steel poles would vary by location up to a maximum height of 150 feet.
The average footprint for each pole construction pad would be approximately
100 feet by 150 feet. Lighting on poles would only be installed if required by
the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).

Substation
A substation is proposed to increase the voltage received from the Campo
Wind Project from 230 kV to 500 kV. As discussed above, the substation would
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also be used by the proposed Torrey Wind Project, which is the subject of a
separate application pending before the County. The substation would be
located on private land adjacent to the existing Sunrise Powerlink transmission
line. The substation equipment would include a transformer that would be
connected through circuit breakers to a jumper link located within the fenced
boundary of the substation to deliver power to the point of interconnection. Most
of the equipment at the substation would feature a low-reflectivity finish to
minimize glare. Dull-colored insulators would be used to minimize visibility.

The substation site would also include a control house and a parking area for
utility vehicles. The cleared area around the substation would be covered with
gravel. Security fencing (8 feet in height) would be installed around the
perimeter of the substation site. Outdoor nighttime lighting at the substation
would be required for security and safety, but lighting would be hooded,
directed downward, and turned off when not required. The substation itself
would be approximately 220 feet by 350 feet (1.8 acres) and would be located
within an approximately 5 to 10-acre fenced area. A 30-foot fuel modification
zone would be provided around the perimeter of the switchyard. The substation
would generally be an un-staffed facility except for maintenance and repair
activities.

Switchyard
The applicant would construct a new 500 kV switchyard to allow connection

of the Campo Wind Project to the existing Sunrise Powerlink so that the power
generated can access the transmission grid. As discussed above, the
substation would also be used by the proposed Torrey Wind Project, if
approved. The switchyard would be approximately 330 feet by 701 feet (5.4
acres). The switchyard site would be approximately 7.2 acres. Security
fencing would be installed around the perimeter of the substation site. A 30-
foot fuel modification zone would be provided around the perimeter of the
switchyard. A lot line adjustment is proposed to create a separate parcel for
the switchyard. After construction is complete, the switchyard would be
transferred to SDG&E. SDG&E would construct the loop in lines that would
connect the switchyard to the Sunrise Powerlink. The switchyard would be an
un-staffed facility except for maintenance and repair activities.

Roads

Primary access to the site is and would continue to be provided from -8 with
local access through Ribbonwood Road. A new permanent 30-foot wide paved
access road is proposed to provide access to the switchyard and substation. In
addition, a portion of Ribbonwood not currently paved (approximately one mile)
would be paved as part of the proposed project.

Permanent access roads to the gen-tie line would be 16-feet wide with a
decompacted gravel surface. A fuel modification zone would be required on
either side of the access roads.
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Turbines and Related Facilities on the Campo Reservation

Project facilities on the Reservation include up to 60 turbines and associated
infrastructure on approximately 2,200 acres under tribal and BIA jurisdiction.
The Campo Wind Project facilities on the Reservation are described in the
Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS dated November 21, 2018 (see 83 Federal
Register 58785). The County has no jurisdiction over the turbines and related
facilities on the Reservation.

Construction

Construction of the Boulder Brush facilities on private land is anticipated to last
approximately 9 months. It is anticipated that operations would begin by the end
of 2020. Construction would involve the following tasks:

Substation and Switchyard

Work would begin with construction of the new access road to the proposed
substation and switchyard. Construction of the switchyard/substation would
begin with clearing vegetation and organic material from the site. The site would
then be excavated to frame and pour foundations. Structural footings, along
with electrical conduit and grounding grid would be installed, followed by
aboveground structures and equipment. A chain-link fence would be
constructed around the new switchyard/substation for security and to restrict
unauthorized persons and wildlife from entering the facility.

Gen-Tie Transmission Line

Work would begin with the construction of new access roads to the gen-tie
line steel pole structure areas. The gen-tie line access roads would be graded
level and generally be 16 feet wide for straight sections and up to 20 feet wide
at curves to allow the safe access of construction equipment and vehicles.
Access roads to the gen-tie line structures would remain as 16-foot wide
graveled roads.

Engineered steel poles would be drilled on pier foundations for turning or
deadend structures, and directly embedded structures for tangential poles.
Holes would be drilled using a truck-mounted auger or similar equipment.
Where required for pier foundations, steel cages and anchor bolt cages would
be set in the open hole for reinforcement. Directly embedded structures would
be backfiled with native excavated material or light concrete mixture,
depending on specific conditions for each pole site. Any remaining excavated
material would be placed around the holes or spread onto access roads, or
adjacent areas as shown in the Project plans. Cranes would be used to erect
the steel poles. The poles would be assembled on-site.

Installation of the new 230 kV conductor would require pull sites along the
gen-tie line route. Generally, pull sites would be approximately 100 feet by 150
feet and would be required where 230 kV angle structures are located. The
pull sites would be needed to load the tractors and trailers with reels of
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conductors and the trucks with tensioning equipment.

After the conductor has been pulled into place, the sag between the structures
would be adjusted to a pre-calculated level and the line would then be
installed. The conductor would then be attached to the end of each insulator,
the sheaves would be removed, and the vibration dampers and other
accessories would be installed.

Temporary Staging Areas and Batch Plant

Temporary staging areas would be used to stage and store components,
construction equipment, and construction materials. The batch plant would
generate concrete for construction of the steel pole foundations and other Project
related improvements. Sand, aggregate, concrete, and water would be delivered
to the temporary batch plant and stored in stock-piles until use.

Work Force

Construction of the gen-tie and switchyard facilities on private land may require up
to 48 employees per day during the peak construction period. Construction
activities would occur during daytime hours, at least 6 days per week, but may
involve extended hours, as needed, to complete certain construction activities.

Construction Access for Right-of-Way

The primary construction access and haul route into the site would be from
Ribbonwood Road. Construction contractors would post signs on public roads,
alerting the public of increased heavy construction traffic. When possible, delivery
times would be planned around local peak travel periods to avoid congestion.

Water Quantities

During construction water is expected to be required, primarily for dust
suppression, concrete foundation mixing, and compaction in case of direct
embedded structures. Water would be sourced from either on-site groundwater
wells, if sufficient yield can be demonstrated, and/or non-potable water from local
water purveyors such as Jacumba Community Services District or Padre Dam
Municipal Water District.

Turbines and Related Facilities on the Campo Reservation

The turbines and related facilities on the Reservation are under the jurisdiction of
the Tribe and the BIA. The County has no jurisdiction over the turbines and related
facilities on the Reservation. Construction would involve site preparation,
foundations construction, turbine installation, and construction of related
infrastructure including an operations and maintenance (O&M) building. Water
would be needed for dust suppression and concrete mixing. Construction would
require approximately 14 months to complete. The Campo Wind Project facilities
on the Reservation are described in the Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS dated
November 21, 2018. (see 83 Federal Register 58785).
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Operation and Maintenance

Substation and Switchyard

The substation and switchyard would generally be unstaffed facilities except for
maintenance activities. The substation would be owned and operated by Boulder
Brush, LLC. The ownership of the switchyard would be transferred to SDG&E for
operation after construction.

The substation and switchyard would be unstaffed. All monitoring and control
functions would be performed remotely. Routine operation would require a single
pickup truck visiting the substation and switchyard several times a week for
switching. Construction and maintenance truck would visit the substation several
times a year for equipment maintenance. Maintenance activities would include
equipment testing, equipment monitoring and repair, and emergency and routine
procedures for service continuity. No water use is expected to be required during
operation.

Lighting would be installed inside the substation and switchyard fenced areas for
the purpose of emergency repair work. Since nighttime maintenance activities are
not expected to occur more than once per year, the safety lighting inside the
substation fence would normally be turned off. Some of the perimeter lighting in
would remain on all night for safety purposes.

Gen-Tie Transmission Line

Boulder Brush, LLC would own and operate the gen-tie transmission line. During
operations, the gen-tie line would be regularly inspected, maintained, and
repaired. Operations and maintenance activities would involve both routine
preventive maintenance and emergency procedures to maintain service
continuity. Aerial and ground inspections of the facilities would be performed.
Aboveground components would be inspected annually, at a minimum, for
corrosion, equipment misalignment, loose fittings, and other common mechanical
problems.

Turbines and Related Facilities on the Campo Reservation

Operations and maintenance would include activities associated with the O&M
building, and routine maintenance, inspections, and periodic repairs of the
turbines, gen-tie line, and related facilities. The Campo Wind Project facilities on
the Campo Indian Reservation are described in the Notice of Intent to prepare an
EIS dated November 21, 2018. (see 83 Federal Register 58785). The County has
no jurisdiction over the operations and maintenance of the turbines and related
facilities on the Reservation.

Decommissioning

The lifespan of the Boulder Brush facilities would be at least 30 years. The
decommissioning of the gen-tie line and substation would be governed by the terms and
conditions of the Major Use Permit. Bonding and a decommission plan would be
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required. The decommissioning plan would be developed in compliance with the County
standards and requirements for closing a site and restoration of disturbed areas at the
time decommissioning occurs. The switchyard would be transferred to SDG&E; thus,
decommissioning would be under SDG&E and would not be subject to the County’s
decommissioning requirements.

9.

10.

11.

Surrounding land uses and setting:

The regional landscape consists of a mixture of large-lot rural residences and
energy generation projects. Wind turbines associated with the Tule Wind Project
are located to the east, north, and northwest portions of the Project site. Wind
turbines associated with the Kumeyaay Wind Project are located approximately
1 mile west of the Project site. Nearby areas include lands administered by
Bureau of Indian Affairs and Bureau of Land Management (BLM).

The terrain in the area includes rock outcropping, valleys, and prominent
ridgelines. The site lies between two major drainage divides: the Tecate Divide to
the west, and the In-Ko-Pah Mountains to the east. This area occurs within the
Live Oak Springs U.S. Geographic Survey (USGS) topographic quadrangle. The
elevation ranges within the Project site ranges from approximately 3,280 feet
above mean sea level (AMSL) to approximately 4,120 feet AMSL.

Other public agencies whose approval is required may include but is not limited to
the following:

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Federal Aviation Administration

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

Regional Water Quality Control Board

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section
21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the
determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures
regarding confidentiality, etc.?

Yes.



Systems Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

[l On the basis of this Initial Study, Planning & Development Services finds that the
proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

[[] Onthe basis of this Initial Study, Planning & Development Services finds that
although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project
have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

XI  On the basis of this Initial Study, Planning & Development Services finds that the
proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an

RONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
A/ 14/17]

Si Date

Greg Kazmer g g
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INSTRUCTIONS ON EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact”’ answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each
question. A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources
show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls
outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on
project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive
receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, Less Than Significant
With Mitigation Incorporated, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate
if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more
“Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

“Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant
Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they
reduce the effect to a less than significant level.

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process,
an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section
15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within
the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based
on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated,”
describe the mitigation measures that were incorporated or refined from the earlier
document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources
for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared
or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where
the statement is substantiated.

The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant
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I. AESTHETICS — Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099. Would the
project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated L] NolImpact

A vista is a view from a particular location or composite views along a roadway or trail. Scenic
vistas often refer to views of natural lands but may also be compositions of natural and
developed areas, or even entirely of developed and unnatural areas, such as a scenic vista of a
rural town and surrounding agricultural lands. What is scenic to one person may not be scenic
to another, so the assessment of what constitutes a scenic vista must consider the perceptions
of a variety of viewer groups.

The items that can be seen within a vista are visual resources. Adverse impacts to individual
visual resources or the addition of structures or developed areas may or may not adversely affect
the vista. Determining the level of impact to a scenic vista requires analyzing the changes to the
vista as a whole and also to individual visual resources.

Potentially Significant Impact: The proposed facilities on private land, subject to the County’s
land use jurisdiction, include the overhead gen-tie transmission line, a substation, and a
switchyard. The overhead gen-tie line on private land would extend approximately 3.5 miles from
the proposed Campo Wind Project on the Reservation to the Sunrise Powerlink. The gen-tie
line on private land would include approximately 38 steel poles at a maximum height of 150 feet.
Project facilities on the Reservation include up to 60 turbines, 5 miles of gen-tie line, and related
facilities. A Visual Impact Analysis will be required to identify and address all potential impacts
to scenic resources including those of wind turbines on the Reservation. This issue will be
addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

State Scenic Highways refer to those highways that are officially designated by Caltrans as
scenic as per the California Scenic Highway Program. Generally, the area defined within a State
Scenic Highway is the land adjacent to and visible from the vehicular right-of-way. The dimension
of a scenic highway is usually identified using a motorist’s line of vision, but a reasonable
boundary is selected when the view extends to the distant horizon. The scenic highway corridor
extends to the visual limits of the landscape abutting the Scenic Highway.

Potentially Significant Impact: The project site is located in the vicinity of County Designated
Scenic Highway, |-8, as identified in the Open Space and Conservation Element of the County’s
(2011) General Plan. The turbines on the Reservation would be located near Highway 94 and
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I-8. A Visual Impact Analysis will be prepared to identify and address all potential impacts to
scenic resources including Scenic Highways. This issue will be addressed in the DEIR.

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are
experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized
area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations
governing scenic quality?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The project is located within a non-urbanized area within the
Boulevard portion of the Mountain Empire Subregional Plan area. Taking into account the
construction and operation of the overhead gen-tie transmission line, substation and switchyard
on private land, as well as the turbines and related facilities on Reservation land, a Visual Impact
Analysis will be prepared to identify and address all potential impacts to the visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings. This issue will be addressed in the DEIR.

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: Outdoor nighttime lighting at the substation and switchyard
would be kept to the minimum required for security and safety, and all lighting would be hooded,
directed downward, and turned off when not required. Lighting on the gen-tie transmission poles
on private land, and the gen-tie poles and wind turbines on the Reservation, would only be
installed if required by the Federal Aviation Administration. A Visual Impact Analysis will be
prepared to identify and address all potential impacts to scenic resources that may occur from
new sources of light and glare, and this issue will be addressed in the DEIR.

Il. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES — Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide or Local
Importance (Important Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, or other
agricultural resources, to non-agricultural use?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated ] No Impact

No Impact: According to the California Department of Conservation (2018) Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program (FMMP), the Project site is categorized as “other land.” Use of this
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categorized land for the Project would not constitute converting any protected or important
farmland; therefore, there is no impact. Lands under the jurisdiction of the BIA on the
Reservation are not categorized using the Department of Conservation’s mapping program but
are not considered to be high value agricultural lands. These issues will be further addressed in
the DEIR.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated DJ NoImpact

No Impact: The site is zoned General Rural (S92), which is generally reserved for large parcels
and open space/lands. The site is not subject to a Williamson Act contract and the site is
considered “other land” by the California Department of Conservation FMMP. There are no
Williamson Act contracts on tribal lands. Because the site is not considered an important
agricultural resource, the Project would have no impact on existing zoning for agricultural use;
therefore, there is no impact.

C) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), or timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated bJ No Impact

No Impact: The Project site does not contain forest lands or timberland. Therefore, project
implementation would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land,
timberland, or timberland production zones. There would be no impact.

d) Result in the loss of forest land, conversion of forest land to non-forest use, or involve
other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or nature, could
result in conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated bJ No Impact

No Impact: The Project site does not contain any forest lands as defined in Public Resources
Code section 12220(g); therefore, project implementation would not result in the loss or
conversion of forest land to a non-forest use. In addition, the project is not located in the
vicinity of forest resources. The portion of the Project on the Reservation would not
significantly impact forest lands.
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e) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Important Farmland or other agricultural resources, to non-
agricultural use?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The site is not subject to a Williamson Act contract, and the site
is considered “other land” by the California Department of Conservation FMMP. However, due
to past and present cattle grazing on site, an Agricultural Resources Report will be prepared.
This topic will be further addressed in the DEIR.

lll. AIR QUALITY — Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air
quality management district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the
following determinations. Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the San Diego Regional Air Quality Strategy
(RAQS) or applicable portions of the State Implementation Plan (SIP)?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: Although it is not anticipated, the Project has the potential to
obstruct implementation of the RAQS or SIP. An air quality study will be completed to identify
and address any direct and/or cumulative air quality impacts resulting from the Project,
specifically from construction. Air quality will be addressed further in the DEIR.

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 Nolmpact

San Diego County is presently in nonattainment for the 1-hour concentrations under the
California Ambient Air Quality Standard (CAAQS) for ozone (O3). San Diego County is also
presently in nonattainment for the annual geometric mean and for the 24-hour concentrations of
particulate matter less than or equal to 10 microns (PM10) under the CAAQS. O3 is formed when
VOCs and nitrogen oxides (NOx) react in the presence of sunlight. VOC sources include any
source that burns fuels (e.g., gasoline, natural gas, wood, oil), solvents, petroleum processing
and storage, and pesticides. Sources of PM1o in both urban and rural areas include motor
vehicles, wood burning stoves and fireplaces, dust from construction, landfills, agriculture,
wildfires, brush/waste burning, and industrial sources of windblown dust from open lands.



Boulder Brush — Campo Wind Project February 2019
PDS2019-MUP-19-002 -15-

Potentially Significant Impact: Air quality emissions associated with the Project could include
emissions of PM1o, NOx, and VOCs from construction/grading activities. An air quality study will
be completed to identify and address any direct and/or cumulative air quality impacts resulting
from the project. Air quality will be further addressed in the DEIR.

C) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Air quality regulators typically define sensitive receptors as schools (preschool-12th Grade),
hospitals, resident care facilities, or day-care centers, or other facilities that may house
individuals with health conditions that would be adversely impacted by changes in air quality.
The County of San Diego also considers residences as sensitive receptors because they house
children and the elderly.

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project has the potential to impact sensitive receptors
during construction; therefore, an Air Quality Technical Report will be completed in order to
identify and address any direct and/or cumulative air quality impacts resulting from the Project
on sensitive receptors. Air quality will be further addressed in the DEIR.

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Less than Significant Impact: VOC emissions from architectural coatings and other potential
sources of odor are not expected to be significant. Any odor generation would terminate upon
completion of the construction phase of the project. As a result, the Project would not result in
emissions adversely affecting a substantial number of people, and impacts would be less than
significant.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project has the potential to directly and indirectly impact
candidate, sensitive, or special status species. Therefore, a Biological Resources Report will be
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completed in order to identify and address any direct, indirect, and/or cumulative impacts to
biological resources resulting from the Project. This topic will be further addressed in the DEIR.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project has the potential to have an adverse effect on
riparian and other sensitive natural communities. Therefore, a Biological Resources Report will
be completed in order to identify and address any direct, indirect, and/or cumulative impacts to
biological resources resulting from the Project. This topic will be further addressed in the DEIR.

C) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The site contains drainages that may be subject to the
Resource Protection Ordinance and/or jurisdictional water regulations of the U.S./State.
Therefore, a Biological Resources Report will be completed to identify and address any direct,
indirect, and/or cumulative biological resources impacts that may result from the Project. This
topic will be further addressed in the DEIR.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project has the potential to impact native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors. Therefore, a Biological Resources Report will be completed to
identify and address any direct, indirect, and/or cumulative biological resources impacts resulting
from the project. This topic will be further addressed in the DEIR.

e) Conflict with the provisions of any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Communities Conservation Plan, other approved local, regional or state habitat
conservation plan or any other local policies or ordinances that protect biological
resources?
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X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The project site is located in the draft Multiple Species
Conservation Program East County Planning Area and portions of the Project site are located
within the designated Focused Conservation Area. The document is still in draft form and thus
is being mentioned here for informational purposes. A Biological Resources Report will be
completed to identify and address any direct, indirect, and/or cumulative biological resources
impacts resulting from the Project. This topic will be further addressed in the DEIR.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant
15064.57

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: Historical resources may be located on the Project site and/or
in the nearby vicinity, the significance of which will be evaluated within a Cultural Resources
Report. Any direct and/or cumulative impacts to cultural resources that result from the Project
will be further addressed in the DEIR.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to 15064.5?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project has the potential to impact archaeological
resources pursuant to 15064.5, the significance of which will be evaluated within a Cultural
Resources Report. Any direct and/or cumulative impacts to cultural resources that result from
the Project will be further addressed in the DEIR.

C) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: Although it is not anticipated, ground-disturbing activities during
construction of the Project could have the potential to uncover human remains. Potential impacts
would be mitigated for and addressed in the Cultural Resources Report.
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VI. ENERGY. Would the project:

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or
operation?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project could result in electricity, natural gas, petroleum,
and other resources use during the construction phase. Although the Project would provide wind
energy and related infrastructure that would contribute to reducing energy use throughout the
region, potential impacts from the inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary consumption of
nonrenewable energy will be evaluated in the DEIR.

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project’'s consistency with state and local plans for
renewable energy or energy efficiency will be analyzed in the DEIR.

Vil. GEOLOGY AND SOILS — Would the project:

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving:
i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.

[] Potentially Significant Impact X Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project site is not located in a fault rupture hazard zone
(County of San Diego 2007, Figures 1 and 2) identified by the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Act, Special Publication 42, Revised 2018, Fault-Rupture Hazards Zones in California, or
located within any other area with substantial evidence of a known fault. This topic will be further
addressed in the DEIR.

. Strong seismic ground shaking?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
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] Less Than Significant With

Mitigation Incorporated [] NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: To ensure the structural integrity of the proposed facilities, all
components would be required to conform to applicable Seismic Requirements as outlined within
the California Building Code. Project facilities on tribal land would be subject to similar
requirements. The County Code requires a soils compaction report with proposed foundation
recommendations to be approved before the issuance of a building permit. Compliance with the
California Building Code and the County Code would minimize potential impacts from the
exposure of people or structures to potential adverse effects from strong seismic ground
shaking; however, a Geologic Investigation Report will be prepared and this topic will be further
addressed in the DEIR.

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: Portions of the Project site contain potential liquefaction areas
as identified in the County (2007) Guidelines for Determining Significance for Geologic Hazards.
Measures to mitigate potential impacts from liquefaction to levels below significance and
environmental design considerations will be covered in the Geologic Investigation Report.
Liquefaction will be addressed in the DEIR.

iv. Landslides?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X] Less than Significant Impact

Less Than Significant
L With Mitigation Incorporated [1 NoImpact

Less-Than-Significant Impact: The project site is not within a “Landslide Susceptibility Area"
as identified in the County (2007) Guidelines for Determining Significance for Geologic Hazards.
Landslide Susceptibility Areas were developed based on landslide risk profiles included in the
Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan, San Diego, CA (OES and UDC 2017). Landslide risk
areas from this plan were based on data including steep slopes (greater than 25%); soil series
data (San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) based on U.S. Geological Survey
(USGS) 1970s series); soil-slip susceptibility from USGS; and Landslide Hazard Zone Maps
(limited to western portion of the County) developed by the California Department of
Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology. Also included within Landslide Susceptibility
Areas are gabbroic soils on slopes steeper than 15% in grade because these soils are slide
prone. Because the Project is not located within an identified Landslide Susceptibility Area and
the geologic environment has a low probability to become unstable, the Project would result in
a less-than-significant impact associated with the exposure of people or structures to potential
adverse effects from landslides.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
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Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact
Potentially Significant Impact: The portion of the Project on private lands will develop a Minor
Stormwater Management Plan that will detail how erodible soils will be protected during grading,
construction, and operation of the proposed facilities. Additionally, all new roads would be
located away from drainage bottoms, steep slopes, and erodible soils if practicable, and would
be designed to maintain current surface water runoff patterns and prevent erosion. If road grade
and/or runoff patterns result in added erosion, control measures would be installed to minimize
the added erosion. This topic will be addressed in the Minor Stormwater Management Plan and
the DEIR.

C) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as
a result of the project, and potentially result in an on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project involves site grading. In order to assure that any
proposed structures and other facilities included in this Project site are adequately supported, a
Geologic Investigation Report will be prepared and soil stability will be further discussed in the
DEIR.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: As shown in the County of San Diego Geologic Hazards
Guidelines (Figure 6, Potential Expansive Soils) the Project site may contain expansive soils
(County of San Diego 2007, 2011), as defined by Table 18-I-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994). A Geologic Investigation Report will be prepared and soil expansion will be further
discussed in the DEIR.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project does not propose septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems on private lands within the County’s jurisdiction. The O&M building
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on the Reservation may include a sceptic system. This issue will be discussed further in the
DEIR.

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?
[] Potentially Significant Impact X Less than Significant Impact

Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact
Less-Than-Significant Impact: A review of the County’s (2007b) Paleontological Sensitivity Map
indicates that the portion of the Project on private land is located in an area with no paleontological
resource potential. However, there could be a potential for indirect impacts. By adhering to the
County Guidelines for Determining Significance of Paleontological Resources and the County
Grading Ordinance, this project would avoid potential impacts through standard practices, which
may include a paleontological monitor as determined by SEC. 87.430 of the Grading Ordinance.
Thus, by following standard practices, impacts are anticipated to be less than significant on land
under the jurisdiction of the County. The portion of the Project on the Reservation also does not
have paleontological resource potential. Therefore, the impacts would be less than significant.

Vill. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS — Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X Less than Significant Impact

Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact
Less-Than-Significant Impact: Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions result in an increase in the
Earth’s average surface temperature commonly referred to as global warming. This rise in global
temperature is associated with long-term changes in precipitation, temperature, wind patterns,
and other elements of the Earth’s climate system, known as climate change. These changes are
now broadly attributed to GHG emissions, particularly those emissions that result from the
human production and use of fossil fuels.

GHGs include carbon dioxide, methane, halocarbons, and nitrous oxide, among others. Human
induced GHG emissions are a result of energy production and consumption, and personal
vehicle use, among other sources. A regional GHG inventory prepared for the San Diego Region
(Energy Policy Initiatives Center and Ascent Environmental Inc. 2017) identified on-road
transportation (cars and trucks) as the largest contributor of GHG emissions in the region,
accounting for 45% of the total regional emissions. Electricity and natural gas combustion were
the second (24%) and third (9%) largest regional contributors, respectively, to regional GHG
emissions.

Climate changes resulting from GHG emissions could produce an array of adverse
environmental impacts including water supply shortages, severe drought, increased flooding,
sea level rise, air pollution from increased formation of ground level ozone and particulate matter,
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ecosystem changes, increased wildfire risk, agricultural impacts, ocean and terrestrial species
impacts, among other adverse effects. It should be noted that an individual project's GHG
emissions will generally not result in direct impacts under CEQA, as the climate change issue is
global in nature; however, an individual project could be found to contribute to a potentially
significant cumulative impact.

In 2006, the State of California passed the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, commonly
referred to as Assembly Bill (AB) 32, which set the GHG emissions reduction goal for the state
into law. The law requires that by 2020, state emissions must be reduced to 1990 levels by
reducing GHG emissions from significant sources via regulation, market mechanisms, and other
actions.

SB 32 and AB 197 (enacted in 2016) are companion bills that set a new statewide GHG reduction
target; make changes to CARB’s membership, and increase legislative oversight of CARB’s
climate change-based activities; and expand dissemination of GHG and other air quality-related
emissions data to enhance transparency and accountability. More specifically, SB 32 codified
the 2030 emissions reduction goal of EO B-30-15 by requiring CARB to ensure that statewide
GHG emissions are reduced to 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030.

The facilities proposed on private land under the County’s jurisdiction consist of a gen-tie
transmission line, substation and switchyard that would carry wind energy from the Reservation
to the Sunrise Powerlink. Although the Project facilitates renewable energy sources in place of a
typical fossil fuel-based electrical generation resulting in long-term air quality benefits, the
development could have the potential to result in emissions related to construction activities and
vehicle trips. Emissions from the construction activities are anticipated to be minimal, temporary,
and localized. Operational emissions are anticipated to be minimal and would be generated from
vehicle trips for ongoing operation and maintenance activities. The Project is expected to offset
GHG emissions by serving as a long-term renewable energy source, thereby decreasing overall
emissions attributable to electrical generation in California and assisting the state in meeting its
50% by 2030 Renewable Portfolio Standard. Therefore, the Project is anticipated to result in a
less than significant impact. However, a Climate Change Analysis will be prepared in order to
quantify GHG emissions. This subject will be further addressed in the DEIR.

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact
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Less-Than-Significant Impact: The project will be evaluated to determine whether it would
impede the implementation of AB 32 and SB 32. For the reasons discussed in response VI (a),
the Project is not anticipated to impede the implementation of state reduction targets.

Therefore, the Project is not anticipated to conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs. Regardless, a Climate Change
Analysis will be prepared and this topic will be further addressed in the DEIR.

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS — Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport,
storage, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or wastes or through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Less-Than-Significant Impact: The Project includes the construction and operation of an
overhead gen-tie transmission line and a substation/switchyard. No hazardous materials (40
Code of Federal Regulations 355) are anticipated to be produced, used, stored or disposed of
as a result of construction or operation of the facilities. Thus, the Project would not result in a
significant hazard to the public or environment because all storage, handling, transport,
emission, and disposal of hazardous substances would be in full compliance with local, state,
and federal regulations. California Government Code Section 65850.2 requires that no final
certificate of occupancy or its substantial equivalent be issued unless there is verification that
the owner or authorized agent has met, or is meeting, the applicable requirements of the Health
and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter 6.95, Article 2, Sections 25500-25520.

The San Diego County Department of Environmental Health — Hazardous Materials Division
(DEH HMD) is the Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) for San Diego County responsible
for enforcing Chapter 6.95 of the Health and Safety Code. As the CUPA, the DEH HMD is
required to regulate hazardous materials business plans and chemical inventory, hazardous
waste and tiered permitting, underground storage tanks, and risk management plans. The
hazardous materials business plan is required to contain basic information on the location, type,
quantity, and health risks of hazardous materials stored, used, or disposed of on site. The plan
also contains an emergency response plan which describes the procedures for mitigating a
hazardous release, procedures and equipment for minimizing the potential damage of a
hazardous materials release, and provisions for immediate notification of the HMD, the Office of
Emergency Services, and other emergency response personnel such as the local Fire Agency
having jurisdiction. Implementation of the emergency response plan facilitates rapid response in
the event of an accidental spill or release, thereby reducing potential adverse impacts.
Furthermore, the DEH HMD is required to conduct ongoing routine inspections to ensure
compliance with existing laws and regulations; to identify safety hazards that could cause or
contribute to an accidental spill or release; and to suggest preventative measures to minimize the
risk of a spill or release of hazardous substances.
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Therefore, due to the strict requirements that regulate hazardous substances outlined above
and the fact that the initial planning, ongoing monitoring, and inspections would occur in
compliance with local, state, and federal regulation, the portion of the Project on private land
would not result in any potentially significant impacts related to the routine transport, use, and
disposal of hazardous substances or related to the accidental explosion or release of hazardous
substances. Similar requirements will apply to the facilities the Reservation. Thus, this will not
be further discussed in the DEIR.

b) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated ] No Impact

No Impact: The Project is not located within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school. No
hazardous materials (40 Code of Federal Regulations 355) are anticipated to be produced, used,
stored or disposed of as a result of construction, operation, or decommissioning of the facilities.
Thus, the Project would not result in a significant hazard to the public or environment because
all storage, handling, transport, emission, and disposal of hazardous substances would be in full
compliance with local, state, and federal regulations. Therefore, the Project would not emit
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school and
this topic would not be further addressed in the DEIR.

C) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, or is otherwise known to have been
subject to a release of hazardous substances and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: Based on an initial regulatory database search, the site is not
included in the State of California Hazardous Waste and Substances sites list (Department of
Toxic Substances Control 2018), nor is it located within 1,000 feet of a Formerly Used Defense
Sites (FUDS) (ACOE 2015). However, a more thorough search of all hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 will occur and this will be addressed
in the Phase 1 ESA. Hazardous materials sites will be further discussed in the DEIR.

d) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result
in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact
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Potentially Significant Impact: The Project is not located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport
(County of San Diego 2011, Figure M-1). However, based on the FAA’s Notice Criteria Tool on
the FAA website (FAA 2018), the Project site is in proximity to a navigation facility which may
impact the assurance of navigation signal reception. Thus, the appropriate filing with the FAA is
required in order to ensure that the Project is in compliance with the FAA, in accordance with
Part 77.9 of the Code of Federal Regulations. This topic will be further addressed in the DEIR.

e) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

The following sections summarize the project’s consistency with applicable emergency response
plans or emergency evacuation plans.

i. OPERATIONAL AREA EMERGENCY PLAN AND MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD
MITIGATION PLAN:

Less-Than-Significant Impact: The Operational Area Emergency Plan (OES 2010) is a
comprehensive emergency plan that defines responsibilities, establishes an emergency
organization, defines lines of communications, and is designed to be part of the statewide
Standardized Emergency Management System. The Operational Area Emergency Plan
provides guidance for emergency planning and requires subsequent plans to be established by
each jurisdiction that has responsibilities in a disaster situation. The Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard
Mitigation Plan (OES and UDC 2017) includes an overview and discussion of the risk
assessment process, hazards present in the jurisdiction, hazard profiles, and vulnerability
assessments. The plan also identifies goals, objectives, and actions for each jurisdiction in the
County of San Diego, including all cities and the County’s unincorporated areas. The Project
would not interfere with this plan because it would not prohibit subsequent plans from being
established or prevent the goals and objectives of existing plans from being carried out.

il. SAN DIEGO COUNTY NUCLEAR POWER STATION EMERGENCY RESPONSE
PLAN

No Impact: The Project would not interfere with the San Diego County Nuclear Power Station
Emergency Response Plan due to the location of the project and the specific requirements of the
plan. The emergency plan for the San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station includes an emergency
planning zone within a 10-mile radius. All land area within 10 miles of the station is not within the
jurisdiction of the unincorporated County and, as such, a project in the unincorporated area is not
expected to interfere with any response or evacuation.

iii. OIL SPILL CONTINGENCY ELEMENT

No Impact: The Project is not located along the coastal zone or coastline; therefore, it would not
interfere with the Oil Spill Contingency Element.
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V. EMERGENCY WATER CONTINGENCIES ANNEX AND ENERGY SHORTAGE
RESPONSE PLAN

No Impact: The Project would not alter a major water or energy supply infrastructure, such as the
California Aqueduct; therefore, it would not interfere with the Emergency Water Contingencies Annex
and Energy Shortage Response Plan.

V. DAM EVACUATION PLAN

No Impact: The Project is not located within a dam inundation zone; therefore, it would not
interfere with the Dam Evacuation Plan.

f) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fires?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact

Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated [] NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project site is located in a “very high” Fire Hazard Severity
Zone as determined by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. A fire
protection plan (FPP), per County requirements, will be prepared for the private land portions of
the Project. The FPP will describe how the portion of the Project on private land will comply with
requirements related to emergency access, water supply, and fire suppression design measures
in consideration of the high concentration of electrical equipment that would be present on the
Project site. The FPP, per County requirements, will identify and address any direct and/or
cumulative impacts resulting from the project regarding fire hazards. Coordination with the Tribe
and Campo Fire is underway for the portion of the Campo Wind Project on the Reservation. This
issue will be discussed in the DEIR.

9) Propose a use, or place residents adjacent to an existing or reasonably foreseeable use
that would substantially increase current or future resident's exposure to vectors,
including mosquitoes, rats or flies, which are capable of transmitting significant public
health diseases or nuisances?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated bJ No Impact

No Impact: The Project does not involve or support uses that allow water to stand for a period
of 72 hours (3 days) or more (e.g., artificial lakes, agricultural irrigation ponds). Also, the Project
does not involve or support uses that would produce or collect animal waste, such as equestrian
facilities, agricultural operations (e.g., chicken coops, dairies), solid waste facilities, or other
similar uses. Therefore, the Project would not substantially increase current or future residents’
exposure to vectors, including mosquitoes, rats, or flies.

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality?
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X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: A Minor Stormwater Management Plan will be prepared for the
portions of the Project on private land which is intended to meet the permit requirements of the
San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board. The Minor Stormwater Management Plan will
incorporate several Best Management Practices to provide water quality treatment consistent
with the Regional Permit’s standards. This issue will be addressed in the DEIR.

b) Is the project tributary to an already impaired water body, as listed on the Clean Water
Act Section 303(d) list? If so, could the project result in an increase in any pollutant for
which the water body is already impaired?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: According to the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list, the
nearest impaired water body is Cottonwood Creek approximately 11 miles west of the Project
site, and outside the watershed of the Project site (County of San Diego 2011, Figure C-3;
County of San Diego 2014). The nearest water body to the portions of the Project on
Reservation is also Cottonwood Creek. Therefore, it is unlikely that any pollutants that might
be generated by the project would contribute to this impaired water body. For the private land
portion of the Project, a Minor Stormwater Management Plan will be prepared for the project that
will address all necessary BMPs to ensure that potential pollutants will be reduced in any runoff
to the maximum extent practicable so as not to impact receiving waters. Although impacts are
anticipated to be less than significant, this topic will be further discussed in the DEIR.

C) Could the Project cause or contribute to an exceedance of applicable surface or
groundwater receiving water quality objectives or degradation of beneficial uses?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: A Minor Stormwater Management Plan will be prepared for the
private land portion of the Project that will address all necessary BMPs to prevent significant
impacts to water quality and ensure potential pollutants will be reduced in any runoff to the
maximum extent practicable so as not to impact receiving waters. Water quality will be further
discussed in the DEIR.

d) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the
basin.

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
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Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incgrporated L] Nolmpact
Potentially Significant Impact: Water may be required for operation of the Project and would
be required during construction. Water would be sourced from either on-site groundwater wells,
if sufficient yield can be demonstrated, and/or non-potable water from local water purveyors such
as Jacumba Community Services District or Padre Dam Municipal Water District. This issue will
be addressed in the DEIR.

e) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or through the addition of impervious
surface, in a manner which would:

i Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project would include improvements which may impede or
redirect flood flows. Roads would be located away from drainage bottoms, steep slopes, and
erodible soils if practicable, and would be designed to maintain current surface water runoff
patterns and prevent erosion. Soil erosion would be controlled at culvert outlets with appropriate
structures. If road grade and/or runoff patterns result in added erosion, control measures would
be installed to minimize the added erosion. Although impacts are anticipated to be less than
significant, this issue will be addressed in the DEIR.

. Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface water in a manner which would
result in flooding on- or off-site?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project would include improvements which may impede or
redirect flood flows. Roads would be located away from drainage bottoms, steep slopes, and
erodible soils if practicable, and would be designed to maintain current surface water runoff
patterns and prevent flooding. This issue will be addressed in the DEIR.

iii. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources
of polluted runoff?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: A Minor Stormwater Management Plan and a Drainage Study
will be prepared for the private land portion of the Project that will evaluate all potential drainage
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facilities and will ensure that adequate drainage facilities are included in the project design. No
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff are anticipated to occur as a result of the Project
beyond those discussed in responses a) through c) above. A Minor Stormwater Management
Plan will be prepared for the Project that will address all necessary BMPs to ensure that potential
pollutants will be reduced in any runoff to the maximum extent practicable so as not to
significantly impact water quality. This issue will be discussed in the DEIR.

iv. Impede or redirect flood flows?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project would include improvements which may impede
or redirect flood flows. The applicant is required to provide a Drainage Study for the private land
portion of the Project indicating runoff quantities and conditions before and after development of
the project, including analysis of existing and proposed drainage facility capacity and lines of
inundation by the 100-year flood. In addition, the applicant will also provide preliminary grading
plans showing drainage patterns, improvements to storm drain system, inlets, points of entry
into natural drainage channels, energy dissipaters, and any other applicable drainage features.
This issue will be addressed in the DEIR.

f) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?
X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated DJ - No Impact

No Impact: The Project site is not identified as being within a 100-year flood hazard area;
however, the applicant is required to provide a Drainage Study indicating runoff quantities and
conditions before and after development of the project, including analysis of existing and
proposed drainage facility capacity and lines of inundation by the 100-year flood. In addition, the
applicant will also provide preliminary grading plans showing drainage patterns, improvements
to storm drain system, inlets, points of entry into natural drainage channels, energy dissipaters,
and any other applicable drainage features. This issue will be addressed in the DEIR. The
Project site is not located along the shoreline of a lake or reservoir; therefore, it could not be
inundated by a seiche. The Project site is located more than 1 mile from the coast; therefore, in
the event of a tsunami, it would not be inundated.

9) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated L] Nolmpact
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Potentially Significant Impact: The Project would include improvements which may impact
water quality. The Project also proposes to either use existing groundwater wells or import water
for construction. The DEIR will analyze this issue.

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING — Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Less than Significant Impact: The proposed Project would not disrupt or physically divide the
surrounding area. Typical projects that have the potential to physically divide an established
community would be stadiums, freeways, railroads, etc., none of which are being proposed.
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The private lands portion of the Project is subject to the General
Plan Rural Lands Regional Category and contains lands within the Rural Lands 80 (RL-80) Land
Use Designation. The Project is also subject to the policies of the Boulevard Subregional Plan
and Mountain Empire Subregional Plan. The properties are zoned S92. The proposed use can
only be allowed with the approval of an MUP on the Project site. The portion of the project on
the Reservation is not subject to the County’s land use or planning jurisdiction. The DEIR will
analyze the Project with regard to applicable land use plans and policies and determine if there
are any conflicts. This topic will be further addressed in the EIR.

XIl. MINERAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Less-Than-Significant Impact: The lands within the Project site have not been classified by
the California Department of Conservation — Division of Mines and Geology (Update of Mineral
Land Classification: Aggregate Materials in the Western San Diego Production-Consumption
Region, 1997). The Project site may contain mineral resource deposits suitable for crushed rock.
However, due to the expensive mining and processing of crushed rock combined with
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transportation costs, this currently restricts crushed rock operations to urbanized areas within
the Western San Diego Consumption Region of the County. Therefore, no potentially significant
loss of availability of a known mineral resource of value to the region and the residents of the
state would occur as a result of this project. Moreover, if the resources are not considered
significant mineral deposits, loss of these resources cannot contribute to a potentially significant
cumulative impact.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated DJ - NoImpact

No Impact: The Project site is not located on a mineral resource recovery site delineated in the
General Plan for private lands portion, or other land use plan. Therefore, the Project would not
result in the loss of availability of locally important mineral resource(s).

XIll. NOISE — Would the project result in:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project may produce temporary or periodic increases in
ambient noise levels, principally during construction. A Noise Analysis Report will be prepared
for the Project that will evaluate noise-generating sources of the project for conformance with
the County Noise Ordinance and General Plan (where applicable), and in comparison with
existing noise levels on the Project site. Analysis will include the potential for temporary or
periodic increases in ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity. The Project also has the
potential to result in a permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Project.
A Noise Analysis Report will be prepared for the Project that will evaluate permanent noise
generating sources of the Project for conformance with the County Noise Ordinance and General
Plan (where applicable), and in comparison with existing noise levels in on the Project site. This
issue will be addressed in the DEIR.

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With

L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project may produce groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels during construction of the Project. A Noise Analysis Report will be
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prepared that will evaluate noise generating sources for conformance with the County Noise
Ordinance and General Plan (where applicable), and in comparison with existing noise levels on
the Project site. Analysis will include the potential for groundborne vibration and groundborne
vibration noise levels during the construction phase of the Project. This issue will be addressed
in the DEIR.

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated ] No Impact

No Impact: The Project is not located within a 1-mile vicinity of a private airstrip. The Project is
not located within the vicinity of an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport
where a plan has not been adopted (County of San Diego 2007, Figure M-1). Therefore, the
Project would not expose people working or residing in the area to excessive noise levels.

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would the project:

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example,
by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated bJ - No Impact

No Impact: The Project proposes new renewable energy infrastructure. This physical change
would not induce substantial population growth in the area because there would be no extension
of water, sewer, or roadways into previously unserved areas, and no regulatory changes are
proposed that would allow increased population growth.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated bJ No Impact

No Impact: No homes or people would be displaced necessitating the construction of homes
elsewhere. No impact would result.
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES — Would the project:

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for
any of the public services:

i. Fire protection?

ii. Police protection?

iii. Schools?

iv. Parks?

v. Other public facilities?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project does not include residential use and is not
expected to significantly alter the need for additional schools, parks, or police protection.
However, regarding fire protection, a Fire Protection Plan will be prepared that will address
measures to reduce fire risk in the area for the portions of the Project on private lands and
evaluate the adequacy of existing emergency service facilities in relation to the determined fire
risk. Coordination with the Tribe and Campo Fire is underway for the Campo Wind Project to
address fire risk. Fire protection will be addressed in the DEIR.

XVI. RECREATION — Would the project:

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated X No Impact

No Impact: The Project does not involve any residential use, including, but not limited to, a
residential subdivision, mobile home park, or construction for a single-family residence that may
increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities in
the vicinity.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

[] Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated > No Impact
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No Impact: The Project does not include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities. Therefore, the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities cannot have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

XVIl. TRANSPORTATION — Would the project:

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project would require a Traffic Impact Analysis to
determine if the project could conflict with any performance measures establishing measures of
effectiveness of the circulation system. A Traffic Control Plan would also be prepared prior to
the start of construction to reduce impacts to off-site traffic flow and would address transportation
activities, such as the delivery of project components. The Project will be analyzed to determine
if there are any conflicts with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation
system. Project implementation will not result in the construction of any road improvements or
new road design features that would interfere with the provision of public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities. The issue of roadway facilities will be addressed in the DEIR.

b) Would the Project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3,
subdivision (b)(1)?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project proposes new renewable energy infrastructure.
Consistency with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 subdivision (b)(1) will be addressed in the
DEIR.

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With
L] Mitigation Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Less than Significant Impact: The Project would use the existing network of permanent roads
to access the Project site, where feasible. In addition to the existing roads, new access roads
would be constructed to provide access to the improvements. New permanent access road
layout would incorporate applicable standards regarding internal road design and circulation,
particularly those provisions related to emergency vehicle access. Therefore, the Project would
not substantially increase hazards. This topic will not be further addressed in the DEIR.
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d) Result in inadequate emergency access?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
[] kﬂe_s_s Than Significant With [] No Impact
itigation Incorporated

Potentially Significant Impact: It is not anticipated that the Project would result in inadequate
emergency access. A Fire Protection Plan will be prepared for the Project that will describe how
the Project portions on private lands will comply with requirements related to emergency access,
water supply, and fire suppression design measures. Additionally, new permanent access road
layout would incorporate applicable standards regarding internal road design and circulation,
particularly those provisions related to emergency vehicle access. Adequate emergency access
will be required of the Project. This issue will be addressed in the DEIR.

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, as
defined in Public Resources Code §21074 as either a site, feature, place, or cultural
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

i. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of Historical Resources as defined in Public Resources Code §5020.1(k), or

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: Consultation will be conducted with the California Native
American tribes that request consultation. Where applicable, the DEIR will analyze whether the
proposed Project will cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources or in
a local register of Historical Resources.

ii. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resources Code §5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resources Code §5024.1, the Lead Agency shall consider the significance of
the resource to a California Native American tribe.

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated L] Nolmpact

Potentially Significant Impact: Consultation will be conducted with the California Native
American tribes that request consultation. Where applicable, the DEIR will analyze whether the
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proposed Project will cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource as determined by the lead agency.

XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater
treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications
facilities, construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental

effects?
X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
[] Less Than Significant With []

Mitigation Incorporated No Impact

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project proposes new renewable energy generation
infrastructure. The 230 kV gen-tie line would carry wind energy from a proposed wind energy
project on the Reservation to a proposed substation/switchyard adjacent to the Sunrise
Powerlink. No relocation or construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities are
proposed. The Project would require appropriately sized and designed stormwater drainage
facilities for the project to operate safely and efficiently. Any environmental impacts from the
construction of drainage facilities would be evaluated with other appropriate technical reports
such as drainage, biological, or cultural resources. This topic will be addressed further in the
DEIR.

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
[] Less Than Significant With [] No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated

Potentially Significant Impact: Minimal water supply may be needed for the operation of the
Project. During construction water is expected to be required for dust suppression and concrete
mixing in particular. Water would be sourced from either on-site groundwater wells, if sufficient
yield can be demonstrated, and/or non-potable water from local water purveyors such as
Jacumba Community Services District or Padre Dam Municipal Water District. This issue will be
addressed in the DEIR.

C) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’'s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X] Less than Significant Impact
[] Less Than Significant With [] No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated

Less than Significant Impact: During construction, portable toilets, as needed, would be
provided for on-site sewage handling, and would be pumped and cleaned regularly by the
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construction contractor. The O&M building would likely include a septic system on the
Reservation, not within County jurisdiction.

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity
of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X Less than Significant Impact
[] Less Than Significant With [ ] No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated

Less than Significant Impact: Construction of the Project would generate construction wastes
that would be recycled to the extent possible. The waste generated by construction that would
be sent to local landfills is not anticipated to overwhelm the remaining capacity of local landfill
facilities such that these facilities would not be able to serve existing demand. In addition, area
landfills have sufficient capacity to accommodate the minor volume of waste that may be
generated during operation of the Project. Total waste sent to local landfills during construction
is not anticipated to be substantial. Therefore, sufficient solid waste capacity exists to
accommodate the Project’'s solid waste disposal needs and impacts would be less than
significant.

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

[] Potentially Significant Impact X] Less than Significant Impact
[] Less Than Significant With [ ] No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated

Less than Significant Impact: The Project would be required to comply with applicable federal,
state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste and recycling as applicable.
Furthermore, the County’s General Plan goals and policies related to solid waste disposal would
ensure compliance with all applicable laws and regulations for the private land portion of the
Project. Therefore, impacts associated with solid waste disposal would be less than significant.

XX. WILDFIRE — If located in or near state responsibility areas or land classified as very high
fire hazard severity zones, would the project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation

plan?
X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated L] NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: A portion of the Project site is located in a “very high” Fire
Hazard Severity Zone as determined by the California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection. A fire protection plan (FPP), per County requirements, will be prepared for the portion
of the Project on private lands that will describe how the project will comply with requirements
related to emergency access and response, water supply, and fire suppression design measures
in consideration of the equipment that would be present on the Project site. Coordination with
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the Tribe and Campo Fire is underway regarding the Campo Wind Project. This issue will be
addressed in the DEIR.

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated L1 NolImpact

Potentially Significant Impact: A portion of the Project site is located in a “very high” Fire
Hazard Severity Zone as determined by the California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection. The Project may potentially exacerbate wildfire risks. An FPP will be prepared for the
portion of the Project on private lands that will describe how that portion of the Project will comply
with requirements related to emergency access and response, water supply, and fire
suppression design measures in consideration of the equipment that would be present on the
Project site. The Boulder Brush facilities portion of the Project would be unmanned facilities;
however, there are rural residences in the surrounding area. This issue will be addressed in the
DEIR.

C) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire
risk or that result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated L] Nolmpact

A portion of the Project site is located in a “very high” Fire Hazard Severity Zone as determined
by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. A FPP will be prepared for the
portion of Project on private lands that will describe how that portion of the Project will comply
with requirements related to emergency access and response, water supply, and fire
suppression design measures in consideration of the equipment that would be present on the
Project site. This issue will be addressed in the DEIR.

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage

changes?
X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
Less Than Significant With Mitigation
L] Incorporated L] Nolmpact

The Project proposes new renewable energy generation infrastructure. This issue will be
addressed in the DEIR.
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XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
[] Less Than Significant With [ ] No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated

Potentially Significant Impact: As discussed in Sections IV and V, the Project has the potential
to significantly impact biological and/or cultural resources and these issues will be further
addressed in the DEIR.

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable
future projects)?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
[] Less Than Significant With [ ] No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project has the potential to incrementally contribute to
cumulatively significant impacts. Potentially significant cumulative effects could occur related to
Aesthetics, Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Hydrology and Water Quality,
Noise, Land Use Planning, Public Services (Fire Service), Transportation, Tribal Cultural
Resources, and Wildfire. Therefore, cumulative impacts associated with the Project will be
analyzed in the DEIR.

C) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

X Potentially Significant Impact [] Less than Significant Impact
[] Less Than Significant With [ ] No Impact
Mitigation Incorporated

Potentially Significant Impact: The Project has the potential to result in adverse effects on
human beings directly, and indirectly. Potential impacts will be addressed in the DEIR.
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XXIl. REFERENCES USED IN THE COMPLETION OF THE INITIAL

STUDY CHECKLIST

All references to federal, state, and local regulations are available on the Internet. For federal
regulations refer to http://www4.law.cornell.edu/uscode/. For state regulations refer to
www.leginfo.ca.gov. For County regulations refer to www.amlegal.com. All other references

are available upon request.
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August 3, 2011. (ceres.ca.gov)

County of San Diego Geologic Hazards. July 2007.
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elines.pdf)
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Watersheds map.
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2007.
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Grading Ordinance. Grading, Clearing and Watercourses.
(www.amlegal.com)

County of San Diego Geologic Hazards. July 2007.
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Guidelines.pdf)

Department of Toxic Substances Control. 2018. Hazardous
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October 2017.

Uniform Building Code. 1994.
(http://digitalassets.lib.berkeley.edu/ubc/UBC_1994_v2.pdf)

Westwood. 2018. Preliminary Hydrology Study Torrey Wind
Project San Diego County, California. Prepared for Terra-Gen.
June 2018.

14 Code of Federal Regulations Part 77.9. Construction or
alteration requiring notice.

40 Code of Federal Regulations 355. Emergency Planning and
Notification.
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Considered in

# Comment Letter Cite Comments / Concerns EIR or Planning Applicable EIR Section DEES Da}ted
or Received
Documents

Federal Agencies

Steve Quinn, Native
1 American Heritage AB 52 Consultation Request Yes Tribal Cultural 3/6/2019

Commission
2 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Biological Surveys to determine federally listed species locations Yes Biological Resources 8/28/2018
State Agencies
1 Melina Pereira, CalTrans | Vehicle Permitting Yes Transportation 2/13/2019
2 Melina Pereira, CalTrans | Traffic Impact Study, Right of Way Yes Transportation 3/6/2019
3 gt;‘tRe Clearing House NOP Acknowledgement No N/A 211512019
Organizations

Donna Tisdale Scoping Comments of Backcountry Against Dumps and Donna Tisdale on the

L Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line and Switchyard Facilities for the Campo Biological Resources, Noise, GHG,
Backcountry Against . . . o O ; :
, Wind Project - Incomplete Project Application, Violation of County Zoning Code, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land
1 Dumps; Courtesy of the L - ) . Yes . i 3/18/2019
, EIR Provisions, Wildlife Impacts, Noise Impacts, GHG Impacts, Hydrological Use and Planning, Wildfires,
Law Office of Stephan C. - o L . i .
Volker Impacts, Magnen_c Field Radiation I_mpacts_, Wildfire Impacts, Agricultural Agriculture, Aesthetics
Impacts, Aesthetic Impacts, Compliance with CPUC General Order 131-D.
Donna Tisdale, . , . - . .
, Formal Opposition Letter referencing studies regarding disadvantages of wind Health and Hazards, Noise,

2 Backcountry Against . ! " i o Yes S . 3/18/2019

Dumps turbines, includes formal oppositions to project, bird impacts Biological Resources, Recreation

Aesthetics, Biological Resources,

3 Law Offices of Stephan C. | Violation of Zoning Codes, Bird Impacts, Adequate Water Supplies, Wildfire Ves Hazards, Noise, Agriculture, GHG, 2/21/2019

Volker Risks, Emergency Response Times, Shadow Flicker, Hydrology, Land Use and

Planning, Public Services

San Diego County
4 Archaeological Society, DEIR distribution review request Yes Cultural Resources 3/14/2019

INC
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Considered in

# Comment Letter Cite Comments / Concerns EIR or Planning Applicable EIR Section DELE Dgted
or Received
Documents
Community Planning Groups
Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
Hazards, Noise, Agriculture,
Boulevard Community Violation of zoning codes, lighting issues, groundwater concerns, fire protection, Hydrology, Land Use and
1 . , : Yes : : 3/18/2019
Planning Group interference with cell towers Planning, Paleontological
Resources, Public Services,
Utilities
Campo L_ake Morena Informal Email to Bronwyn Brown: Inclusion of Soil Carbons, Cumulative Energy, Geology, GHG, Other
2 Community Planning - Yes . . 3/14/2019
Group Impacts, Transmission Losses CEQA Considerations
Individuals
1 Abdoul Diallo Eggﬁﬁg;Shp: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush Yes Hazards, Noise 2/28/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
2 Adam Anderson High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
3 Al Delalot High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
4 Alex Fernandes Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/18/2019
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
S Alex Valequez Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/18/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
6 Andrew Degroot High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
7 Andy DeGroot ﬁzceiz;rig;Shp: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush No N/A 2/28/2019
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s _ . .
8 Anthony Ponhot Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 311712019
9 Anthony Ralphs Spe‘a}k‘er Slip: Rubllc Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Bqulder Brush No N/A 2/28/2019
Facilities — Environmental concern of border wall and wind turbines
, Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . ,
10| April Zapor Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/18/2019
11 | Barbara Kennerly Informal Opp05|t_|0n Email to Bronwyn Brown: Electromagnetic Interference, Ves Public Services 3/14/2019
Emergency Medical Response Times
12 | Barrance Zaron Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 2/28/2019

Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects
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Considered in

Date Dated

# Comment Letter Cite Comments / Concerns EIR or Planning Applicable EIR Section .
or Received
Documents
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
13 | Barrance Zoyan High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
14 | Ben Good ﬁgg’ﬁ:g;Shp: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush No N/A 2/28/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
15 | Benjamin Good High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
L Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s . . )
16| Benjamin Good. Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects ves Biological Resources, Air Quality 2/28/2019
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s . . .
17| Betty Chase Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/8/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
18 | Bill Davis High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
19 | Borrance Zoyan ﬁgsiﬁlti;Shp: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush No N/A 2/28/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
20 | Bruce Herbert High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s o . .
21| Bud Chase Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/8/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
22 | Byron Polen High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
23 | Carmen Villade Spe.a}lger Slip: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush Yes Aesthetics, Blologlcal Resources, 2/28/2019
Facilities Hazards, Noise, Hydrology
24 | Carmen Villeda Public EIR Scoping Meeting — Comment Sheet Yes E&‘/’é‘r’gl'gg;ReSO“mes' Hazards, | 509019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . ,
25 | Carmen Villeda Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 212812019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
26 | Carmen Villeda High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
27 | Casey Espinosa Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 2/28/2019

Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects
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Considered in

Date Dated

# Comment Letter Cite Comments / Concerns EIR or Planning Applicable EIR Section .
or Received
Documents
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s . . )
28 | Charles B. Good Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 2/28/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
29 | Charles Good High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s _ . .
30 | Charles Townsend Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 31712019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
31 | Charles Townsend High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
. Speaker Slip: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush .
32 | Charlie Good Facilities — Condemnation of Properties Yes Land Use and Planning 2/28/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s — . .
33 | Cheryl DeLozier Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/6//2019
- Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s — . .
34 | Christina Cole Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/18/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I , .
35 | Christopher Zapor Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/18/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
36 | Clifford Caldwell High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
37 | Clifford Caldwell ﬁzceizﬁrig;Shp: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush Yes N/A 2/28/2019
Clifford Caldwell and Informal Opposition Email to Donna Tisdale regarding opposition to Terra-Gen’s
38 . Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Lin, Substation Facilities, and Height Limit No N/A 2712019
Concepcion Caldwell Waver
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
39 | Cole Dotson Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 311712019
40 | Cole Dotson Informal Opposition Email to Bronwyn Brown No N/A 3/13/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
41 | Concepcion Caldwell High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
: Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s N . _
42 | Danica Walker Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/10/2019
43 | Danica Walker 2019 W!nq Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/10/2019
from Existing Turbines
44 | David Cooper Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 2/28/2019

Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects
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Considered in

# Comment Letter Cite Comments / Concerns EIR or Planning Applicable EIR Section DELE Dgted
or Received
Documents
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
45 | David Cooper High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
o Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s L . .
46 | David Wilson Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 31712019
47 | David Wilson 2019 W!nc_i Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/7/2019
from Existing Turbines
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s o . .
48 | Deanne Martino Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects ves Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/10/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s L . )
49| Debbie Moran Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects ves Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/20/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
50 | Diana Harde High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s L . )
51 | Don Bonfiglio Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3172019
Scoping Comments of Backcountry Against Dumps and Donna Tisdale on
the Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line and Switchyard Facilities for the Aesthetics, Air Quality, Biological
Campo Wind Project - Incomplete Project Application, Violation of County ’ ¥, 1010
. . - o . Resources, Hazards, Noise,
52 | Donna Tisdale Zoning Code, EIR Provisions, Wildlife Impacts, Noise Impacts, GHG Impacts, Yes .
. - . o Agriculture, Hydrology, Land Use
Hydrological Impacts, Magnetic Field Radiation Impacts, Wildfire Impacts, and Plannin
Agricultural Impacts, Aesthetic Impacts, Compliance with CPUC General Order 9
131-D.
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
53 | Donna Tisdale Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/18/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
54 | Donna Tisdale High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
55 | Donna Tisdale 2019 W!nq Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise
from Existing Turbines
- . . . Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
56 | Donna Tisdale Spe‘a}k‘er Slip: Publlc.S.copmg Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
Facilities — In Opposition
Hydrology
, Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . ,
57 | Dustin Walker Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/16/2019
58 | Dustin Walker 2019 W!nq Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Ves Hazards, Noise 3/10/2019
from Existing Turbines
59 | Ed Tisdale Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 311712019

Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects
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Considered in

# Comment Letter Cite Comments / Concerns EIR or Planning Applicable EIR Section DELE Dgted
or Received
Documents
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
60 | Erin Kayser High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
61 | Gregg Curtis ﬁgg’ﬁ:g;Shp: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush Yes 2/28/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s _ . .
62 | Heather Skains Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/11/2019
63 | Heather Skains 2019 W!nq Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/11/2019
from Existing Turbines
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s - . .
64 | Jacob Troutman Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects ves Biological Resources, Air Quality | 3/18/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
65 | Janet Silva High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s — . .
66 | Jason Fordyer Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/16/2019
Informal Opposition Email to Donna Tisdale regarding opposition to Terra-Gen’s
67 | Jeffrey G Morrison Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Lin, Substation Facilities, and Height Limit No N/A 2712019
Waver
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . ,
68 | Jeffrey McKeran Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 31712019
69 | Jeffrey McKernan 2019 W!nq Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/17/2019
from Existing Turbines
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s o . .
70 | Jeffrey Morrison Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/8/2019
71 | Jeffrey Morrison 2019 W!nq Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/8/2019
from Existing Turbines
: Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
72| Jennifer Schwab Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 8/20/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
73 | Karen Mcyntyre High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
74 | Kenneth Daubach High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s _ . .
75 | Kim Peterson Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 311712019
76 | Lance Morrow Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 31102019

Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects
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Considered in

Date Dated

# Comment Letter Cite Comments / Concerns EIR or Planning Applicable EIR Section .
or Received
Documents
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
77 | Lance Morrow High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
2019 Wind Turbine Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Bioloaical Resources. Hazards
78 | Lance Morrow from Existing Turbines, Note: Open Space and Green Energy Concerns, Yes 109 ’ ’ 3/10/2019
o Noise, Energy
Wildlife Concerns
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
79 | Larry Johnson High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
80 | Laura Felton Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects ves Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/20/2019
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s — . .
81 | Laura McKernan Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3172019
82 | Laura McKernan 2019 W!nc_i Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/17/2019
from Existing Turbines
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
83 | Len Mauris High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
. , Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I , ,
84 | Leslie Mauris Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 2/28/2019
85 | Leslie Mauris Informal Email to Bronwyn Brown: Information Requests Yes Aesthetics, Public Services Utilities
o Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s L . .
86 | Leslie Wilson Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/78/2019
87 | Leslie Wilson 2019 W!nq Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/712019
from Existing Turbines
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
88 | Linda Shannon Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 8/20/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
89 | Linda Shannon Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 311712019
90 | Linda Shannon 2019 W!nc_j Turbme_ Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/14/2019
from Existing Turbines
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s N . _
9L | Lydia Adams Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/18/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s N . _
92| Mandy McClain Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 31712019
, Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s _ . .
93 | Marie Morgan Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/9/2019
94 | Marie Morgan 2019 Wind Turbine Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/10/2019

from Existing Turbines
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# Comment Letter Cite Comments / Concerns EIR or Planning Applicable EIR Section DELE Dgted
or Received
Documents
, Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . :
% | Mary Anne Oppenheimer Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/20/2019
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . :
% | Matthew K. Peter Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/118/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s _ . .
97| Melanie Ponhot Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 311712019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s _ . .
98 | Michael Strand Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 212812019
99 | Michele Strand ﬁgsiﬁlti;Shp: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush Yes 2/28/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
100 | Michelle Chapman Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects ves Biological Resources, Air Quality 311712019
, , Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I , ,
101 | Monica Albair Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3172019
. Informal Opposition Email to Bronwyn Brown: Intrinsic Value of Land, Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
102 | Murphy Smith Mountainous Views, Wildlife Concerns, Health Effects, Environmental Injustice Yes Hazards 3/18/2019
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s — . .
103 | Nancy Good Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 2/28/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
104 | Nancy Good High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
105 | Pamela Guy High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
106 | Pamela Guy 2019 W!nq Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/2/2019
from Existing Turbines
, Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
107 | Quentin Schwab Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects ves Biological Resources, Air Quality 8/20/2019
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
108 | Rett Lawrence Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 311712019
. . Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s N . _
109 | Richard Blaisdel Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/5/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s N . _
110 | Ricky Guy Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/7/2019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
111 | Ricky Guy High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
112 | Robbin Washer Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/6//2019

Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects
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Considered in

# Comment Letter Cite Comments / Concerns EIR or Planning Applicable EIR Section DELE Dgted
or Received
Documents

113 | Robert and Marie Morgan Infqrmal Opposition Ema[l to Bronwyn Brown: Scenic Landscape Concerns, Yes Aesthetics 31412019
Height Concerns, Proximity to Homes
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s . . .

114 | Robert Morgan Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/8/2019

115 | Robert Morgan 2019 W!nc_i Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/8/2019
from Existing Turhines
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,

116 | Roberto Maupin High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .

L17°] Ryan Peterson Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 311712019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,

118 | Scott Haselton High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s — . .

119 | Sharon Burton Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/20/2019
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .

120 | Sharon Burton Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/6//2019

121 | sharon Burton 2019 W!nq Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise 3/6/2019
from Existing Turbines
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,

122 | Sheryl Hayter High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s o . .

123 | Stanley Adams Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/18/2019
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s See in Sections Biological

124 | Steven Redman Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Resources, 2.2 of EIR 3/18/2019

, Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s See in Sections Biological

125 | Tamara D Morrison Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Resources, 2.2 of EIR 3/8/2019

126 | Tamara Morrison 2019 W!n(.j Turbme_ Nelghbor. Survgy: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards, Noise, Transportation 3/8/2019
from Existing Turbines, Note: Traffic Concerns
Informal Opposition Email to Bronwyn Brown: Wildfire Risks, Alternative

127 | Tammy Daubach Projects, Firefighter Trainings, Cell Phone Issues, Road Damage, Military Flight | Yes Biological Resources, Utilities 3/4/2019
Patterns, Wildlife Concerns
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,

128 | Tammy Daubach High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology

129 | Tammy Daubach Speaker Slip: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush Yes Hazards, Energy, Traffic, Biology | 212812019

Facilities
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# Comment Letter Cite Comments / Concerns EIR or Planning Applicable EIR Section DELE Dgted
or Received
Documents
Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . :
130 | Tammy Townsend Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 31712019
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
131 | Tammy Townsend High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
Petition to Oppose Terra-Gen’s 90 New 586 Ft Tall 4 MW Turbines and New Aesthetics, Biological Resources,
132 | Teresa DeGroot High-Voltage Line Planned for About 4,500 Acres of Campo Reservation Land | Yes Hazards, Noise, Geology, 2/28/2019
in Boulevard, CA. Hydrology
133 | Teresa DeGroot iggﬁgzgsm: Public Scoping Meeting for NOP of an EIR for Boulder Brush No N/A 2/28/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
134 | Teri Lederman Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 8/20/2019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s — . .
135 | Tracey Martino Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 31072019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s — . .
136 | Tracy Tisdale Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects Yes Biological Resources, Air Quality 3172019
. Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s I . .
137 | Valerie Morrow Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects ves Biological Resources, Air Quality 3/10/2019
138 | Valerie Morrow 2019 W!nq Turbmg Neighbor Survey: Addressing Health and Safety Issues Yes Hazards and Nosie 3/10/2019
from Existing Turbines
139 | Vicky Walker Informal Email to Bronwyn Brown: Information Requests No N/A 2/1/2019
140 | Watter Henders Formal Opposition Letter Formal Opposition Letter- Opposition to Terra-Gen’s Yes Biological Resources, Air Quali 3/16/2019
Proposed Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line, Campo Wind, and Torrey Wind Projects g ' y
141 | William Largo Public EIR Scoping Meeting — Comment Sheet Yes Aesthetics, Biological Resources 3/3/2019
142 | William Largo Boulder Brush Essay — Hazards and Health, Tribal Cultural Artifacts, Wildlife Yes Hazards and Health, Tribal 3/1/2019

Concerns

Cultural, Biological Resources
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BACKCOUNRY AGAINST DUMPS

PO BOX 1275, BOULEVARD, CA 91905

DATE: March 18, 2019

TO: Bronwyn Brown, PDS Project Manager via Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM: Donna Tisdale, Chair, President; 619-766-4170; tisdale.donna@gmail.com;

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE AND SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR CAMPO WIND PROJECT:
PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019E-ER-19-16-001: NOTICE OF PREPARATION & INITIAL STUDY

Our Board of Directors voted unanimously to authorize me to submit these comments in opposition to
Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie, Campo Wind, and related Torrey Wind. They are all one
big project.

We hereby fully incorporate the comments submitted 3-18-19 on behalf of the Boulevard Planning
Group, and the Volker Law Firm.

While electricity generation via wind turbines may have global benefits, these are accompanied by
substantial local externalities and environmental costs, primarily borne by rural communities like
Boulevard that are close to wind turbines.

Below is a chronology put together by a group based in Australia that follows this issue very closely:

“Three- decades of wind industry deception — a chronology of a global conspiracy of silence and

subterfuge”.!

The information below summarizes all the information they have gathered and posted online:
July 1, 1979

2MW MOD-1 Turbine installed?

To trial industrial-level wind energy generation in the US, the 5th operational wind turbine is installed
near Boone, North Carolina.

September 1, 1979
First complaints received from a dozen families within a 3km radius of turbine’

Much to everyone's surprise, complaints were made by some residents (see dots on image for location).
The annoyance was described as an intermittent "thumping" sound accompanied by vibrations. .. A
"feeling" or "presence" was described, felt rather than heard, accompanied by sensations of uneasiness

! https://stopthesethings.com/2015/02/22/three-decades-of-wind-industry-deception-a-chronology-of-a-global-
conspiracy-of-silence-and-subterfuge/

? https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/kelley-et-al-1985.pdf
® https://stopthesethings.com/2013/07/20/what-wind-swindlers-always-knew/
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and personal disturbance. .. The "sounds" were louder and more annoying inside the affected homes. ..
Some rattling of loose objects occurred. In one or two severe situations, structural vibrations were
sufficient to cause loose dust to fall from high ceilings, which created an additional nuisance.

October 1, 1979 —
January 1, 1981

Wind turbine operation creates enormous sound pressure waves’

Many calloborators, including NASA and SERI fully investigated acoustic, seismic and atmospheric
aspects using turbine operational information and data recordings in a series of field experiments (the
NASA research). This image from the field studies shows the sound pressure caused by rotating blades
passing the tower.

March 1, 1981

Pressure waves from wind turbines react with structure of houses’

(Figure 7.2; Kelley et al., 1985)NASA's first inside-home testing of turbine noise show sound pressure
waves interacting with structures in affected houses. The dynamic (acoustic) pressure field within a
residential room is controlled by (1) changes in the shape of the room caused by a diaphragm action
from internal and external pressure changes (loadings); (2) higher mode resonances in the walls and
floors; (3) cavity oscillations (Helmholtz-type resonances) from an air volume moving in and out of the
room through an opening such as a door or window; and (4) the resonant modes of the air volume itself.
The ranges of these various resonances are plotted and the factors controlling structural mode damping
are added (Figure 7-2).

Householders are exposed to Low Frequency Noise (LFN) from wind turbines while indoors®

Stephens D.G., Shepherd, K.P., Hubbard H.H. and Grosveld, F.W. (1982) Guide to the evaluation of
human exposure to noise from large wind turbines. NASA Technical Memorandum 83288NASA's Guide
to the evaluation of human exposure to noise from large turbines - 'Receiver exposure' includes noise
evaluation inside homes.

March 2, 1982
Closed windows and doors do not protect occupants from LFN’

(Fig C-10; Stephens et al., 1982Further NASA research showed that even with windows shut, houses do
not stop LFN sound energy. Measured levels inside the home are significantly higher than predicted
within the LFN range. The house acts like a drum for LFN.

* https://stopthesethings.com/2013/07/20/what-wind-swindlers-always-knew/

> http://stopthesethings.com/2013/07/20/what-wind-swindlers-always-knew/

6 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/01/nasa-guide-to-evaluating-turbine-noise-hubbard-et-al-1982.pdf
’ https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/01/nasa-guide-to-evaluating-turbine-noise-hubbard-et-al-1982.pdf
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March 3, 1982

Turbine redesign from downwind to upwind does not fix LFN problem®

(Fig A1, A2 and A3; Stephens et al., 1982)The position of the turbine was thought to contribute to the
problem. The MOD-1 wind turbine was a downwind turbine. The acoustics of upwind turbines were
investigated. A change in configuration of the turbine did change the noise profile, however, as the
blades still must pass a tower, LFN sound pressure emissions remain high.

NASA research on human impacts provided to wind industry’

Hubbard, H. H. (1982) Noise induced House Vibrations and Human Perception. Noise Control
Engineering Journal Sept-Oct 19(2),49-55.Wind industry is provided with research through this summary
article in the Noise Control Engineering Journal. It describes noise-induced house responses, including
frequencies, mode shapes, acceleration levels and outside-to-inside noise reductions. The role of house
vibrations in reactions to environmental noise is defined and some human perception criteria are
reviewed.

November 1, 1984

Noise inside homes worse than outside™®

Hubbard, H.H., & Shepherd, K.P. (1984) Response measurements for two building structures excited by
noise from a large horizontal axis wind turbine generator. NASA Contractor Report 172482.More NASA
research shows that house structure excitation from wind turbine operation is similar to the sonic boom
created by jet aircraft pssing overhead. Interior noise can be greater than outside noise. Many people
complain that wind turbines sound like a jet that never lands - this is why. There is an overlap between
the peak acceleration level (vibration measure) and peak sound pressure levels within two structures
that had been excited by commercial jets, helicopters and wind turbines.

January 3, 1985

Hypothesis for infrasound-induced motion sickness™

Nussbaum, D.S. & Reinis, S. (1985) Some individual differences in human response to infrasound. UTAIS
Report N. 282It was known that not every one responded to infrasound in the same way and studies
were commenced to determine the possible 'transducers' for infrasound in the human body and explore
how they might differ between individuals. People who suffer from infrasound were found to be
measurably different to people who did not. The resulting hypothesis proposes the differences are
related to anatomical differences (diameter of inner ear), neural responsiveness as well as processing of
information in the brain (central nervous system). Clear parallels to motion sickness was made.

8 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/01/nasa-guide-to-evaluating-turbine-noise-hubbard-et-al-1982.pdf
? https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/hubbard-1982-noise-induced-house-vibrations-airports.pdf

10 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/01/hubbard-and-shepherd-1985.pdf

1 http://docs.wind-watch.org/Infrasound-1985-Nussbaum-Reinis.pdf
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February 1, 1985

Major research on community annoyance from wind turbine released’

(Kelley et al, 1985)Extensive NASA research established the origin and possible amelioration of acoustic
disturbances associated with the operation of the MOD-1 wind turbine. Results show that the source of
this acoustic annoyance was the transient, unsteady aerodynamic lift imparted to the turbine blades as
they passed through the lee wakes of the large, cylindrical tower supports. Nearby residents were
annoyed by the LFN impulses propagated into the structures of the homes in which the complainants
lived. The situation was aggravated further by a complex sound propagation process controlled by
terrain and atmospheric focusing.

November 1, 1987

Laboratory simulation of wind turbine annoyance conducted”

(Figure 5) Kelley, N.D. (1987) A Proposed metric for assessing the potential of community annoyance
from wind turbine low-frequency emissions. Windpower '87 Conference and Exhibition, October 5-8,
1987. San Francisco, CaliforniaKelley continued researching the annoyance from wind turbines in a
'laboratory situation'. A testing facility was constructed and furnished with a control room, listening
room and speaker room. Subjects were exposed to LFN emission profiles similar to that detected in the
MOD-1 turbine and asked to rate their annoyance.

November 2, 1987
Wind turbine annoyance measured"

(Table 2; Kelley, 1987Participants rated their perceptions in various LFN environments using this scale,
recording noise, annoyance, vibration and pulsations.

November 3, 1987
Lab studies confirm dB(A) worst noise measure for predicting annoyance®

(Table 3; Kelley, 1987)0f all the noise filters tested, dB(A) was shown to be the worst of all at predicting
annoyance from LFN

November 4, 1987

Wind industry told that dB(A) unsuitable to measure LFN emissions from wind turbines®

(Kelley,1987)Wind industry informed of how to predict annoyance from LFN emissions from wind
turbines at Windpower '87 Conference. Kelley explains how to measure LFN emissions that annoy

2 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2013/07/kelley-et-al-1985.pdf
Bhttp://cdn.knightlab.com/libs/timeline/latest/embed/index.html?source=0Ak2bgr7COnhPdGR3S 1IEekU3T3p4ZD
hUNDdRV2Y2ZkE&font=Bevan-PotanoSans&maptype=toner&lang=en&height=650

1 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/kelley-1987-wind-farm-low-frequency-noise-problem-identified.pdf
> https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/kelley-1987-wind-farm-low-frequency-noise-problem-

identified.pdf

16
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neighbours of wind farms. LFN can be intensified inside homes. The dB(A) filter cuts out all the LFN and
is therfore unsuitable. G-weighted scales were better correlated with noise, annoyance, vibration and
pulsations.

January 2, 1988

End of NASA research

This was essentially the end of almost a decade of NASA research into the unexpected annoyance of
wind turbine operation on neighbours. It revealed the fundamental flaw - the turbines blades passing
the tower, which generates huge pressure waves - LFN emissions. Depending on topography, weather
and the location of houses and turbines, some LFN emissions were focussed and reacted with homes.
The sensation from LFN emission generated many complaints. The levels were higher inside the homes
than outside. LFN can not be detected when dB(A) filtes are applied. Susceptible people experience a
range of symptoms including motion-sickness-like symptoms

January 1, 1995

Wind developers regroup and respond to NASA research, creating the Noise Working Group®’

page i) ETSU-R-97 (1996) The Assessment and rating of noise from wind farms. Report from the working
group on noise from wind farms. September 1996. MM dor the Department of Trade and IndustrySeven
years have passed. In an attempt kick start the wind industry again, a group of mostly wind farm
developers, calling themselves the Noise Working Group was establlished in the UK by the Department
of Trade and Industry and through the Energy Technology Support Unit (ETSU - now called Future
Energy Solutions). They met and created a set of procedures for measuring wind farm noise. Their aim
was to promote the development of the wind industry, without the burden of dealing with community
annoyance.

September 1, 1996

Noise Working Group produce ETSU-R-97 guidelines for assessing wind turbine noise™®

ETSU-R-97 (1996)Noise standard document produced by the Noise Working Group makes it plain that its
purpose is to create guidelines that will promote the development of the wind industry by not placing
"unreasonable restrictions on wind farm development or adding unduly to the costs and administrative
burdens on wind farm developers or local authorities."

ETSU deliberately excludes testing inside homes™

(3.11-3.12, Bowdler, 2005)Without any supportive evidence, a 10 dB(A) buffer is assumed to occur
inside homes compared to outside. No need to take measurements inside just deduct this 10 dB(A) from
outside noise level readings and say that this is equivalent to the inside noise level.

v http://www.hayesmckenzie.co.uk/downloads/ETSU%20F ull%20copy%20%28Searchable%29.pdf
18 http://www.hayesmckenzie.co.uk/downloads/ETSU%20F ull%20copy%20%28Searchable%29.pdf
19 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/2005-july-bowdler-etsu-r-97 -why -it -is _-wrong.pdf
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ETSU sets night time noise limit higher than day time limit*°

(1.2, 4.1-4.2, Bowdler, 2005ETSU sets night time noise limit high of 43dB(A), while day time limit is 37-42
dB(A). Critics write "The conclusions of ETSU-R-97 are so badly argued as to be laughable in parts (the
daytime standard is based on the principle that it does not matter if people cannot get to sleep on their
patio so long as they can get to sleep in their bedrooms). It is the only standard where the permissible
night time level is higher than the permissible day time level."

September 6, 1996

ETSU avoids measuring LFN from wind turbines™

(Cox, Unwin & Sherman, 2012, p53The sampling and filtering protocols in ETSU remove the dominant
LFN component of the noise emissions from wind turbines

September 7, 1996

ETSU does not measure aerodynamic modulation®

Wind turbines emit highly intrusive LFN thumping noises (excess amplitude modulation) that are
essentially filtered out and ignored by the measurement protocols recommended in the ETSU, thereby
failing to protect residents from this annoyance. The noise is comparable to that of helicopters. Because
of its LFN nature, the annoyance can be experienced at significant distances from turbines.

ETSU silent on wind shear and LFN propagation®

Bowdler, D. (2005). ETSU-R-97: Why it is wrong. New acoustics, Dunbartonshire, ScotlandWind shear
occurs when wind speed at upper levels is higher than at lower elevations, which is common at night.
This means there is more noise emitted and less masking of the noise at homes. Instead, the ETSU
assumes as wind turbine noise increases, there will be a proportional increase in background noise due
to increased wind speed.

Wind Shear & Amplitude Modulation

150m —

Always lots
of wind

20 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/2005-july-bowdler-etsu-r-97 -why -it -is -wrong.pdf
2 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/2012-cox-unwin-sherman-where-etsu-silent.pdf

22 https://stopthesethings. files.wordpress.com/2015/02/2010-hansen-re ort-hallett wind farm_assessment hansen_version-6.pdf

2 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/2005-july-bowdler-etsu-r-97 -why -it -is _-wrong.pdf
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October 1, 1996

ETSU falsely elevates background noise readings to hide noise produced by wind turbines®

Cox, R., Unwin, D. and Sherman, T. (2012) Wind turbine noise impact assessment - Where ETSU is
silentUnder ETSU, background noise levels set the benchmark for turbine noise criteria. ETSU artificially
elevated background levels by using techniques such as poor microphone shielding, limiting monitoring
locations, sample size, sample time of day, sample duration, survey period, sample processing.

March 1, 2003

Australian 1st wind farm noise guidelines follow ETSU®

EPA (2003) Environmental noise guidelines: Wind farms. EPA, Adelaide, South AustraliaSouth Australian
EPA release Environmental Noise Guidlines: Wind Farms. The allowable noise limit is set at 35 dB(A).
Section 2.2 specifies that the noise criteria for a new wind farm development should not exceed 35
dB(A). The guidelines follow ETSU: use of dB(A) as the exclusive noise measure; deliberating excluding
LFN and testing inside homes. In relation to LFN and infrsound it writes: "The EPA has consulted the
working group and completed an extensive literature search but is not aware of infrasound being
present at any modern wind farm site". The EPA had never carried out any field research to support that
assertion.

Wind industry knows noise models inadequate®

Sloth, E., Neilsen, N, Kristensen, E., & Sondergaarg, B. (2004) Problems related to the use of existing
noise measurement standards when predicting noise from wind turbines and wind farms. AUSWEA
conference, AusWind, Launceston, Tasmania, 28-30 July 2004At an Australian Wind industry conference,
AUSWEA, Eric Sloth from Vestas presented collaborative research findings (Vestas, Bonus, Delta - later
named as Siemens) that confessed that their noise prediction models were inadequate and further
research was required.

Australian wind industry increases turbine noise limit from 35 dB(A) to 40 dB(A)”’

Evidence put forward by a wind farm developer (AGL) in a wind farm planning case (Hallett) in South
AustraliaThis letter from the EPA confirms that the development manager from Wind Prospect was able
to convince the SA EPA to up the allowable turbine noise limit from 35 dB(A) to 40 dB(A).

24https://stopthesethinqs.fiIes.wordpress.com/ZO1 5/02/2012-cox-unwin-sherman-where-etsu-silent.pdf
> https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/sa-epa-quidelines-noise-from-windfarms-2003.pdf
26 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/sloth-auswea-2004conference.pdf

77 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/2007 -letter-confirming-wind-developers-worked-with-epa-to-increase-
35-to-40.pdf
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July 1, 2009
Sixty years of WHO research shows sleep deprivation, caused by noise, is a serious adverse health

effect®®

World Health Organization (2009) Night Noise Guidelines for Europe. WHO, Regional Office for Europe,
DenmarkThe WHO reviews the available evidence and concludes sleep deprivation can lead to
consquences for health and well-being. They write: "Sleep is a biological necessity and disturbed sleep is
associated with a number of adverse impacts on health.... (and) is viewed as a health problem in itself
(environmental insomnia), (as) it also leads to further consequences for health and well-being"

July 1, 2009

New version of EPA guidelines - limit up to 40 dB(A)”

EPA (2009) Wind farms environmental noise guidelines. EPA, Adelaide, South AustraliaNew version of SA
EPA Environmental Noise Guidlines: Wind Farms. For no other reason than wind industry lobbying, the
allowable noise limit is increased from 35 dB(A) to 40 dB(A). The guidelines continue to follow ETSU: use
of dB(A) as the exclusive noise measure; deliberating excluding LFN and testing inside homes. In relation
to LFN and infrsound it continues to assert: "The EPA has consulted the working group and completed
an extensive literature search but is not aware of infrasound being present at any modern wind farm
site". The EPA had never carried out any field research to support that assertion.

July 3, 2009

Wind turbine syndrome described*°

Dr. Nina Pierpont explains how turbine infrasound and LFN create the range of symptoms associated
with Wind Turbine Syndrome. Case histories provided as supporting data.

January 1, 2011

Infrasound also generated by movement of the turbine tower**

Styles, P., Westwood, R. F., Toon, S. M., Buckingham, M. P., Marmo, B., & Carruthers, B. (2011).
Monitoring and mitigation of LFN from wind turbines to protect comprehensive test ban seismic
monitoring stations. 4th Annual Meeting on Wind turbine noice, Rome, Italy 12-14 April 2011.In a study
to investigate and mitigate LFN and infrasound from wind turbines that interfere with seimic monitoring
to detect nuclear detonations, it was shown that the wind turbine tower itself moves and this is another
source of infrasound

June 29, 2011

Vestas knew that low frequency noise from larger turbines needed greater setbacks*

% http://www.euro.who.int/ _data/assets/pdf file/0017/43316/E92845.pdf

2 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/06/47788 windfarms.pdf

30Pierpont, N. (2009). Wind turbine syndrome: A report on a natural experiment. Santa Fe, NM, USA: K-Selected
Books

3 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/wtn2011_styles final.pdf
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Letter from Ditlev Engel, (CEO Vestas) to Danish Minister of the Environment, Karen Ellemann, Dated 29
June 2011This is a letter from the CEO of Vestas, lobbying the Danish government not to bring in
significant noise regulations, admitting that low frequency noise from larger turbines will increase
setback distances needed for neighbours.

Draft NSW guidelines for wind farms released for discussion®>

Draft for consultation - NSW Planning Guidelines Wind farms: A resource for the community, applicants
and consent authorities. New South Wales Department of Planning and Infrastructure. December
2011New guidelines for wind farm operation are drafted. Some LFN testing proposed and C-weighting
used. Lower noise limits (drop from 40 to 35 dB(A) are proposed. 2km setback. No in home testing
performed.

March 1, 2012

Vestas attempt to avoid LFN measurement™

Letter from Ken McAlpine (Director, Policy and Government Relations, Vestas Australian Wind
Technology PTY LTD) to NSW Department of Planning Systems and Reform Re: Draft NSW Planning
Guidelines: Wind Farms dated 14 March 2012Wind turbine manufacturer Vestas implores NSW
government to remove any reference to LFN and exclude any testing; also ask for noise limits to stay at
40 dB(A).

August 1, 2013

Wind developers refuse to cooperate with noise impact studies™

Schomer, P., Erdreich J., Boyle, J., & Pamidighantam, P. (2013). A proposed theory to explain some
adverse physiological effects of the infrasonic emissions at some wind farm sites. 5th International
Conference on Wind Turbine Noise. Denver, Colorado. 28-30 August 2013Paul Schomer, George Hessler
and Rob Rand investigates the Shirley Wisconsin wind farm acoustic annoyance and concludes "Most
residents do not hear the wind-turbine sound; noise annoyance is not an issue. The issue is physiological
responses that result from the very low-frequency infrasound and which appears to be triggering
motion sickness in those who are susceptible to it." Schomer laments the difficulty of studying wind
turbine annoyance when devlopers refuse to cooperate by allowing on-off testing.

September 1, 2014

Cones of wind turbine infrasound hypothesis and motion sickness®

32 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/engel-ditlev-vestas-letter-to-danish-environment-minister-in-

english.pdf
33 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/2011-nsw_wind farm_guidelines web dec2011.pdf

3 https://stopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/02/2012-march-vestas.pdf
» http://stopthesethings.com/2013/09/28/sick-again-motion-sickness-sufferers-cop-it-worst-from-giant-fans/

36 https://vimeo.com/103602357
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Kevin Allan Dooley website http://www.kevindooleyinc.com/Kevin Dooley proposes that 'cones' of
infrasound exposure from wind turbines is related to motion sickness symptomes.

Ontario Council enacts new by-law including infrasound from wind farms®’

Corporation of the town of Plympton-Wyoming, By-law Number 62 of 2014 Being a by-law to provide
for the regulation of wind turbine noise within the town of Plympton-Wyoming. Read a first and second
24th September 2014Under the bylaw, if a resident complains about infrasound, the municipality would
hire an engineer qualified to take the measurements before laying a charge. If a company is found guilty
— can range from $500 to $10,000 per offence and could exceed $100,000 if the offense continues. The
municipality recoups the cost of the specialized testing under the bylaw

12:00 AM
October 1, 2014

US Wind farm declared 'Hazard to Human Health"®

The Brown County Board of Health declared the Shirley-Wisconsin wind farm a “ ... Human Health
Hazard for all people (residents, workers, visitors, and sensitive passersby) who are exposed to
Infrasound/Low Frequency Noise and other emissions potentially harmful to human health.”

Cause and effect relationship established - Turbine LFN and human sensation of annoyance in homes™
Cooper, S. (2014). The results of an acoustic testing program Cape Bridgewater wind farm
44.5100R7:MSC. The Acoustic Group. Prepared for Energy Pacific (Vic) Pty Ltd.Comissioned by Pacific
Hydro, and performed by Steven Cooper at Cape Bridgewater with 6 individuals who kept diaries of the
sensations they were experiencing. Parallel in-home testing of turbine noise revealed wind turbine
signature and its presense corellated with annoyance as recorded in participant diaries. A cause and
effect relationship is undeniable.

November 1, 2014

Infrasonic wind turbine signature in homes™®

Hansen, K., Zajamsek, B., & Hansen, C. (2014). Noise Monitoring in the Vicinity of the Waterloo Wind
Farm. University of Adelaide.Private noise testing still was happening inside peoples homes because
they were suffering. However this was happening without the co-operation of the wind turbine
operators. They refuse to provide on-off testing to demonstrate that the turbines are causing the
infrasonic pulses inside their homes or provide hub-height wind speed data to determine wind shear.
One such study was underway at Waterloo South Australia when a cable fault allowed de facto on-off

* https://stopthesethings.com/2014/10/13/world-first-ontario-council-includes-infrasound-in-wind-farm-noise-
law/

38 http://stopthesethings.com/2014/10/16/board-of-health-declares-wisconsin-wind-farm-a-human-health-hazard/

» http://stopthesethings.com/2015/01/23/steven-coopers-cape-bridgewater-wind-farm-study-the-beginning-of-the-end-for-
the-wind-industry/

40 hitps:/istopthesethings.files.wordpress.com/2015/01/hansen-waterloo-on-off-testing.pdf
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testing to be conducted. They demonstrate that the 'wind turbine signature' of the pulses created by the
blades passing the tower is only evident when turbines are operational.

December 1, 2014

Evidence mounts that wind turbines impact on health*

21 peer reviewed papers on the adverse health effects of wind turbines

December 1, 2014

Sleep deprivation by wind turbine noise: a dose-response relationship identified*’

Danish Experts: Sleep Deprivation the Most Common Adverse Health Effect Caused by Wind

Turbine NoiseDanish study concludes that noise from wind turbines increases the risk of annoyance and
disturbed sleep in exposed subjects in a dose-dependent relationship. The higher the dose or exposure
to LFN and infrasound, the worse the disruption to sleep.

February 14, 2015

The story so far ..."”

We have now come full circle - just as was found 30 years ago - the dB(A) noise filter is totally irrelevant,
infrasound LFN is the cause of adverse heath effects and as this is not attenuated, but is often amplified
by structures, in-home testing must be used to protect neighbours. Find out more, as the story
continues to develop through the Waubra Foundation, a not-for-profit organisation that respresents the
communities that have been adversely impacted by wind turbines.

HHAH

There is much more to the story since February 2015, some of which is covered in these and other
comments. There is never enough time or funds to defend our communities...

4 http://stopthesethings.com/2014/12/17/21-peer-reviewed-articles-on-the-adverse-health-effects-of-wind-turbine-noise/

42 http://stopthesethings.com/2014/12/24/danish-experts-sleep-deprivation-the-most-common-adverse-health-effect-caused-
by-wind-turbine-noise/

3 http://waubrafoundation.org.au/
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BOULEVARD PLANNING GROUP

PO BOX 1272, BOULEVARD, CA 91905

DATE: March 18, 2019

TO: Bronwyn Brown, PDS Project Manager via Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM: Donna Tisdale, Chair, Boulevard Planning Group; as an individual: 619-766-4170;
tisdale.donna@gmail.com; PO Box 1275, Boulevard, CA 91905

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE AND SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR CAMPO WIND PROJECT:
PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019E-ER-19-16-001: NOTICE OF PREPARATION & INITIAL STUDY

At our regular meeting held on March 7, 2019, our Group voted (5-0-0 with 2 absent-excused) to
authorize the Chair to submit additional opposition comments on the NOP, following submittal of our
previous project comments on 2-12-19. We hereby incorporate by reference all our previous comments
submitted on this project, on Terra-Gen’s Campo Wind project, and Terra-Gen’s Torrey Wind / San Diego
Wind project.

Some of these comments may repetitive. The goal is to get our concerns and real world on-the-ground
experiences with industrial wind turbines across to decision makers. The impacts are very real with
turbine-generated low-frequency noise and infrasound professionally documented here out to 11 miles
or so from existing wind turbines in the 2-2.3 MW range. Proposed turbines are 4.2 MW.

Thank you for requiring a joint EIR/EIS. However, we repeat our position that all three Terra-Gen
projects must be considered and analyzed in one joint CEQA/NEPA EIR/EIS as the one large project it is.
They all use the same substation/switchyard facilities and a single 400 MW CAISO grid queue # 1429
listed as Mount Laguna Wind 2. Purposely piecemealing review of the whole of the project and all
connected, direct, indirect actions/impacts is forbidden under CEQA and NEPA; it is also unethical and
potentially negligent.

We are formally requesting that the County provide aerial photo maps of these projects showing the
project components and all the homes and other occupied structures within at least a 3-5 mile radius,
including those on private land and tribal land. The County previously honored a similar request for Enel
Green Power’s now terminated Jewel Valley Wind project proposed for Jewel Valley and McCain Valley
that included the current Torrey Wind project site.

PDS LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE UPDATE

e In a PDS email alert sent on March 15, the following statement was made (emphasis added):
“PDS is undertaking a comprehensive update of the LDC Update, which includes the County’s
Zoning Ordinance. The purpose of the LDC Update is to help implement the General Plan and
Community Plans, and to advance the County’s vision to be Healthy, Safe and Thriving.”

e Boulevard and surrounding predominantly low-income rural communities ALSO deserve to
benefit from the same vision to be Healthy, Safe, and Thriving.
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e The growing web of Industrial wind, solar and related utility infrastructure represents just the
opposite for our disproportionately impacted and overburdened communities.

e County agencies and decision makers should be protecting our residents instead of repeatedly
throwing us under the renewable energy bus as collateral damage.

WIND ORDINANCE NOISE WAIVER & WAIVER OPTIONS MUST BE WITHDRAWN:

e Boulevard is an unwilling host community!

e Tule Wind’s 57-2.3 MW turbines have been in operation since late 2017.

e PDS and a majority of the Board of Supervisors inexplicably, and in our opinion, negligently gave
them a waiver of the C-weighted restrictions in the updated Wind Energy Ordinance.

o Neighbors are now significantly impacted by those 2.3 MW turbines, with no real response to
complaints from Tule Wind, BLM, PDS, or elected officials.

e Currently, 24 of Torrey Wind’s proposed 30 - 4.2 MW turbines are located in the Noise Waiver
Area approved as part of the Wind Ordinance! This simply adds insult to injury for impacted
residents.

e Why repeat this huge error in judgment and violation of the Public Trust that has been placed in
our government entities and decision makers?

e This undue burden must be lifted from our tax-paying residents. They are suffering through no
fault of their own.

THE COUNTY MUST USE SOME OF TULE WIND’S REPORTED $3.5 MILLION/YEAR IN TAX PAYMENTS TO
FUND INDEPENDENT NOISE AND ELECTROMAGNETIC INTERFERENCE MONITORING AND MITIGATION
AT IMPACTED HOMES:

e Why did the County negligently authorize a noise waiver for Tule Wind? We warned what would
happen.

e  Where is the post-construction noise monitoring and enforcement?

e |berdrola was very much aware of the falsity of their claims that there would be no noise issues
with their Tule Wind turbines.

e Prior to approval, Iberdrola and their same noise specialist were already being sued by 60
neighbors of their Hardscrabble Wind project in New York State'. The impacts described in that
lawsuit are eerily similar to what residents are dealing with locally and at other turbine-
impacted communities.

e |tis our understanding that at least some of the 60 Hardscrabble Wind neighbors have been
bought out through confidential settlement agreements with Iberdrola/Avangrid.

2019 PUPLIC HEALTH POSITION STATEMENT ON HUMAN HEALTH EFFECTS OF WIND TURBINES

e Despite our misplaced optimism that our County would actually want to protect public health,
the 2019 HHSA statement is just as inadequate and biased towards industry as the 2012
statement. It ignores the real world suffering that has already been and continues to be inflicted
and updated research that does not fit the pro-wind industry’s political agenda.

! https://www.scribd.com/doc/114674283/Hardscrabble-Wind-lawsuit
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e This statement is out-dated and relies mostly on government or industry funded information
while ignoring relevant facts and peer-reviewed research that supports impacted residents.

e To date, the vast majority of government funded /industry information is produced without
doing actual on-site field studies at turbine-impacted homes.

e March 2019: One example on government funding that promotes wind energy with no funds for
protecting public health and safety —just making it faster and less expensive for industry
(emphasis added): The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) has announced $6.2 million in funding

for nine wind energy research projects®. The projects are focused on reducing environmental

compliance costs and environmental impacts of onshore and offshore wind. Funded by the DOE’s

Office of Enerqy Efficiency and Renewable Energy’s Wind Energy Technologies Office, the early-

stage research projects will develop technology solutions to environmental siting and

operational challenges to reduce wind project permitting time and costs, increase the certainty

of project development outcomes, and provide more deployment options at reduced costs.

e Qverall, these actions appear to be an intentional effort to discredit impacted communities and
to benefit the wind industry in support of an unsustainable political agenda.

e The 2019 statement fails to address more recent decisions from courts, boards of health, and
other entities in the US and Australia that do find turbines to be nuisance that effects the health
and well-being or residents.

e We expect better from our Public Health Officer and Director of Planning and Development
Services who are supposed to be protecting the health and well being of all County residents,
even those who are unlucky enough to live in a beautiful rural area targeted for industrial
conversion as a renewable energy hub.

e PDS’s 2019 online Community Planning and Sponsor Group Training document at page 140°
states that the 2011 General Plan “...provides the foundation for decisions that will....Protect
the public from noise, natural, and manmade hazards”.

e The PDS website includes the following statement under the About Us header’: “Department
programs such as building plan review, building inspection, and code compliance help
maintain public health and safety.

e The HHSA website includes the following statement: “Public Health Services is dedicated to
community wellness and health protection in San Diego County. Public Health Services works
to prevent epidemics and the spread of disease, protect against environmental hazards...””

e Nowhere does it say that the County’s pronounced protections, above, DO NOT APPLY TO WIND
TURBINE-IMPACTED NEIGHBORS AND COMMUNITIES.

e PDS failed to timely honor our valid requests for the HHSA contact and that the updated public
health position statement be included as part of the EIR/EIS review process for Campo Wind and
Torrey Wind, and that a draft version be provided for comment prior to release.

e Who authored and approved this public health position statement? Was it PDS or HHSA?

e No one signed it. What are the author’s credentials? Who approved it?

2 https://nawindpower.com/doe-funds-environmentally-focused-wind-research-
projects?utm_medium=email&utm_source=LNH+03-15-2019&utm_campaign=NAW+Latest+News+Headlines
3Page 140
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/dam/sdc/pds/Groups/Chair_Resources/CPSGAnnualTraining2019.pdf
* https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/pds/AboutUs.html

> https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/hhsa/programs/phs.html
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e When a Public Records Act Request (PRA) was submitted to HHSA on this statement, Dr.
Wooten responded right away that they were in receipt and would respond accordingly.

e Then, Sharon Ippolito PDS PRA coordinator, reached out (email 3-7-19) saying that Dr. Wooten
had failed to include the original PRA request letter when she forwarded the email to PDS.

e  Why is PDS involved in a PRA request to HHSA?

e In another email (3-15-19), Ms. Ippolito attached a Notice of Extension of Time to Respond to
Public Records Act Request, extending response time by 14 days to March 29" That means the
requested documents will not be produced prior to the March 18 the comment deadline for
Boulder Brush/Campo Wind or the Statement’s March 22™ presentation to the Planning
Commission.

e We know that this biased and inaccurate statement will be used as a bludgeon against our

community by developer Terra-Gen, County entities, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Campo tribal

leadership and others in an effort to convince decision makers to approve Terra-Gen’s Boulder
Brush Gen-Tie and facilities, the 60-586’ tall 4.2MW Campo Wind and 30- 4.2 MW Torrey Wind
turbines. It is unconscionable.

o The statement summary’s second bullet point unprofessionally and inadequately states that
while noise from wind turbines is not casually related to adverse health effects ,wind turbines
may be a source of annoyance and that annoyance may cause stress that may be associated
with certain reported health effects.

e Noise impacts on health are well established. Turbine-generated noise emission are just more

complex and pulsing which makes it even worse for those who are impacted.
e The legal definition of annoyance:

Dissatisfaction, disturbance, grievance, hindrance, mischief, molestation, nuisance, provocation,
trouble, umbrages.
e From San Diego County’s Wind Ordinance’ revised DEIR’
o Excerpt-emphasis added: “Although the reaction to noise would vary, it is clear that

noise is a significant component of the environment, and excessively noisy conditions
can affect an individual’s health and well-being. The effects of noise are often only
transitory, but adverse effects can be cumulative with prolonged or repeated
exposure. The effects of noise on a community can be organized into six broad
categories: sleep disturbance, permanent hearing loss, human performance and
behavior, social interaction of communication, extra-auditory health effects, and
general annoyance.”
e From San Diego County’s CHAPTER 4. NOISE ABATEMENT AND CONTROL:® (emphasis added)

e SEC. 36.401. PURPOSE.

e  “Disturbing, excessive or offensive noise interferes with a person's right to enjoy life
and property and is detrimental to the public health and safety. Every person is
entitled to an environment free of annoying and harmful noise. The purpose of this

® Burton's Legal Thesaurus, 4E. Copyright © 2007 by William C. Burton. Used with permission of The Mc Graw-Hill
Companies, Inc.

’ Page 2.8.3 & 2.8.4: https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/pds/advance/POD10007DEIR.html
8 https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/dplu/docs/NO-401.pdf
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chapter is to regulate noise in the unincorporated area of the County to promote the
public health, comfort and convenience of the County's inhabitants and its visitors. “

o Noise abatement and control should apply to all ‘inhabitants’!

e The final bullet point of the 2019 HHSA’s statements Summary says, “The weight of evidence
suggests that, when sited properly, wind turbines are not related to adverse health effects.”

o WHAT IS PROPER SITING? HOW CAN THAT STATEMENT BE DEEMED VALID WHEN NO SITING
RESTRICTIONS OR EVIDENCE THAT THEY ARE SAFE ARE EVEN MENTIONED OR CITED??

o WHAT ARE THEY BASED ON? SELF-SERVING CONFLICTED INDUSTRY RECOMMENDATIONS OR
REAL WORLD IMPACTS AND SETBACKS?

o We already have people impacted by turbines within at least a 5 mile or so radius. One property
owner 3 miles from turbines has lost two tenants due to turbine noise and vibrations.

e Based on our community’s first-hand experience with wind turbine impacts since 2005, and
hearing directly from those impacted at Boulevard Planning Group meetings, we strongly object
to and denounce the 2019 statement as outdated, invalid, and negligent.

o  When actual field studies and/or hearings are conducted, the professionals involved have

repeatedly exposed the high levels of wind turbine generated noise / vibrations and related sleep

disruption and adverse health affects that generally discredit the government /industry positions

of ‘no impact’on those specific projects.

¢ Recent professional noise testing was conducted at 15 Boulevard area homes® by Richard

Carman Ph.D, P.E. (40 years experience)'® and Michael Amato (35 years experience) ** with

Wilson lhrig, Accoustics, Noise & Vibrations. They documented the presence of low-frequency

noise, infrasound, and amplitude modulation within 8 miles from Tule Wind and Kumeyaay
Wind based on current measurements. And Ocotillo Wind infrasound 11-12 miles away from
Boulevard and Jacumba Hot Springs homes at levels as high as 66dB. The report also includes
their 2013 report on measurements taken in 2012 prior to Tule Wind’s construction. Their
report is being submitted for the record by others.

e Falmouth Massachusetts’ two turbines are referenced in the statement:

e  What is not referenced in the 2019 HHSA statement is the Massachusetts Court of
Appeal Decision'? entered November 6, 2018, upholding an early judgment that The
judgment declared that two wind turbines operated by the town were a nuisance and
ordered that their operation cease and desist.

e (excerpt): (emphasis added) Dr. George Woodwell and The Green Center, Inc. (proposed
interveners) appeal from the denial of their motion to intervene in an action between the
town of Falmouth (town) and the Falmouth zoning board of appeals (board) in which
judgment had already entered. The town did not appeal from that judgment. The
proposed interveners sought to defend the interests of the town by intervening for the

° Results of Ambient Noise Measurements of the Existing Kumeyaay Wind and Tule Wind Facilities In the Area of
Boulevard of Boulevard and Jacumba Hot Springs Pertaining To The Proposed Torrey Wind and Campo Wind
Turbine Facilities: 15 March 2019; submitted by Richard Carman, Ph.D, P.E; Michael A. Amato

1% http://www.wilsonihrig.com/about-us/meet-our-team/richard-carman/

" http://www.wilsonihrig.com/about-us/meet-our-team/michael-amato/

2 COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS APPEALS COURT 18-P-104 TOWN OF FALMOUTH vs. ZONING BOARD OF
APPEALS OF FALMOUTH & others.1 MEMORANDUM AND ORDER PURSUANT TO RULE 1:28: Full document posted
at: http://www.windaction.org/posts/49053-court-order-in-falmouth-appeal-denied#.XI2RrChKiUk
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purpose of filing a motion for relief from judgment to modify the remedy pursuant to
Mass. R. Civ. P. 60 (b), 365 Mass. 828 (1974). The judge denied the motion concluding
that the interveners could not likely establish standing, and that the motion was
untimely. We affirm.
= The underlying case: Superior Court Upholds ZBA's Order that the Town of
Falmouth Cease and Desist the Operation of Two Wind Turbines
*  The Decision*(emphasis added): The Court upheld the ZBA’s finding that the
turbines constituted a nuisance, and ordered the Town to cease operating the

turbines. The Court found, based on multiple studies that were presented as
evidence, that the noise created by the turbines exceeded the allowable ambient
noise levels under the Town Bylaw. The Court further found that the ZBA could
apply the Town Bylaw regarding noise as adopted in 2013, even though the
turbines were already operating at the time the Bylaw was adopted. Moreover,
the Court held that the turbines constituted a nuisance regardless of whether
they violated the noise Bylaw. The Court held that the noise generated by the
turbines negatively affected the health and well-being of the Funfars, by, among

other things, causing Mr. Funfar stress, anxiety, insomnia, and nausea. The

Court also noted that other residents had registered similar complaints, lending

further support to its order to shut down the turbines.

o Turbine bombshell: A new investigation into Bald Hills Wind Farm noise complaints has found
that neighbours’ health concerns are legitimate; posted 9-11-18 by South Gipplsand Sentinel-
Times “(Australia)

e Noise ‘detrimental and unreasonable’

e THE investigation commissioned by the South Gippsland Shire Council, at a cost of
$33,600, into Noise Complaint Notifications by residents living near the Bald Hills Wind
Farm is complete. And two and a half years after they first made their grievances
known, the report has found their complaints were fully justified.

Described by the shire as “a highly experienced independent public health consultant”, at

his appointment in February this year, James C. Smith and Associates has found that

“there is a nuisance caused by wind farm noise, in that, the noise is audible frequently

within individual residences and this noise is adversely impacting on the personal

comfort and wellbeing of individuals”.
e Dec4, 2017: Australia’s Administrative Appeals Tribunal (ATT) - Waubra Foundation vs ACNC:
o Summary of the Effect of the Medical and Scientific Evidence (starting at paragraph

467 of the judgment, here are the key factual findings and conclusions on noise and
health® (emphasis added):

=  SUMMARY OF THE EFFECT OF THE MEDICAL AND SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE

o Onour analysis, a number of propositions emerge from the medical and

scientific evidence. Some of those propositions had unanimous support by the
relevant experts, and others had the support of most.

3 https://www.lexology.com/library/detail.aspx?g=c7a2e6c7-18ce-469f-987c-00cc2844995d
14 https://sgst.com.au/2018/09/turbine-bombshell/
'3 https://waubrafoundation.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/Decision-4-Dec-17.pdf
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o The propositions which we understand have unanimous support from the
relevant experts or are not contested include the following:

o Wind turbines emit sound, some of which is audible, and some of which is
inaudible (infrasound);

o There are numerous recorded instances of WTN exceeding 40 dB(A) (which is a
recognized threshold for annoyance/sleep disturbance);

o There are also recorded instances of substantial increases in sound at particular
frequencies when particular wind farms are operating compared with those at
times when they are shut down. [Measurements undertaken at the Waterloo
wind farm showed that “noise in the 50 Hz third-octave band was found to
increase by as much as 30 dB when the wind farm was operational compared to
when it was shut down” — Exhibit A51, p 2.]

o Ifitis present at high enough levels, low frequency sound and even infrasound
may be audible;

WTN is complex, highly variable and has unique characteristics;

The amount and type of sound emitted by a wind farm at a given time and in a
given location is influenced by many variables including topography,
temperature, wind speed, the type of wind turbines, the extent to which they are
maintained, the number of turbines, and their mode of operation;

Wind farms potentially operate 24 hours a day, seven days a week;

There are numerous examples of WTN giving rise to complaints of annoyance
from nearby residents, both in Australia and overseas.

e The propositions which are supported by the
preponderance of relevant expert opinion, and which we
accept on that basis, include the following:

o Asignificant proportion of the sound emitted by wind turbines is in the lower
frequency range, i.e. below 20 Hz;

o The dB(A) weighting system is not designed to measure that sound, and is not an
appropriate way of measuring it. It is even acknowledged in the International
Standard, ISO 1996-1 that the A-weighting system alone is “not sufficient to
assess sounds characterized by tonality, impulsiveness or strong low-frequency
content” — Exhibit A29, T43/8; Section 6.1; “Acoustics — Description,
measurement and assessment of environmental noise — Part 1: Basic quantities
and assessment procedures”, International Standard 1SO (1996-1).

o The most accurate way of determining the level and type of sound present at a
particular location is to measure the sound at that location;

o The best way of accurately measuring WTN at a particular location is through
‘raw’ unweighted measurements which are not averaged across time and are
then subjected to detailed “narrow-band” analysis;

o When itis present, due to its particular characteristics, low frequency noise and
infrasound can be greater indoors than outdoors at the same location, and can
cause a building to vibrate, resulting in resonance;
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o Humans are more sensitive to low frequency sound, and it can therefore cause
greater annoyance than higher frequency sound;

o Even ifitis not audible, low frequency noise and infrasound may have other
effects on the human body, which are not mediated by hearing but also not fully
understood. Those effects may include motion-sickness-like symptoms, vertigo,
and tinnitus-like symptoms. However, the material before us does not include
any study which has explored a possible connection between such symptoms
and wind turbine emissions in a particular population.

e We consider that the evidence justifies the following
conclusions:

o The proposition that sound emissions from wind farms directly cause any
adverse health effects which could be regarded as a “disease” for the purposes
of the ACNC Act is not established;

o Nor, on the current evidence, is there any plausible basis for concluding that
wind farm emissions may directly cause any disease;

o However, noise annoyance is a plausible pathway to disease. We note the World
Health Organization has stated: “There is sufficient evidence from large-scale
epidemiological studies linking the population’s exposure to environmental noise
with adverse health effects. Therefore, environmental noise should be
considered not only as a cause of nuisance but also a concern for public health
and environmental health”— Exhibit A4, T287/5709, citing “WHO. Burden of
disease from environmental noise.” World Health Organization; 2011 [viewed
April 2013]; Available from: http://www.euro.who.int/en/what-we-
publish/abstracts/burden-of-disease-from-environmental-noise.-quantification-

of-healthy-life-years-lost-in-europe as referenced by Professor G Wittert in
Exhibit 56 NHMRC Draft Information Paper: Evidence on Wind Farms and
Human Health, “Expert Review: Comments in full”, National Health and Medical
Research Council, February 2015, Appendix 8; and Exhibit 4, T299/6308,
Reference No. 40, WHO “Burden of disease from environmental noise”. Bonn:

World Health Organization European Centre for Environment and Health, 2011.
Available
from: http://www.euro.who.int/ _data/assets/pdf file/0008/136466/394888.p
df

o There is an established association between WTN annoyance and adverse health
effects (eg. this was established by the Health Canada study);

o There is an established association between noise annoyance and some

diseases, including hypertension and cardiovascular disease, possibly mediated
in part by disturbed sleep and/or psychological stress/distress. This is also
supported by much of the documentary material before us, including a Victorian
Department of Health publication entitled “Wind farms, sound and health”,
Technical Information, at 7. How can noise affect our health? — Exhibit A4,
T297/6232362.

o There are as yet no comprehensive studies which have combined objective
health measurements with actual sound measurements in order to determine
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for a given population the relationships between the sound emissions of wind
turbines, annoyance, and adverse health outcomes. Indeed there is as yet no
study which has given rise to a soundly based understanding of the degree to
which particular types or levels of wind turbine emissions give rise to annoyance,
or what levels or types of emissions are associated with what level of annoyance
in the population. Because it relied on calculated rather than actual sound
measurements, and was limited to the A and C-weighted systems, the Health
Canada study did not do this. # # #

e Neighbors of San Diego Regional Airport get a night time curfew for flights between 11:30 pm
and 6 am so they can sleep. They can also apply for other mitigation such as dual pane
windows and other home improvements through the federally funded Quieter Home
Program™.

o Neighbors of freeways get sound walls to help reduce the impact.

o Neighbors of wind turbines, where noise and vibrations trespass into their homes and

properties, creating a nuisance and adverse health impacts, say the turbines sound like jets

that never land.

e Neighbors also say they feel like they live in an airport runway with the rows of flashing red
lights on top of turbines that sound of jets flying over.

e Turbine neighbors get nothing other than denial of the impacts they are suffering, allegations
that they would be OK with those impacts if they were paid for them, and other inconsiderate
and rude rejections and allegations.

e This reaction from decision makers and those who get paid to reportedly protect the public
health and safety is unjust and unfair.

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE APPLIES IN THE BOULEVARD / CAMPO —MANZANITA-LA POSTA
RESERVATION AREA. A MAJORITY OF OUR CLOVER FLAT ELEMENTARY STUDENTS RECEIVE FREE
MEALS:

=  CEQA, at its heart simply demands that a government agency fully contemplate and disclose the

foreseeable consequences of its actions and avoid unnecessary environmental risks

= (California Office of Attorney General Office Health In all Policies Task Force has the following
Goals created in 2010 by Executive Order S-04-10, the Health in All Policies Task Force' is
charged with identifying “priority programs, policies, and strategies to improve the health of
Californians while advancing the goals of improving air and water quality, protecting natural
resources and agricultural lands, increasing the availability of affordable housing, improving
infrastructure systems, promoting public health, planning sustainable communities, and meeting
the climate change goals.” The Attorney General sits on the Task Force, along with officers of 18
other California state agencies, departments, and offices.

= Their identified goals include the following:

o All California residents live in safe, healthy, and affordable housing.

'8 https://www.kpbs.org/news/2015/feb/26/free-windows-doors-installed-3000-homes-near-san-d/
v https://oag.ca.gov/environment/communities/policies
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NEPA:

o Cdlifornia’s decision makers are informed about the health consequences of various
policy options during the policy development process.

Environmental Justice & Healthy Communities®® "Environmental Justice" is defined in

California law as the fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and incomes with respect to
the development, adoption, implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws,
regulations, and policies. (Cal. Gov. Code, § 65040.12, subd. (e).)

The Council on Environmental Quality’s Guidance Under NEPA includes the following
(excerpts):

o Each Federal agency should analyze the environmental effects, including human health,
economic, and social effects of Federal actions, including effects on minority populations,
low-income populations, and Indian tribes, when such analysis is required by NEPA.” |
Mitigation measures identified as part of an environmental assessment (EA), a finding of
no significant impact (FONSI), an environmental impact statement (EIS), or a record of
decision (ROD), should, whenever feasible, address significant and adverse
environmental effects of proposed federal actions on minority populations, low-income
populations, and Indian tribes. ‘* | Each Federal agency must provide opportunities for
effective community participation in the NEPA process, including identifying potential
effects and mitigation measures in consultation with affected communities and
improving the accessibility of public meetings, crucial documents, and notices. I3 |
Review of NEPA compliance (such as EPA’s review under S 309 of the Clean Air Act) 9 Id.
at 7632 (Section 5-5). lo Id. at 7632 (Section 5-5) ‘| Memorandum from the President to
the Heads of Departments and Agencies. Comprehensive Presidential Documents No.
279. (Feb. 11, 1994). “* Id. 13 Id. must ensure that the lead agency preparing NEPA
analyses and documentation has appropriately analyzed environmental effects on
minority populations, low-income populations, or Indian tribes, including human health,
social, and economic effects.14™

PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS:

People and project effects on human health, social and economics, are part of the environment
and must be analyzed, including potentially significant effects on health and safety, quality of
life, use and enjoyment of property, property values, potential loss of life-time investments,
increased fire insurance costs or loss of insurance due to approval of up to 90 more industrial
wind turbines, 8.5 miles of 150’ tall poles and wires, and related infrastructure, all of which
represent individually and cumulatively significant increase in wild fire ignition sources and fire
fighting impediments/hazards.

Fire fighters will need to wait for a fire to burn out of the project area to avoid potential hazards,
thereby allowing a fire to potentially increase in size of blow out of control.

We are requesting that Terra-Gen and property owner GM Gabrich be required to offer
PROPERTY VALUE PROTECTION AGREEMENTS to help mitigate the very real overall negative

18 . ey
https://oag.ca.gov/environment/communities
' https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/ceq-regulations-and-guidance/regs/ej/justice.pdf
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impacts their projects represent to our rural community and residents who have invested here
to enjoy a quiet rural lifestyle.

NOP Page 2: Recreation should be included in the EIR due to the fact that both tribal and
private residents use areas impacted by Boulder Brush Gen-Tie, Campo Wind (Campo
Reservation), and Torrey Wind for walking, hiking, horseback riding, wildlife viewing,
photography, stargazing, and more. None of that will be the same if an additional 60-90 4.2 MW
586’ tall industrial wind turbines and almost 80 new steel poles up to 150’ tall with high voltage
lines are authorized and alter what is here now, especially in areas south of I-8 to the US/Mexico
border.

The Boulevard Planning Area Community Trails Map, approved by the Board of Supervisors on
June 24, 2009, includes proposed trails along the train tracks through the Campo Reservation,
along Tierra Del Sol / Shockey Truck Trail along the southern edge of the Campo Reservation and
in the Ribbonwood Road area where portions of Boulder Brush Gen-tie line, facilities, and Torrey
Wind turbines are proposed, including roads. Construction and operation would represent
significant and cumulatively significant impacts.

PROJECT LOCATION:

It needs to be made clear to decision makers that the existing Kumeyaay Wind and Tule Wind
projects are located on federal land and that Torrey Wind will be the first proposed solely on
private absentee-owned ranch land. And that Ribbonwood Road is the sole access for all the
homeowners who reside in that neighborhood north of I-8.

Kumeyaay Wind was approved by the Bureau of Indian Affairs with just an EA, no EIS!
Introduction of the 8.5 mile Gen-tie line with 150’ tall steel poles and reflective wires will not be
compatible with the impacted residential areas on private and tribal lands.

For most area residents, the existing Southwest Powerlink along the US/Mexico Border and the
Sunrise Powerlink north of I-8 near the base of the Lagunas are not visible, due to our rolling
terrain with valleys and ridges. The same is true for some or all of existing wind turbines.

These new structures are not compatible with the majority of current land uses and mostly
undeveloped quiet rural area. Loss of amenity and quality of life is a huge issue.

CAMPO WIND TURBINES — APPROVAL, CONSTRUCTION, O & M

The NOP states that the County has no jurisdiction over the turbines. We all know that the
noise, vibrations, dust, electrical and light pollution emissions will not stay within the boundaries
of the Campo Reservation.
These impacts represent both public and private nuisances and should be formally
acknowledged as the facts on the ground for those already impacted by existing turbines that
are 2MW and 2.3 MW each.
The impacts from the proposed 4.2 MW turbines can and will increase exponentially. It is a
matter of physics that has been documented
o Low-frequency noise from large wind turbines Henrik Mgllera) and Christian Sejer
Pedersen Section of Acoustics, Aalborg University, Fredrik Bajers Vej 7-B5, DK-9220
Aalborg @, Denmark (Received 5 July 2010; accepted 20 December 2010) VC 2011
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Acoustical Society of America. [DOI: 10.1121/1.3543957] PACS number(s): 43.50.Rq,
43.28.Hr, 43.50.Cb, 43.50.5r [ADP] Pages: 3727-3744%°
= (excerpts -emphasis added) “As wind turbines get larger, worries have emerged
that the turbine noise would move down in frequency and that the low-
frequency noise would cause annoyance for the neighbors. The noise emission
from 48 wind turbines with nominal electric power up to 3.6 MW is analyzed and
discussed. The relative amount of low-frequency noise is higher for large
turbines (2.3-3.6 MW) than for small turbines (2 MW), and the difference is
statistically significant. The difference can also be expressed as a downward shift
of the spectrum of approximately one-third of an octave. A further shift of
similar size is suggested for future turbines in the 10-MW range. Due to the air
absorption, the higher low-frequency content becomes even more pronounced,
when sound pressure levels in relevant neighbor distances are considered. Even
when A-weighted levels are considered, a substantial part of the noise is at low
frequencies, and for several of the investigated large turbines, the one-third-
octave band with the highest level is at or below 250 Hz. It is thus beyond any
doubt that the low-frequency part of the spectrum plays an important role in the
noise at the neighbors”.
= “V. CONCLUSIONS The results confirm the hypothesis that the spectrum of

wind turbine noise moves down in frequency with increasing turbine size. The
relative amount of emitted low-frequency noise is higher for large turbines
(2.3-3.6 MW) than for small turbines (2 MW). The difference is statistically
significant for one-third-octave bands in the frequency range 63-250 Hz. The
difference can also be expressed as a downward shift of the spectrum of
approximately one third of an octave. A further shift of similar size is
suggested for turbines in the 10-MW range”.

e Based on first-hand experience with existing Kumeyaay Wind, Tule Wind, and Ocotillo Wind, all
located on federal land, we know that there is little to no response to complaints filed. This
inexplicable behavior and lack of response is not only alarming, it borders on negligence

e Who will be responsible for responding to complaints from residents living under County
jurisdiction?

e Enforceable limits/restrictions must be placed on noise, vibrations, low-frequency noise,
infrasound, electrical and light pollution emissions generated by the proposed Campo Wind and
Torrey Wind turbines.

e No new turbines should be allowed until a legitimate and independent Health Impact
Assessment is conducted at homes impacted by the existing Kumeyaay Wind and Tule Wind
turbines. A moratorium should be mandated.

o Excerpt from 2012 electrical pollution measurements in 2013 report for homes impacted by
Kumeyaay and Ocotillo Wind turbines®:

%% http://vbn.aau.dk/files/53111081/Low_frequency noise from large wind turbines.pdf

2 Pages4-5: Assessment of Power Quality and Electromagnetic Field (EMF) Exposure at Campo and Manzanita
Reservation Residences near the Kumeyaay Wind Turbines, And Ocotillo-Area Residences near the Ocotillo Wind
Energy Facility Wind Turbine Electric Generator Installation: Sal La Duca Indoor Environmental Consultant
Environmental Assay Inc. www.emfrelief.com 908-454-3965
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o (Executive Summary & Findings- excerpts-emphasis added): “All residences displayed
electrical characteristics within their electrical systems that are foreign to their
electrical devices and related consumption characteristics. That is, these
characteristics were detectable even with no power in use within the residences
investigated (main breaker open/off). By virtue of the Electric field availability from
installed wiring, all of these uncommon electrical characteristics (whether with power
on or off) became a component of chronic personal exposure. Some residents noted
experiencing damaging interference with their electrical / electronic equipment. One
individual remarked having to replace a well pump several times. High frequency
harmonics or other frequencies using the electric system as a carrier were detected at
this site.2 High frequencies perform no useful work, other than perhaps heating
(precipitating equipment burnout), when they are conveyed to a device engineered for
60 Hz exclusively. Another noted repeated EMI to television reception. Again, a high
frequency presence was identified at this site on the electric system, and due to the
type of electrical connection, external EMI is brought indoors without reduction. Some
tribal members described the onset of various health issues that seemed to coincide
closely with a certain time lag from the installation of the turbines, such as numerous
cancers including stomach, kidney and brain”.

o “Although the scope of testing was limited, preventing us from conclusively
determining the ultimate source(s) and propagation pathway(s) of the measured EMI,
the most likely sources appear to be the Kumeyaay wind turbines and associated
electrical substation and power distribution facilities. The most likely pathways are
through ground currents, via the aerial distribution primary, and through the air when
in closest proximity to the turbines. This may be considered pollution in an otherwise
60-Hz only environment where it may interfere with various forms of sensitive
electronics, or life forms whose sensitivity is heightened for whatever reason”.

BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE AND FACILITIES: CONSTRUCTION AND O & M:

e The gen-tie should be buried underground to reduce a wide-variety of impacts to scenic vistas,
people, wildlife, law enforcement , Homeland Security, military, and emergency services
employees whose lives and /or jobs will be impeded one way or another by 150’tall poles and
wires and related 90-586’ tall turbines.

o If built overhead, it is obvious that the Boulder Brush Gen-tie line will cross Old Hwy 80 & -8
between Live Oak Springs and the Golden Acorn Casino.

e This means those routes of travel will be closed for certain periods of time.

e The community needs to be notified of when those closures will take place. It is the right thing
to do.

ROADS:

e Residents on the north end of Ribbonwood Road have reported project vehicles parked in a
manner that has blocked their road on several occasions.
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e Itis good to see that paving the unpaved section of Ribbonwood Road is planned.

e However, if the project is approved over local objections, paving will not reduce the traffic
impacts for Ribbonwood Road residents related to the individual project or potentially
overlapping construction of Campo Wind, Boulder Brush Gen-tie line and facilities, Torrey Wind,
and / or Rugged Solar. They all plan to use Ribbonwood Road.

e A real traffic plan and notices must be provided to residents along with direct notification when
their only road will be closed or traffic will be delayed so they can plan their lives accordingly.

e Entrance to the project should be located in a manner that least impacts the residents that rely
on that road where the entrance is proposed.

e Using Lost Valley Road from McCain Valley Road should be considered as an alternative.

SURROUNDING LAND USES & SETTING:

e land uses on private land in the area are overwhelmingly rural residential. Turbines and utility
scale electrical infrastructure are not compatible.

Other Public agencies whose approval is required should also include the following:

e US Border Patrol Campo & Boulevard Substations & US Military:

e Any approval of 546’ tall wind turbines and new 150’ tall utility lines and wires can and
probably will impede both aerial and ground operations and officer safety in our
US/Mexico border zone.

e The same is true for US military flight paths and training at the local La Posta SEAL
training facility and between air bases in San Diego and Arizona.

e Currently, it is our understanding that military craft are supposed to fly 400 feet from
the ground or above, but they seem to fly over our area daily much lower than that.

e Border Patrol craft seem to fly much lower than that, especially when they are pursuing
or monitoring groups of migrants who illegally cross the border in the Boulevard/Campo
area.

ENVIRONMENT FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

e Page 8: Recreation, Agriculture & Forest Resources (Oak forests), Population & Housing and
Mineral Resources should all be checked marked as potentially affected.

e We do agree with those factors that are already marked as potentially significant.

o Noise impacts during operation, too! Post construction noise monitoring must be funded by
developers and enforced by the County for those located within their jurisdiction.

|. AESTHETICS:

o We agree with the Potentially Significant determination.

e Visual pollution/ loss of amenity impacts to private properties and quality of life must also be
addressed, not just designated scenic resources.

e Terra-Gen’s proposed Campo and Torrey Wind turbines will be 586 feet tall and will be highly
visible, due to their expansive footprint, to many residents in Boulevard, Campo and the Campo
Manzanita and La Posta Reservations.
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e The churning motion of turbines can and does have adverse health effects for those who have
vertigo or other existing or exacerbated health impacts.

o The bright flashing red lights at night can and do disturb sleep for some of our turbine-impacted
residents.

e Sleep disruption, especially chronic sleep disruption/deprivation is a known stressor and adverse
health impact that can and does result in numerous other debilitating maladies.

o See the 2019 Wind Turbine Neighbor Survey forms that were filled out by impacted residents
and submitted to Bronwyn Brown and others on March 17th. They all listed numerous health
effects and 14 of the 15 respondents said the turbines made them want to move.

lll. AIR QUALITY: KNOWN SENSITIVE RECEPTORS, “OTHER EMISSIONS”, AND CHRONIC EXPOSURE

o |lI-d @ page 15: The project will result in “other emissions” that must include electrical
pollution that has already been documented around local wind turbines and electrical
infrastructure. These damaging emissions must be recognized and honestly analyzed.

e High Voltage lines and industrial wind turbines do generate electrical radiation pollution that
moves through the air (air quality) and the ground®.

¢ The wind industry is aware of the need to discharge/divert dangerous rotor voltages and
currents into the ground in order to protect bearings and other vulnerable components.

o However, that energy goes somewhere and many times, in addition to radiation through the air,

electrical pollution shows up in the ground and in homes on non-participating properties

resulting in electrical pollution and related health effects.
o AGES WIND TURBINE GROUNDING: Dangerous Voltages and Currents Present on Wind
Power Turbine Generators — Must be Discharged to Ground for Reliable Operation®

o Excerpt (emphasis added): “...Bearings and other critical components frequently fail
because of high shaft currents generated in the wind turbine nacelle. Reliable
maintenance free protection from rotor shaft high voltages and currents will reduce
maintenance costs and improve up-time for wind turbine owners and operators.
Problem: Wind turbine generator stator windings and rotors are directly connected to
the power grid. Unlike the stator, the rotor is connected to the same grid via a converter.
The converter makes operation possible at variable rotor speeds while maintaining
constant stator voltage and frequency outputs to the grid. This system introduces
dangerous rotor shaft voltages, and due to the high frequency converter switching, the
generators, gear boxes, and other critical components are exposed to dangerous high
frequency shaft currents causing EDM (Electrical Discharge Machining). Solution: A new
shaft grounding technology known as AEGIS WTG (Wind Turbine Shaft Grounding
System) uses circumferential rings of conductive micro fibers to discharge these harmful
currents to ground. The AEGIS WTG shaft grounding system was successfully tested and
applied to a GE 1.5 MW generator. Up-tower voltages of 1200 volts peak were measured
on the shaft of the turbine. After AEGIS WTG was installed, the voltage was reduced to
32 volts peak. Concurrently, 56 amps of high frequency shaft currents are being diverted

22 . . . .
http://www.electricalpollution.com/windturbines.html

% http://file.seekpart.com/keywordpdf/2011/5/13/2011513133815310.pdf
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through the AEGIS WTG shaft grounding ring. The AEGIS WTG, a grounded conductor
ring, is placed between the stator winding and the rotor. Dangerous rotor shaft voltages
are diverted to ground, protecting bearings and other vulnerable components...”

e We remind you that high levels of electromagnetic fields (EMF) and electromagnetic
interference (EMI) were documented in late 2012 at homes around existing Kumeyaay and
Ocotillo Wind turbines, and were the subject of a 2013 report.24

e David Stetzer of Stetzer Eelectric wrote a letter about his experience with wind turbines and
electrical pollution: (attached) (excerpt-emphasis added) “ In conclusion, it is my opinion that
the electric utility is dumping distorted, high frequency currents into the earth where it flows

uncontrolled over the ground back to their sub-stations. The wind turbines are a major source of
these high frequency transients that are on the electric utility’s electrical grid and end up on the
earth. The IEEE Standards Association’s NESC Handbook, Seventh Edition, Rule 215B, “prohibits
the use of the earth normally as the sole conductor for any part of a supply circuit. ... (Objections
to use of the earth as part of a supply circuit are made from both safety and service
standpoints.)” These currents destroy the infrastructure by electrolysis. They also affect milk
production in dairy cows as shown in published, scientific, peer-reviewed papers. EPRI, the
electric utility’s own research arm, reports levels as low as 18uA cause cancer in humans. Rule
215B in the NESC Handbook also says: The destructive nature of current flow through the earth
endangers other facilities through electrolysis. When earth returns were used in some rural areas
before the 1960’s, they became notorious offenders in dairy areas because circulating currents
often caused both step and touch potentials. In some cases, these have adversely affected
milking operations by shocking the cattle when they were connected to the milking machines
and have affected feeding (see Rule 92D — Current in Grounding Conductor). The grounding
methods required by the NESC, including the use of a metallic neutral throughout each span of a
multi-grounded wye system, reduced the opportunity for such occurrences. It should be noted
that the measurements are a mere snapshot in time and will change continuously as electrical
loads change on the system. They will only become worse as more non-linear loads are
connected to the grid. The so called “Green” loads such as solar and wind generation will only
amplify these problems due to their lack of filters and use of switch-mode power supplies and
inverters.”

e Sensitive Receptors: We repeat our request for the County to produce aerial photo maps
showing how many residences are located within at least 3 miles of the proposed Boulder Brush
Gen-Tie and facilities, the Campo Wind and Torrey Wind turbines.

e Current residents in the area include children, elderly, those whose health has already been
negatively impacted their health and their immune systems compromised.

o Exposure will take place not only during construction but during the life of the project.

e Cancer cases: There are also several suspicious cases of cancer around the Kumeyaay Wind
turbines and infrastructure, SDG&E’s Boulevard Substation and the Southwest Powerlink,
including but not limited to: brain, stomach, kidney, polycythemia, esophagus, tumors,
Leukemia, and K9 Leukemia.

** Assessment of Power Quality and Electromagnetic Field (EMF) Exposure at Campo and Manzanita Reservation
Residences near the Kumeyaay Wind Turbines, And Ocotillo-Area Residences near the Ocotillo Wind Energy Facility
Wind Turbine Electric Generator Installation; by Sal La Duca, Environmental Assay Inc 2-13.
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VI. ENERGY:

Based on our first-hand experience with Kumeyaay Wind, Tule Wind and Ocotillo Wind, there
are times when the wind is not blowing and the turbines are actually consuming energy for
cooling or heating their equipment to prevent damage.

Some residents have complained about the noise from this equipment. Sound and vibrations
carry great distances out here, especially low-frequency noise.

We have asked for but have never received information on just how much energy these projects
consume from the grid when the wind is not blowing.

IX-g: VECTORS:

“No Impact’ determination should be revised.

Ribbonwood Road residents have complained about an influx of rats, squirrels, and snakes after
Tule Wind turbines started operation in late 2017. They believe the ground vibrations drove
them away from the Tule Wind site and onto private properties.

Rats, squirrels, and other ground dwellers are considered vectors that can carry ticks and fleas
and related diseases including Lyme and co-infections, bubonic plague, and murine typhus.

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:

Local ground water concerns are well-known to PDS and Jim Bennett. They are no different for
this project and potential use of groundwater that can impact existing residential wells.
Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush/Torrey Wind (formerly known as San Diego Wind) project
site is significantly impacted by the boundaries of the 100 year flood limits as documented in
their San Diego Wind MET Tower Plot Plan (Westwood 5-10-18) page 2, submitted to PDS.

The main project entrance is planned at the bottom of the Tule Creek floodplain drainage that
crosses Ribbonwood Road within those 100-year flood boundaries.

Previously, Public Works required at least one property owner to put funds into an account to
build an all-weather crossing in that area. It was never built.

Terra-Gen should be required to build that all-weather crossing for their projects and for their
neighbors.

In addition, there is /was an old water conservation dam reportedly located on Manzanita
Reservation that previously eroded and resulted in a flood of stinky water washing out
Ribbonwood Road near the proposed entrance of the Boulder-Brush /Torrey Wind project site.

Xil. MINERAL RESOURCES:

The Boulder Brush Gen-Tie / Torrey Wind site is located in an alluvium filled valley along Tule
Creek. Like other alluvium filled valleys, it is full of Decomposed Granite (DG)
DG is a well known mineral that could be of high value, with limited regional sources.

XII NOISE:
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e Noise impacts on health and welfare are well known and well documented: Noise from
wind turbines is generally more complex but no less harmful. Also see comments on
2019 HHSA statement above.

e According to the County’s Wind Turbine Development Information page”, “The
following Noise Abatement Verification needs to be made part of the plot plan and

signed”

= |, the property owner, understand that the wind turbine system(s) proposed at
must comply with the requirements of Title 3,
Division 6, Chapter 4 (Noise Abatement And Control) of the San Diego County
Code of Regulatory Ordinances.

= [f the wind turbine system(s) permitted and installed on my property exceed the
noise limit requirements | understand that the County of San Diego will take
enforcement action which may require the property owner to alter or remove
the wind turbine system(s).

= Signed,

Name (printed) Date

Signature

e The Noise Abatement Verification, above, appears to indicate that the County is
actually fully aware of the noise impacts from wind turbines.

e A new book has been published by Bruce Rapley, PhD: Conversations for a small
planet; Volume 3 Biological Consequences of Low-Frequency Sound; published by
Bouncing Koala Press in New Zealand 2018 (ISBN 978-473-46673-2)*°

= This peer-reviewed book is hereby incorporated fully by reference. A copy has
been purchased and has been mailed to Bronwyn Brown at PDS for inclusion in
the record for Terra-Gen’

= Dr. Rapley is a consulting scientist with a PhD in Human Health and Cognition,
an MPhil. in Technology and a BSc. in Biological Systems. His primary research
interest is in environmental factors that affect living systems. Much of his earlier

research focused on low-frequency magnetic fields and their effects on people
and plants. Much of his pioneering research was conducted in this field which
came to be known as bioelctromagnetics.

= Combined with his research for his PhD in Human Health and Acoustics with the
New Zealand Defence Force (NZDF), Dr. Rapley has a unique knowledge base
and understanding of how sound in the environment can affect cognition (brain
function —thinking processes) and physiological responses. That the human
brain responds to subliminal sound is exemplified by the latest functional
magnetic resonance imaging research from the German research team

% https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/pds/windturb.html
%% http://www.smart-technologies.co.nz/books.html
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(Weichenberger et al. 2018%). They conclude that:
“Low-frequency sound (including infrasound) can, and does, affect the brain,
at sound power levels below conscious perception”.
=  The Weichenberger study is the first to demonstrate that infrasound near the
hearing threshold may induce changes of neural activity across several brain
regions, some of which are known to be involved in auditory processing, while
others are regarded as key players in emotional and autonomic control. These
findings allow the researchers to speculate on how continuous exposure to
subliminal infrasound could exert a pathogenic influence on the organism, such
as are observed in humans and animals living in close proximity to wind turbine
installations. Of critical importance to the public debate regarding health
effects of wind turbines is that the Weichenberger research negates the so-
called Nocebo Effect.
Sleep Disorders and Sleep Deprivation An Unmet Public Health Problem:
Editors: Harvey R Colten and Bruce M Altevogt. Institute of Medicine (US) Committee on
Sleep Medicine and Research.Washington (DC): National Academies Press
(US); 2006.1SBN-10: 0-309-10111-5; Bookshelf ID:
NBK19960PMID: 20669438DOI: 10.17226/11617%
(excerpt) (emphasis added) “The cumulative long-term effects of sleep deprivation and
sleep disorders have been associated with a wide range of deleterious health
consequences including an increased risk of hypertension, diabetes, obesity,
depression, heart attack, and stroke. The Institute of Medicine (IOM) Committee on
Sleep Medicine and Research concluded that although clinical activities and scientific
opportunities in the field are expanding, awareness among the general public and
health care professionals is low, given the magnitude of the burden”.

SUMMARY OF POSSIBLE

SUBJECTIVE AESFOMNSE

CLINICAL ..,J‘J))) IARITABILITY
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GALVANIC HEART AATE

SKIN RESPOMNSE
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[EOR T IGUSTERDEE,
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INTESTINAL MOTILITY

CHAMNGES IN SKELETAL

MLSCLE TENSION WASOCONSTRICTION

%7 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5389622/

%8 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK19960/
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e The graphic above (Figure 3-1) is from the USEPA back in NOISE EFFECTS HANDBOOK A Desk

Reference to Health and Welfare Effects of Noise By Office of the Scientific Assistant Office of
Noise Abatement and Control U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; Published by the
National Association of Noise Control Officials, P. O. Box 2618, Fort Walton Beach, Florida
32549; October 1979, Revised July 1981; EPA500-9-82-106>

Figure 3-1: “Summary of possible clinical manifestations of stress concomitant with
noise. Not only might there be harmful consequences to health during the state of
alertness, but research also suggests effects may occur when the body is unaware or
asleep.”

“Impulses from the brain activate centers of the autonomic nervous system which
trigger a series of bodily reactions as part of a general stress response. Systems that may
be affected include the glandular, cardiovascular, gastrointestinal, and musculoskelatal
systems”.

“It is possible that repeated or constant exposure to noise can contribute to
deterioration in health. Whether or not environmental or industrial noise by itself can
lead to chronic disturbances is hard to determine since there are so many other stresses
to which people are exposed. (41) This research is difficult to conduct and little has been
done in this area, but research is accumulating which suggests a relationship between
long-term noise exposure and stress-related health effects, particularly those related to
the cardiovascular system”.

e From Noise &Health A Bimonthly Inter-Disciplinary International Journal: Figure 1: (below)* A

schematic representation of the relationship between wind turbines and health in a semi-rural

setting. The multiplicity of relationships emerges due to the variability in the response of

individuals to noise.
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% http://www.nonoise.org/library/handbook/handbook.htm#NONAUDITORY%20PHYSIOLOGICAL%20RESPO

* http://www.noiseandhealth.org/viewimage.asp?img=NoiseHealth 2011 13 54 333 85502 f4.ijpg

20 Boulevard Planning Group’s Boulder Brush Gen-tie NOP comments 3-18-19


http://www.nonoise.org/library/handbook/handbook.htm#NONAUDITORY%20PHYSIOLOGICAL%20RESPO
http://www.noiseandhealth.org/viewimage.asp?img=NoiseHealth_2011_13_54_333_85502_f4.jpg

Below: Figure 9. Model of direct and indirect noise effects*

perceived
stimulus

coping pattern
early experience

genetics
threat of control loss of control
fight - flight defeat
sympathetic, hypophysis,
adrenal medulla system: adrenal cortex system:
Adrenaline M ACTH M
Noradrenaline M Cortisol ™

Figure 1. (below) The psychophysiological stress model (Henry and Stephens, 1977)*

(Excerpt from Henry and Stephans, 1977)*: (emphasis added) “It is generally accepted that
noise has the potential to act as a non specific stressor. The stress concept was introduced into
biological sciences by Selye (1956) and since then modified in various ways. We will use one of
these modifications as a basis for the study of noise-induced endocrine reactions, the
psychophysiological stress model of Henry and Stephens (1977). [Figure - 1] shows a simplified
form of this model. A stimulus is perceived by our ears, eyes, nose or other senses and
transmitted to the corresponding parts of the brain, where it is analysed.”

3 Ising H, Braun C. Acute and chronic endocrine effects of noise : Review of the research conducted at the Institute
for water, soil and air hygiene. Noise Health [serial online] 2000 [cited 2019 Mar 13]; 2:7-24. Available
from: http://www.noiseandhealth.org/text.asp?2000/2/7/7/31745

*2 http://www.noiseandhealth.org/viewimage.asp?img=NoiseHealth 2000 2 7 7 31745 1.jpg
* http://www.noiseandhealth.org/article.asp?issn=1463-
1741;year=2000;volume=2;issue=7;spage=7;epage=24;aulast=Ising
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e Graphic above was sourced from: Cardiovascular effects of environmental noise exposure®*:
.e * - . .
Thomas Miinzel,"” Tommaso Gori,' Wolfgang Babisch,” and Mathias Basner®

e Published in European Heart 2014 Apr 1; 35(13): 829-836.
e doi: 10.1093/eurheartj/ehu030; PMCID: PMC3971384; PMID: 24616334

Abstract (emphasis added): The role of noise as an environmental pollutant and
its impact on health are being increasingly recognized. Beyond its effects on the
auditory system, noise causes annoyance and disturbs sleep, and it impairs
cognitive performance. Furthermore, evidence from epidemiologic studies
demonstrates that environmental noise is associated with an increased
incidence of arterial hypertension, myocardial infarction, and stroke. Both
observational and experimental studies indicate that in particular night-time

** https://www.ncbi.nIm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3971384/
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noise can cause disruptions of sleep structure, vegetative arousals (e.g. increases
of blood pressure and heart rate) and increases in stress hormone levels and
oxidative stress, which in turn may result in endothelial dysfunction and arterial
hypertension. This review focuses on the cardiovascular consequences of
environmental noise exposure and stresses the importance of noise mitigation
strategies for public health”.

Conclusion (emphasis added): “Taken together, the present review provides
evidence that noise not only causes annoyance, sleep disturbance, or reductions
in quality of life, but also contributes to a higher prevalence of the most
important cardiovascular risk factor arterial hypertension and the incidence of
cardiovascular diseases. The evidence supporting such contention is based on an
established rationale supported by experimental laboratory and observational
field studies, and a number of epidemiological studies. Meta-analyses have been
carried out to derive exposure—response relationships that can be used for
quantitative health impact assessments.” Noise-induced sleep disturbance
constitutes an important mechanism on the pathway from chronic noise
exposure to the development of adverse health effects. The results call for more
initiatives aimed at reducing environmental noise exposure levels to promote
cardiovascular and public health. Recent studies indicate that people's attitude
and awareness in particular towards aircraft noise has changed over the
years.”? Noise mitigation policies have to consider the medical implications of
environmental noise exposure. Noise mitigation strategies to improve public
health include noise reduction at the source, active noise control (e.g. noise-
optimized take-off and approach procedures), optimized traffic operations
(including traffic curfews), better infrastructural planning, better sound
insulation in situations where other options are not feasible, and adequate limit
values”.

South Australia Farmers Paid $1 Million to Host 19 Turbines Tell Senate they “Would Never Do

it Again” due to “Unbearable” Sleep-Destroying Noise; posted June 15, 2015:

Clive and Trina Gare’s property.
kk ok ok
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e Clive and Trina Gare are cattle graziers from South Australia’s Mid-North with
their home property situated between Hallett and Jamestown.

e Since October 2010, the Gares have played host to 19, 2.1MW Suzlon s88
turbines, which sit on a range of hills to the West of their stately homestead.
Under their contract with AGL they receive around $200,000 a year; and have
pocketed over $1 million since the deal began.

e The Gares gave evidence to the Senate Inquiry into wind power fraud during its
Adelaide hearing: COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA Proof Committee
Hansard SENATESENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON WIND TURBINES
WEDNESDAY, 10 JUNE 2015%

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING:

e b): The NO IMPACT should be changed to POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT. Introduction of up to 90
new 4.2 MW wind turbines into residential areas poses a real threat to the health, safety and
well being of current or future residents.

e Well-known impacts from industrial wind turbines have resulted in the abandonment of homes
impacted by various wind turbine projects around the world.

e Locally, 14 of 15 turbine-impacted residents already exposed to Kumeyaay Wind and Tule
Wind turbines, who filled out a 2019 WIND TURBINE NEIGHBOR SURVEY between March 2"
and March 17" (surveys provided separately) responded YES, to the questions: Do the turbines
make you want to move?

e The 14"resident responded to the same question with: NOT YET!

e At least one tribal member, near the Kumeyaay Wind turbines, has basically abandoned their
home because of the turbines. They come home to check on the property and then leave again.
They have reported much improved health since moving away from the turbines.

e Those same residents will be disproportionately impacted if and when any additional wind
turbines are negligently approved and installed.

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES:

e Fire Protection: The whole of the project and all connected action projects, Campo Wind,
Boulder Brush, and Torrey Wind, all need to be part of the Fire Protection Plan.

e Terra-Gen's projects should not be allowed to use Ribbonwood Road due to the fact that is a
sole access route for local residents, some of whom have horses and other livestock that will
need to be evacuated, too. It is also associated with Boulevard Trails and Pathways.

e Inthe event of a fire or other disaster, the presence of project related employees during
construction and/or operation would only further exacerbate an already potentially deadly
event. Think 2018 Camp Fire and residents trying to flee.

*> https://stopthesethings.com/2015/06/15/sa-farmers-paid-1-million-to-host-19-turbines-tell-senate-they-would-
never-do-it-again-due-to-unbearable-sleep-destroying-noise/
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XVI. RECREATION:

e See previous comment on NOP above, regarding Boulevard Community Trails & Pathways that

will be impacted by Terra-Gen projects: Campo Wind, Boulder Brush and Torrey Wind.

XVII. TRANSPORTATION:

e ¢): sharp curves, dangerous intersections, and incompatible uses: This section should be

marked ‘Potentially Significant’.

e Ribbonwood Road is a sole access route for area residents.

e Theroad is very narrow at points and there are sharp curves with no shoulders and hills with

limited visibility. There are also some major boulders next to the road just south of Opalocka.

e The intersection of Ribbonwood Road and Opalacka is dangerous. It needs an all-way stop.

e Residents complained that during construction of Tule Wind their access to their homes on

Ribbonwood Road was blocked for 20 minutes or so at a time.

o A better traffic plan and resident notification plan is needed.

e Secondary access route should be required.

XIX. UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS:

e Communications should be included due to wind turbine interference with cell phone

reception and more.

e Iberdrola, Tule Wind developer, participated in the research below and has received several

complaints about cell phone interference from local residents.

O

Impact analysis of wind farms on telecommunication services: D.de Ia
Vega®l.Cascon®).Cafiizo®Y.Wu"D.Guerra’P.Angueira’; Renewable and Sustainable Energy
Reviews; Volume 32, April 2014, Pages 84-99 *°

Abstract Wind power is one of the fastest-growing technologies for renewable energy

generation. Unfortunately, in the recent years some cases of degradation on certain
telecommunication systems have arisen due to the presence of wind farms, and
expensive and technically complex corrective measurements have been needed. This
paper presents a comprehensive review on the impact of wind turbines on the
telecommunication services. The paper describes the potential affections to several
telecommunication services, the methodology to evaluate this impact, and mitigation
measures to be taken in case of potential degradation, both preventive and corrective.
The telecommunication services included in this review are those that have
demonstrated to be more sensitive to nearby wind turbines: weather, air traffic control
and marine radars, radio navigation systems, terrestrial television and fixed radio links.
The methods described in the paper allow a thorough case-by-case analysis before the
wind farm is installed, taking into account the particular features of each installation and
the involved services. The prediction of the potential impact makes it possible to
propose alternative solutions in order to assure the coexistence between the wind
turbines and the telecommunication services.

% https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1364032114000100
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Conclusions: This paper provides a comprehensive review about the potential impact of
wind turbines on the telecommunications services. It summarizes the main effects than
can be observed, as well as the methodology to follow in order to determine if a
problem may occur, and possible corrective measurements.

e d) Waste generation should be marked potentially significant related to hard to recycle
turbine blades.

O

XX. WILDFIRE:

In 2009, Kumeyaay Wind suffered a catastrophic failure where all the blades, nacelles,
and other major components have to be replaced. The failure resulted in a lawsuit.
Over a decade later, some of the damaged blades are still sitting on the ground at the
base of the turbines while others were disposed of at the Jacumba Garage east of
Boulevard where they still sit on the ground. Was there disposal at Jacumba Garage
legal?

Composite turbine blades are highly flammable and very difficult to recycle.

See: Unsustainable Wind Turbine Blade Disposal Practices in the United States: A Case
for Policy Intervention and Technological Innovation: Katerin Ramirez-Tejedal, David
A. Turcottel , and Sarah Pike DOI: 10.1177/1048291116676098; published in NEW
SOLUTIONS: A Journal of Environmental and Occupational Health Policy®’

Conclusion (excerpt-emphasis added): “Finding better ways to manage the expected
high number of blades in need of disposal is important in order to harvest wind energy in
a truly sustainable manner. Better management would mean that economic and societal
needs for clean energy are fulfilled without compromising the environment. None of the
current methods allow for optimal wind turbine blade disposal. All of them carry
potential economic, environmental, and occupational health concerns. Policy
interventions such as allocation of more research funding to blade manufacturing and
disposal, the provision of incentive mechanisms to recycling, and directives of producer
responsibility could help overcome or minimize some of the challenges associated with
disposing of wind turbine blades...”

e b) We agree with the Potentially Significant determination.

e The Project, if approved over community objections, can only exacerbate wild fire risk.

e The Project has a high probability of actually igniting a wildfire through failure of a variety of

components related to Project wind turbines, substation/switchyard, transformers, downed

utility lines, impacts with utility lines, carelessly discarded cigarettes, vehicle fires, and more.

e Qur previous comments included evidence of substation/transformer fires.

o  Photos below were taken of the Kumeyaay Wind fire in December 2013:

*” https://docs.wind-watch.org/ramireztejeda2016-bladedisposal.pdf
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e The CalFire incident report #0025970, for the Kumeyaay Wind turbine fire, documents the fact
that burning debris was dropping from the tower and drifting downwind 100’ to 800’ into
vegetation and that a vegetation fire was burning along the west end of the road next to
tower 14. Infigen estimated $2 million in damage.

e |fapproved and constructed over community opposition, Terra-Gen’s Campo Wind and Torrey
Wind projects should be required to be shut-off during so-called Utility Public Safety Power Shut-
offs’® when the Live Oak Springs / Boulevard area power is shut down.

e SDG&E’s November 11-16, 2018 De-energization Events report to CPUC39, and other reports,
should be taken into consideration as just one example of how many times /days the Boulevard
area was without power, while the existing Kumeyaay and Tule Wind turbines were allowed to
operate during high wind events.

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

e ) We support the Potentially Significant determination and inclusion that “The Project has the
potential to result in adverse effects on human beings directly, and indirectly”.

*8 https://www.sdge.com/wildfire-safety/public-safety-power-shutoffs
* http://cpuc.ca.gov/uploadedFiles/CPUCWebsite/Content/News Room/NewsUpdates/2018/SDGE%20De-
Energization%20Report%20(Nov%2011-16%202018%20RFW).pdf
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SMALL SAMPLE OF LITIGATION RELATED TO ADVERSE WIND TURBINE IMPACTS:

e 1-1-19: West Virginia Record: Three lawsuits filed against New Creek Wind for negative
health effects*
e ELKINS — Three complaints were filed against New Creek Wind in federal court
alleging negative effects on the health and well-being of several residents. New
Creek Mountain Sportsman's Club; Helen Evans Swiger, Holly Evans Mick and Jill M.
Evans; and Glendora Woods filed their lawsuits against New Creek Wind, Everpower
Wind Holdings, Enbridge Holdings and Enbridge Inc. in the U.S. District Court for the
Northern District of West Virginia at Elkins. Beginning in November 2016, the
defendants' wind turbines have generated noises that have adversely affected the
plaintiffs, according to the suits."Specifically, while the plaintiffs are outside on their
property, they are confronted with irritating and unabated audible noise which
significantly limits the use and enjoyment of their property and results in annoyance,
along with other symptoms..." one of the complaints states. The plaintiffs claim the
wind turbines are a nuisance and that the defendants were negligent. The plaintiffs
are seeking compensatory and punitive damages in excess of $75,000 each. They are
represented by Henry E. Woods Il of Wood Law Office in Charleston.
Not in our backyard A Current Affair — Victoria Martin King,1 November 2018; Not In Anyone’s
Backyard: Angry Neighbours Launch $Million Lawsuit Against Wind Farm Developer & Council*

e Sick and tired of soul-destroying wind turbine noise, a group of Victorian farmers have
launched a class-action seeking Smillions in damages. Their targets are the wind power outfit
responsible and the Council that rubberstamped its development application, and which is
responsible under Victoria’s Public Health and Wellbeing Act to remedy the noise nuisance
created.

Wind company admits nuisance damage to neighbours; published 1-5-17 by Paul Mooney in the Irish
Farmers Journal*- High Court to determine compensation for seven families in April hearing
(emphasis added)

e “A Co Cork based wind energy company has accepted in the High Court that its wind farm

has caused nuisance damage to seven neighbouring families. The High Court has now set
aside ten days in April 2017 to determine what if any damages should be paid by the
company to the families. The Farmers Journal understands that the cases taken by the
families claim that the wind farm caused them nuisance as a result of excessive noise. The
wind company is Enercon Wind Farm Services Ireland Ltd and it formally admitted liability to
the Court. The damages hearing for the seven cases have been consolidated by the High
Court on the basis that the cases are related. It will start on Tuesday 25 April. Pressure group
Wind Aware Ireland claimed this week that the outcome of the case could be a watershed
for existing and planned wind farms and investor confidence. “It is expected that more cases

“0'U.S. District Court for the Northern District of West Virginia Case numbers: 2:18-cv-00111, 2:18-cv-00112, 2:18-
cv-00113;

https://wvrecord.com/stories/511692267-three-lawsuits-filed-against-new-creek-wind-for-negative-health-effects

* https://stopthesethings.com/2018/11/14/not-in-anyones-backyard-angry-neighbours-launch-million-lawsuit-
against-wind-farm-developer-council/

2 https://www.farmersjournal.ie/wind-company-admits-nuisance-damage-to-neighbours-246465
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will now follow,” spokesperson Paula Byrne said in a statement. It is alleged that a number

of families had to abandon their homes because of the severity of the noise from the wind

”

arm.

e One Lawsuit Settled, But No Truce in Wind Energy Debate*® By Jack Spencer published in

Michigan Capitol Confidential 1-3-15:

A lawsuit in which residents living near the Lake Winds wind plant south of Ludington claimed
the facility was making people sick has been settled out of court. Cary Shineldecker, one of
the plaintiffs in the case, isn’t allowed to discuss details of the settlement, but is still allowed
to talk about the alleged negative health effects that can be suffered by those who live near
such facilities. “What | think is different about this settlement is that, although the details of
the settlement are confidential, I’'m not gagged from speaking out about the problems with

wind energy,” Shineldecker said. “| think everything we’ve done here has helped the

community and residents. For too long, supporters of wind energy have been able to silence

and discredit those who have to live with the effects of it.

=  Court waits on wind farms’ response to suit By FERNANDO DEL VALLE Valley Morning Star | Posted:
Wednesday, January 29, 2014 12:45 pm fdelvalle@valleystar.com (Texas)(emphasis added)

RAYMONDVILLE — Two wind farms have until next week to answer a lawsuit in which
residents accuse wind turbines of creating noise, devaluing property and posing possible
health risks, federal court records show. Records show U.S. District Judge Hilda Tagle
requested that Duke Energy and E.ON Climate & Renewables North America and other
defendants answer accusations by Feb. 6.The companies requested Dec. 27 that the lawsuit
originally filed Nov. 27 in 197th State District Court here be moved to federal court. Twenty-
three residents including Willacy County Commissioner Noe Loya and Precinct 3 Justice of the
Peace Juan Silva Jr. filed the lawsuit, arguing the companies built wind turbines on their
properties that created “nuisances.”Elon Hasson, spokesman for E.ON in Chicago, said the
company was reviewing the lawsuit. “We develop all of our wind farms in a safe, state-of-the-
art and responsible manner,” Hasson said in an email. “We believe these claims will be shown
to have no validity.” Tammie McGee, spokeswoman for Duke in Charlotte, N.C., declined
comment but added the plaintiffs consented to the placement of turbines on their properties.
The companies built “hundreds” of wind turbines that stand 467-feet high and weigh 7 tons
on the properties of plaintiffs who received or will receive money and tax benefits that will

exceed S50 million, the lawsuit states. The lawsuit states the companies “carelessly and
negligently failed to adequately disclose the true nature and effects that the wind turbines
would have on the community, including the plaintiffs’ homes.”The companies told residents

that the wind turbines “would not be noisy, would not adversely impact neighboring houses

and there would not be any potential health risks,” the lawsuit states. But the wind turbines

create noise, reduce property values, interfere with television, telephone, satellite and

Internet reception and destroy “scenic countryside,” the lawsuit states. The lawsuit states the

wind turbines create “acoustic pressure pulsations that affect peoples’ health.”Some

3 https://www.michigancapitolconfidential.com/20951
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residents were “even forced to abandon their homes,” the lawsuit states. The lawsuit states

“permanent and irreparable harm will be caused to the area” because the companies and

county did not plan to remove the turbines when their approximately 20-year lifespan

expires. Loya “can no longer enjoy sitting outside because of the loud noise,” the lawsuit

states. “The turbines also cause noise both inside and outside of the home, disturbing the

peace and making it difficult to enjoy living there. (Loya) also experiences problems with his

television reception. The wind turbines have also had a negative impact on the value of the

property, among other losses,” the lawsuit states. The lawsuits states Silva “has difficulty

sleeping, cannot have his windows open (and) cannot enjoy the sound of nature, due to loud

noise from wind turbines.”

e The Secret, Silent Wind Power Peril (Part I: The General Problem) (Master Resource 2-6-17)*

O

Helen Schwiesow Parker, PhD, is a Licensed Clinical Psychologist and a Past Clinical

Supervisory Faculty member at the University of Virginia Medical School. Her career includes

practical experience in the fields of autism, sensory perception, memory and learning,

attention deficit and anxiety disorders, including panic disorder and PTSD.

= (Excerpt —emphasis added) The primary pathway of turbine assault on human health

and wellbeing is no mystery. The Israeli army has used low-frequency sound pulse as
high-tech crowd control for years. Low-frequency noise at high intensities creates
discrepancies in the brain, producing disorientation in the body: “The knees buckle,
the brain aches, the stomach turns. And suddenly, nobody feels like protesting
anymore.... It has no adverse effects, unless someone is exposed to the sound for
hours and hours.” But indeed, thousands of IWT neighbors around the world are
subjected night and day, some now for decades, to these sub-audible (slowly
vibrating) sound waves sent out as turbine blades spin past the shaft, setting up
vibrations within body cavities: ears, eye sockets, skull, lungs, and belly. People are
made nauseous and confused, with blurred vision, vertigo, headaches, tachycardia,
heightened blood pressure, pain and ringing in the ears, difficulties with memory and
concentration, anxiety, depression, irritability, and panic attacks arising when awake
or asleep. “The effects of the turbines run from annoyance with the audible sound
and shadow flicker to downright anguish from panic attacks which can feel like a
death/dying episode of extreme pain. These are brought on by first a bit of nausea
and upset stomach, extreme light headedness, and then the bad part: constriction
and wringing of my insides. Sometimes | try to hang by a doorframe, other times |
just lie on the ground if | can’t make it to the house. It is truly an inner body
disturbance.”

o CUMULATIVE IMPACT PROJECTS:
o The following projects should be analyzed as cumulative impact projects:

1.
2.
3.

252 MW Campo Wind (pending-I1SO queue #1429)
Boulder Brush Gen-tie & facilities 8.5 mile 230 kV gen-tie for Campo Wind (pending)
126 MW Torrey Wind (pending-1SO queue # 1429))

* https://www.masterresource.org/windpower-health-effects/secret-silent-wind-power-peril-1/
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4. 55 MW Tule Wind Phase Il (approved-pending)

5. 74 MW Rugged Solar (approved in 2015-pending)

6. 60 MW Boulevard Solar (formerly Soitec’s Tierra Del Sol Solar) (approved in 2015-pending)
7. 100MW Boulevard Energy Storage (proposed)

8. 20MW Starlight Solar (Boulevard) (proposed-ISO queue #1432)

9. 90 MW Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) Solar (MUP pending-ISO queue # 1532))

10. 50 MW Kumeyaay Wind (existing-2005) (Campo Reservation) ($55 million)

11. 131 MW Tule Wind Phase | (existing-2017)

12. Tule Wind 138kV Gen-tie line to Boulevard Substation (existing-2017)

13. 155 MW Energia Sierra Juarez Wind (cross-border -existing-2015) ($300 million)
14. 20MW Jacumba Solar (existing- Aug 2017- I1SO grid queue # 644A)

15. ECO Substation and 13.3 mile 138 kV line (existing- 2015)($435 million)

16. Boulevard Substation rebuild (existing-2015) (part of ECO Substation project)
17. 265 MW Ocotillo Wind (existing-2012) (just east of Jacumba & Boulevard)

18. 500 kV Sunrise Powerlink (existing-2012) ($1.9 billion)

19. 500 kV Southwest Powerlink (existing-1983)

20. Rough Acres Ranch MUP PDS2012-3300-12-02 (pending)

ALTERNATIVES:

e Any additional renewable energy projects should be installed in the already built urban and
suburban areas including residential and commercial rooftops, (over 700 MW installed in SDG&E
territory already), parking shade structures, reservoirs, closed landfills and other brownfields.

e The general predominantly low-income Boulevard area has already been disproportionately
impacted with no justification to further impact those already suffering.

e If San Diego County’s goal is to totally transform our beautiful area into a commercial industrial
energy zone to benefit others then impacted and willing property owners should be bought out
at a price that will allow them to replace what they have now in an area free of turbines and
solar projects, and to cover increased property taxes , too.

Below is GE’s biggest onshore wind turbine that dwarfs the barn and other buildings below it. A
prototype for GE Renewable Energy’s Cypress platform is now fully operational, producing power at a
rated level of 5.3 MW in Wieringermeer, the Netherlands. The platform represents GE’s largest onshore

wind turbine in operation to date*®

Please note the size of the barns and other buildings at base of this monster turbine. The height of this
new turbine is not readily apparent. Is this what’s next for Boulevard?? Would you want your family to
live like this?

o https://nawindpower.com/ge-installs-prototype-of-its-biggest-onshore-wind-
turblne?utm medium=email&utm _source= LNH+03-15-2019&utm campalgn NAW-+Latest+News+Headlines
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Thank you for consideration of these comments...Any errors or omissions are unintentional.

Attachment: Stetzer Electric WT EMF letter
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY Gavin Newsom, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 11

4050 TAYLOR STREET, MS-240 Py 2
SAN DIEGO. CA 92110 Making Conservation
PHONE (619) 688-6075 a California Way of Life.
FAX (619) 688-4299

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

February 13, 2019
11-SD-8
PM 64.16
Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line & Substation Facilities
Major Use Permit # PDS2018-MUP-19-002

Ms. Bronwyn Brown

Land Use/Environmental Planner -
County of San Diego

Planning and Development Services

5510 Overland Avenue, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Ms. Brown:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
review process for the Major Use Permit (MUP) for the Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line &
Substation Facilities located near Interstate 8 (I-8) at Ribbonwood Road, near
Boulevard. The mission of Caltrans is to provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and
efficient transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability. The
Local Development-Intergovernmental Review (LD-IGR) Program reviews land use
projects and plans to ensure consistency with our mission and state planning priorities.

Caltrans has the following comments:

Traffic Control Plan/Hauling

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has discretionary authority with
respect to highways under its jurisdiction and may, upon application and if good cause
appears, issue a special permit to operate or move a vehicle or combination of vehicles
or special mobile equipment of a size or weight of vehicle or load exceeding the
maximum limitations specified in the California Vehicle Code. The Caltrans
Transportation Permits Issuance Branch is responsible for the issuance of these special
transportation permits for oversize/overweight vehicles on the State Highway System.
Additional information is provided online at:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/trafficops/permits/index.html

A Traffic Control Plan is to be submitted to Caltrans District 11, including the
interchanges at I-8/Ribbonwood Road, at least 30 days prior to the start of any

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability "



Ms. Bronwyn Brown
February 13, 2019
Page 2

construction. Traffic shall not be unreasonably delayed. The plan shall also outline
suggested detours to use during closures, including routes and signage.

Potential impacts to the highway facilities (I-8) and traveling public from the detour,
demolition and other construction activities should be discussed and addressed
before work begins.

If you have any questions, please contact Mark McCumsey at (619) 688-6802 or by
email at mark.mccumsey@dot.ca.gov.

Sincerely, W

L(( (NN fEraeNe]

MELINA PEREIRA, Acting Branch Chief
Local Development and Intergovernmental Review Branch

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability"



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY Gavin Newsom, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 11

4050 TAYLOR STREET, MS-240 -
SAN DIEGO, CA 92110 Making Conservation
PHONE (619) 688-6075 a California Way of Life.
FAX (619) 688-4299

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

March 6, 2019

11-SD/IMP-|-8

PM 66.7

Boulder Brush Gen-tie Line and Switchyard Facilities for the Campo Wind Project
NOP SCH#2019029094

Ms. Bronwyn Brown

San Diego County

5510 Overland Ave., Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

Dear Ms. Brown

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the Notice of Preparation for the Boulder Brush Gen-tie Line
and Switchyard Facilities for the Campo Wind Project located near Interstate 8 (I-8) between
Ribbonwood Drive and McCain Valley Road. The mission of Caltrans is to provide a safe,
sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance California’s economy and
livability. The Local Development-Intergovernmental Review (LD-IGR) Program reviews land
use projects and plans to ensure consistency with our mission and state planning priorities.

Caltrans has the following comments:

Please include comments from our previous letter dated on February 13, 2019 when preparing
your Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).

Traffic Impact Study
A traffic impact study (TIS) is necessary to determine this proposed project's near-term and

long-term impacts to the State facilities — existing and proposed — and to propose appropriate

mitigation measures.

e The geographic area examined in the TIS should also include, at a minimum, all
regionally significant arterial system segments and intersections, including State
highway facilities where the project will add over 50 to 100+ peak hour trips.

e In addition, the TIS could also consider implementing vehicles miles traveled (VMT)
analysis into their modeling projections.

e Any increase in goods movement operations and its impacts to State highway
facilities should be addressed in the TIS.

e The data used in the TIS should not be more than 2 years old.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, mtegrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance Califorma’s economy and livability”
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e Please provide Synchro Version 10 files.

Right-of-Way

Any work performed within Caltrans’ right-of-way (R/W) will require discretionary review and
approval by Caltrans and an encroachment permit will be required for any work within the
Caltrans’ R/W prior to construction. As part of the encroachment permit process, the applicant
must provide an approved final environmental document including the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) determination addressing any environmental impacts within the Caltrans’
R/W, and any corresponding technical studies.

If a highway closure plan is needed as part of the encroachment permit, it should be
submitted to Caltrans at least 30 days prior to initiating installation of the crossings. No
work shall begin in Caltrans’ Right of Way (R/W) until an encroachment permit is
approved.

Please see Chapter 600 of the Encroachment Permits Manual for requirements regarding
utilities and state R/W': http://www.dot.ca.gov/trafficops/ep/manual.html

Please see Chapter 17 of the Plan Preparation Manual for requirements regarding utilities and
state R/W: http://www.dot.ca.gov/design/cadd/manuals/ppm.html

Early coordinate with Caltrans is recommended. If you have any questions, please contact
Charlie Lecourtois, of the Caltrans Development Review Branch, at (619) 688-6705 or Trent
Clark, of the Developmental Review Branch, at (619) 688-3140 or by e-mail sent to
trent.clark@dot.ca.gov.

" o oo,

MELINA PEREIRA, Acting Branch Chief
Local Development and Intergovernmental Review Branch

Enclosure

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



From: Billie Jo Jannen, Chairman
Campo Lake Morena Community Planning Group

To:  Project Manager Bronwyn Brown
San Diego County Planning and Development Services
March 14, 2019

Re; Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line & Substation Facilities: PDS2019-MUP-19-002;
ER 19-16-001 Notice of Preparation

Dear Ms. Brown:

Our planning group voted unanimously to endorse and support the Boulevard Planning
Group’s comments in opposition to Boulder Brush Gen-Tie line, Substation Facilities and
height limit waiver, with the following additional comments:

We disagree with staff’s characterization of greenhouse gas emissions (VIII.
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS, p. 21) as a “less than significant impact.” In fact,
tons of carbon will be released permanently from soil and plants that currently sequester
it, and county assessments continue to snub sensible quantification of those releases.

1. Soil carbon releases need to be quantified. According to research on carbon
sequestration in arid biomes, soil sequestration — and not surface vegetation — is the
greater part of local greenhouse gas-holding capacity.

According to the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations: “In dryland
environments, soil organic carbon in the first 100 cm soil amounts to about 4
tons/hectare.” http://www.fao.org/3/y5738e/y5738e07.htm#TopOfPage

Subsoil biological agents — mostly bacteria — sequester this carbon and are permanently
destroyed when the soil is disturbed. https://phys.org/news/2014-04-arid-areas-absorb-
unexpected-amounts.html.

According to the 2014 study Spatial Distribution of Soil Organic Carbon and Its
Influencing Factors in Desert Grasslands of the Hexi Corridor, Northwest China, arid
regions worldwide contain 40 times more carbon than what has been released due to
human activity, adding, “soils in these regions are fragile and may experience
degradation, desertification, wind erosion, and overgrazing. Small changes in soil
conditions can modify the original balance of soil carbon cycle, increase the C loss from
soil, and release more greenhouse gases into the atmosphere. Therefore, SOC storage in
the desert-grassland ecosystem is a critical component of global C cycle and has a
considerable effect on reducing the rate of enrichment of atmospheric CO,.”
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3986398/

Unimpaired natural systems will not only hold the carbon they have, but will hold even
more as atmospheric CO2 increases, making them an irreplaceable GHG-buffering
resource. www.currentscience.ac.in/Volumes/106/10/1357.pdf




If planners are serious about greenhouse gas reduction, it is unforgivable that this has
been ignored in project applications in San Diego County. Staff has informed us several
times over the past three years that the science of soil sequestration is too new a concept
to allow project carbon releases to be included in local GHG calculations.

We reject this reasoning. Wildland and agricultural scientists have been studying soil
sequestration for over 30 years, and work has become intensive in recent years. Methods
of physical measurement and quantification have been refined and there is not a single
reason — other than simple disinclination -- for county staff to neglect consulting with
these experts. Some of these researchers are located right here in San Diego County. At
what point is the science “old” enough to be used for practical purposes?

2. The sequestration losses of this project would not be necessary without the
construction of the Campo and Torrey wind turbine projects. These impacts are all
cumulative, so the Boulder Brush EIR should present ALL of the GG releases coming
from this cluster of interdependent projects, and so should the Torrey Wind EIR.

3. The EIR should include transmission losses in its benefit calculations. When
generation is located miles from the majority of end users, it adds millions to the cost of
providing electricity to those users. Excess generation is required to replace long-distance
transmission losses, and this should also be quantified in any accounting of CO2 from a
remote source. Explanation and calculations for transmission and distribution losses can
be found on several websites. http://electrical-engineering-portal.com/total-losses-in-
power-distribution-and-transmission-lines- 1
https://www.eia.gov/tools/faqs/faq.cfm?id=105&t=3

4. Please use efficiency capacity and known production numbers from local
wind projects, rather than nameplate capacity, to provide estimates of what the new
projects will provide. Wind projects will never produce to nameplate capacity. The
public is given the impression that it's receiving (for example) 10 megawatts, when in
reality, it's getting 3, and the other 7 are coming from a fossil fuel peaker plant. These
projections are used to justify the destruction and expense of energy projects and should
be done honestly. https://www.eia.gov/tools/fags/faq.cfm?id=101&t=3
www.eia.gov/totalenergy/data/annual/pdf/sec17.pdf

In summary: Please do a full and correct greenhouse gas assessment to determine
how much carbon will be released cumulatively by these three related projects.
Please include plant/soil carbon releases, the carbon cost of metals and rare earths mining
and smelting, product fabrication and transport, concrete mixing, construction,
maintenance, transmission losses and decommissioning.

Sincerely

Billie Jo Jannen
(619) 415-6298
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To whom this may concern, | am writing this letter on behalf of the new generation that’s native
to east county area. I have lived here since 1998 and had experienced the outcome of the wind-
turbines since day one.

Therefore | am against the wind-turbine project there is a lot of conflict and destruction
that comes with these wind turbines. For example, they are affecting the air space to the birds
like the hawks, owls, blue jays and the ravens and bats that are known to fly into these turbines
due to the electric magnctic field that these turbines put out, also to mention their eco-system,
During the process of installing of these obstructions the native plant life is being destroyed do to
the amount of water that’s being used for building and safety procedures which in return depletes
the water sources and rips the land raw from its natural plant life that the wild life has inhibited it
is affecting the road runner, wild kangaroo mice the raccoons, rabbits the coyotes, mountain
lions, bob- cats A.K.A lynx, Deer and the rams which are located in arcas starting from Inko-pa
mountain through McCain valley and the mountainous areas where wind-turbines are located the
list goes on but these wind-turbines affect a major part of these animals cco-system and the
natural springs that are linked with numerous other natural springs in the area which happen to
already be affected due to expansion of population and the rural construction sites that are taking
place in San-Diego.

In addition no one has thought to take into consideration the artifacts that have been left
behind by the Kumeyaay natives that once roamed these lands freely there are petroglyphs in
these mountains and remains of pottery left behind that are not normally heard of but as a native
these are found to be sacred and not spoken of leaving the grounds remained lcft alone.

Despite from that there are a lot of concernment towards the health of those who live near
or within the radius of these wind-turbines it has been documented that industrial-scale wind
turbines, now approaching within 600 ft. with a blade span as large as a 747 airplane, do generate
audible mechanical and aerodynamic noise, low- frequency noise, vibrations and generally
inaudible infrasound can cause chronic sleep disruption, panic-attacks and other adverse stress
response impacts on people and other living things within a radius of several miles. I for one
have been experiencing these symptoms I experience waking up on a consecutive day at 2-3 in
the morning and occasions nausea in the mornings what first came to my mind was what could
be causing this then I thought perhaps it’s the wind turbines due to the clectric magnetic field it
puts out while in service, sure thing I found facts that do support wind turbines that create these
affects. So I come to a conclusion that these are affecting the health of those within its radjus and
it’s affecting the wild life as well and all the native artifacts left behind on these lands.

X ol ot
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To whom this may concern, I am writing this letter on behalf of the new generation that’s native
to east county area. I have lived here since 1998 and had experienced the outcome of the wind-
turbines since day one.

Therefore I am against the wind-turbine project there is a lot of conflict and destruction
that comes with these wind turbines. For example, they are affecting the air space to the birds
like the bawks, owls, blue jays and the ravens and bats that are known to fly into these turbines
due to the electric magpetic ficld that these turbines put out, also to mention their eco-systcm.
During the process of installing of these obstructions the native plant life is being destroyed do to
the amount of water that’s being used for building and safety procedures which in return depletes
the water sources and rips the land raw from its natural plant life that the wild life has inhibited it
is affecting the road runner, wild kangaroo mice the raccoons, rabbits the coyotes, mountain
lions, bob- cats AK.A lynx, Deer and the rams which arc located in areas starting from Inko-pa
mountain through McCain valley and the mountainous areas where wind-turbines are located the
list goes on but these wind-turbines affect a major part of these animals eco-system and the
natural springs that are linked with numerous other natural springs in the area which happen to
already be affected due to expansion of population and the rural construction sites that are taking
place in San-Diego.

In addition no onc has thought to take into consideration the artifacts that have been left
behind by the Kumeyaay natives that once roamed these lands freely there are petroglyphs in
these mountains and remains of pottery left behind that are not normally heard of but as a native
these are found to be sacred and not spoken of leaving the grounds remained left alone.

Despite from that there are a lot of concernment towards the health of those who live near
or within the radius of these wind-turbines it has been documented that industrial-scale wind
turbines, now approaching within 600 ft. with a blade span as large as a 747 airplane, do generate
audible mechanical and acrodynamic noise, low- frequency noise, vibrations and generally
inaudible infrasound can cause chronic sleep disruption, panic-attacks and other adverse stress
response impacts on people and other living things within a radius of several miles. I for one
have been experiencing these symptoms I experience waking up on a consecutive day at 2-3 in
the moming and occasions nausea in the mornings what first came to my mind was what could
be causing this then I thought perhaps it’s the wind turbincs due to the electric magnetic field it
puts out while in service, sure thing I found facts that do support wind turbines that create these
affects. So I come to a conclusion that these are affecting the health of those within its radius and
it’s affecting the wild life as well and all the native artifacts left behind on these lands.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
Cultural and Environmental Department

1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100

West Sacramento, CA 95691 Phone (916) 373-3710

Email: nahc@nahc.ca.gov
Website: http://www.nahc.ca.gov
Twitter: @CA_NAHC

March 6, 2019

Bronwyn Brown

San Diego County

5510 Overland Ave., Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

RE: SCH# 2019029094 Boulder Brush Gen-tie Line and Switchyard Facilities for the Campo Wind Project, San Diego
County

Dear Ms. Brown:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP), Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or Early Consultation for the project referenced above. The California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code §21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code
§21084.1, states that a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource, is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.1; Cal.
Code Regs., tit.14, §15064.5 (b) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5 (b)). If there is substantial evidence, in light of the
whole record before a lead agency, that a project may have a significant effect on the environment, an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR)} shall be prepared. (Pub. Resources Code §21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 5064
subd.(a)(1) (CEQA Guidelines §15064 (a)(1)}). In order to determine whether a project will cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are
historical resources within the area of potential effect (APE).

CEQA was amended significantiy in 2014. Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014) (AB 52) amended
CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, “tribal cultural resources” (Pub. Resources Code §21074)
and provides that a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code §21084.2).
Public agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code
§21084.3 (a)). AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice of preparation, a notice of negative declaration,
or a mitigated negative declaration is filed on or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or
amendment to a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or
after March 1, 2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) {(SB 18). Both
SB 18 and AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. [If your project is also subject to the federal National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consultation requirements of Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154 U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. §800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends consultation with California Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early as possible in order to avoid inadvertent
discoveries of Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources. Below is a brief summary
of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as well as the NAHC's recommendations for conducting cultural resources
assessments.

Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as compliance with any other
applicable laws.



AB 52

AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1.

3.

Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project: Within
fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public agency

to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or tribal
representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have requested
notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:
a. A brief description of the project.
b. The lead agency contact information.
c. Noftification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).
d. A “California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is on
the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
{Pub. Resources Code §21073).

Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe's Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a
Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated
negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1(b)).

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4

(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe: The following topics of consultation, if a tribe requests
to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:

a. Alternatives to the project.

b. Recommended mitigation measures.

c. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.
c. Significance of the project's impacts on tribal cultural resources.
d. [f necessary, project altematives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe may
recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process: With some

exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency to
the public, consistent with Government Code §6254 (r) and §6254.10. Any information submitted by a California
Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a confidential
appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in writing, to the
disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (c)(1)).

Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: [f a project may have a
significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency's environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact
on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).
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7.

10.

11.

Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the following
occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a
tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be
reached. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).

Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document: Any

mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2
shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation monitoring and
reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3,
subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (a)).

Required Consideration of Feasible Mitigation: If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code §21084.3 (b). (Pub. Resources
Code §21082.3 (e)).

Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse
Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:

a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:

i.  Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context.
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally
appropriate protection and management criteria.

b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values and
meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:

i.  Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.
ii. Protecting the traditional use of the resource.
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.

c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.

d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).

e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a non-federally recognized
California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect a California
prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold conservation
easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed. (Civ. Code §815.3 (c)).

f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave artifacts
shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code §5097.991).

Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An Environmental

Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be adopted
unless one of the following occurs:

a. The consultation process between the fribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public
Resources Code §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code
§21080.3.2.

b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise failed
to engage in the consultation process.

¢. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources Code
§21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources Code
§21082.3 (d)).

The NAHC's PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52; Requirements and Best Practices”
may be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation CalEPAPDF.pdf
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SB 18

SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, and
consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of open
space. (Gov. Code §65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor’'s Office of Planning and Research's
“Tribal Consultation  Guidelines,” which can be found online at:
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09_14_05 Updated Guidelines_9822.pdf

Some of SB 18’s provisions include:

1. Tribal Consultation: If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a specific
plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC by
requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government must
consult with the tribe on the plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification to
request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe. {Gov. Code §65352.3
(a)2)).

2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal consultation.

3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and Research
pursuant to Gov. Code §65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information concerning
the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public Resources
Code §5097.8 and §5097.993 that are within the city's or county’s jurisdiction. (Gov. Code §65352.3 (b)).

4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:

a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures for
preservation or mitigation; or

b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in goed faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that
mutual agreement cannot be reached concemning the appropriate measures of preservation or mitigation.
(Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor's Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p. 18).

Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 and
SB 18. For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred Lands
File” searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation
in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends the
following actions:

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center
(http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1068) for an archaeological records search. The records search will
determine:

a. |[f part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

b. [f any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

c. [f the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

d. [f a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. Ifan archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing
the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American human
remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and not be
made available for public disclosure.

b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional CHRIS center.



3. Contact the NAHC for:

A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the Sacred
Lands File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for consultation
with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the project’s APE.

A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation concerning the project
site and to assist in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, failing both, mitigation measures.

4. Remember that the lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including tribal cultural resources) does
not preclude their subsurface existence.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plan provisions for the
identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered archaeological resources per Cal. Code Regs.,
tit. 14, §15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(f)). In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a
certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with knowledge of cultural resources
should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for
the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally
affiliated Native Americans.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for
the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains. Health and
Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98, and Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §15064.5,
subdivisions (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5, subds. (d) and (e)) address the processes to be
followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American human remains and associated
grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email

address: Steven.Quinn@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Steven Quinn
Associate Governmental Program Analyst

cc: State Clearinghouse



OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: 3’& pr== l l

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:

M,«JE& na ;eu
a%% Mﬁd-wwﬁdress

Phone # or email

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: );/12’49/ /2%

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:

T 4o [/’[em en2S <7 address

(E- 70 —7 §7% Phone # or email

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: 5/ QO// 19

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gsov
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Teci Lederman name
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen'’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical poliution testing and conduct
Health impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

pATE: 3 A5/ 9

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: 5//%} éO/ g

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:

C)U@A e~ 504‘/90/ name
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

address

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: 3-26-/9

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Vailey Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical poliution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

Bronwvn,brown @sdcounty.ca.gov
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RE: BOULDER BRUS;H GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO

WIND PROJECT: PD%SZOIQ-MUP-IQ-OOZ; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)



OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

pate: S RBS0 | Ci

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROIJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcountv.ca.gov
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROIJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones/!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, lberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed., Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Vailey Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kv line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying adverse impacts, San Diego
County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct Health
Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent approvals
allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and other
occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! Thank you...

7 .
(Comment lettgrfsjalé/yg/by March 18, 2019/

d

7
¥
&
S

-




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
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FROM:

}C’ bh:ﬂ LUC\% [f\tif'l hame

Qqq%’ R bbb gesd QGCLd Qﬁ@k,f\\QJQQdaddress
AR -TLl -y
SGWashed & YANeD - Lom Phone # or email

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&F’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
-Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

pATE: § -~/ 7

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:
- /c*,/é’ s /d&/ﬂj{i‘m e name

CZ07 /7{)7;% / 4‘ Xw"«w/ Ca /Kyéfﬁress
é/;’- /25 - f/’f.f////x/pf/(:é‘we’,é@zzﬂm, / zo. Phone # or email

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&F’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not vet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-
TIE LINE, CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
DATE: 2.5/
TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

FROM:
w9197, D jsilSans , name
;;7&/'/(; fe/ﬂg‘%{’/vﬂd) L iesen 47 KDJ) /24./(/’4‘7 (anddress
&A= /% 595 25 25 Phone # or email
RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES
FOR THE CAMPO WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-
19-16-001
This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie
line and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects.
These destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!
The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately impacted
by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind, Energia
Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra
Del Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum
Ranch), Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet
been announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.
Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution that
can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY'!
Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts, San
Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct Health
Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent approvals
allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and other occupied
structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!
(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-
TI} L}NE, CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
DATE: A/7/A¢) 9
TO: Broftyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

FROM:
L Sl w('l—S@’d name .
216 RbDogs weosd D PCIb addbss (905

e g pies & gevzefo Cer  Phone # or email
RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES
FOR THE CAMPO WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-
19-16-001
This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie
line and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects.
These destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!
The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately impacted
by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind, Energia
Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra
Del Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum
Ranch), Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet
been announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.
Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution that
can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!
Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts, San
Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct Health
Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent approvals
allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and other occupied
structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES'!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-
TIE , CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
DATE: | 0149

TO: Bronwyh Brotvn, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

FROM:

‘:SéFF@@{ M@@s‘zﬁ&f)ﬁ) name
7420 RIBCoPwWOD ROKQ address BouLeumey, € 919

HlA701-440P BuVikHigre YR BOO.CAr*Phone # or email
RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES
FOR THE CAMPO WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-
19-16-001
This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie
line and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects.
These destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!
The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately impacted
by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind, Energia
Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra
Del Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (IVR) solar (Ketchum
Ranch), Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, JTewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet
been announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.
Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution that
can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!
Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts, San
Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct Health
Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent approvals
allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and other occupied
structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-
TIE LINE, CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
DATE: 3/0,/ 2019
TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

FROM: ‘ _ )
“lampaa, D Momenin | name
A Z‘é\ L4 NN 1 Podeviil, © address 1“”“5
(' {a] 1¢8-03 Phone # or email
RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES
FOR THE CAMPO WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-
19-16-001
This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie
line and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects.
These destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!
The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately impacted
by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind, Energia
Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra
Del Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum
Ranch), Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet
been announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.
Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution that
can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!
Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts, San
Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct Health
Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent approvals
allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and other occupied
structures. We deserve equal protectior under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE; 3-F -40 i €

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:;
%‘V\,é C:\\Q\,%P I name
Laygd MNihbenweed 2d

— ] BCu e /o eci address
G194 -768 - 4425
—Chenyi . Delozier I Yhhon poan_ Phone # or email

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&F’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kVv line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




&9

OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: 2%~ 20 (g

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:

HeHy (Hase name
A Flbbonwlopd @D
Devledarcd (A address
-7 -4~/ 3 _
Cheavi s Delnzirr < b dom Phone # or email

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits,

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)



GOPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROIJECTS

DATE: /?'/Za 14

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services

H5I0 Overland fwe, Suite 310

FROM:

Ropert  Morean name

2912, KiBBonwoop R address
“Pouwley Ay Cn QAlAaong
'Smg&g;-we. frudqhes. NET __Phorne # or email

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen's proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive profects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated o

individunl rooftops and in the cities where the majority @f energy is consumed. Qur rurol

sroporticnately
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instead of producing Industry-biased reports wrongfully d enying real-world adverse impacts,
>an Ulege County should fund independent noise and slectrical pollution testing and conduct

Health impact Assessments for those who are already suff fering from previous negligent
sporovals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far oo closs to hamas and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

{Cormien lus by 4 PM Ma
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OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPQO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

pATE: 3- 7~ e

TQ: Bronveyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Qverland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CAT23123

Bronwyn.oroen@sdoounty.oa. poy

FROM:

” .

S PRV A4 w
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A2 //w f h et iwoend e address
:’?
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SHe oy & Hrirolee Ao T Phore # or email

77 {

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal oppesition to Terra-Gen's proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind aﬁ Ts;rmv Wind m@je&tsg These

and praperty v:ﬁw:s are not energy Sf;*sr{?’faa zones!

cumba area is atready dispraportionately
exizting 125 mé si’fs’ai wtra.s:i turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, therdroda’s Tule Wind,
2 Wind, SDGEE's Sunrise Pover ﬁfg&: S@mhw&%{ F‘;ﬁweféiﬂk, ECO Substation,
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Wind, solag, and related éﬁefﬂv infrastructure projects géﬁﬂf&‘?ﬁ nioise and elec pol i&mm

that can barm people, pets, |

instead of producing industry-biased reparts wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San o Lo i.”%t‘y should fund independent noise and slectrical poiiution testing and conduct

Health img::aﬂ‘i Assessments for those who are a'iready suffering from pravious negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other accupied structures, We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

[Comment leiters are due by 4 PM Marc




JPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATL. :3/10 ! 19

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
=510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

FROM:
\al e e Morrouw ame
2o Ridanweed €4 | PNA. CIr 916X qdress
Vadhound ¢/ ﬁm[/u |, can Phone # or emat:

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Bouider Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind proiects. Tnes:
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Dei
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranchj,
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical poliution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
-<fi€r occupiea structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

{Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




~PPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE.
“AMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

i 3

DAT: -0 i\

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
=510 Overiand Ave. Suite 310
san Diego, CA 92123

Bronwyn.brown@sdcot £8.20Y
FROM: v
VamiCe 3\ O\\L 7 e
2L \\ l Lm X 'f\i.& \:'é . saaress
Y (:'f.» ‘3 ¢.62 Y A Phone # or ema:

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPC
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms mv formal obposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind proiecis. 7rie:-
destructive projects are not needed. Renewabie energy can and should be generatea orn
individual rooftopos and in the cities where the maioritv of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantlv low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is alreadv disproportionateiv
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumevaav Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wing.
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind. SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink. Southwest Powerlink. ECO Substation.
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line. and Jacumba Solar: AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar {Tierra Det
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage {Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranchj,
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not vet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical poliution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY:

instead ot producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical poiiution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering trom previous negligent
approvais aliowing wind turbines and other energy Infrastructure rar too ciose to homes ang
~xii€F occupieda structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

{Comment letters are due bv 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DAT:. ?9//‘9//7

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
:E10 Overland Ave. Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
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BONWYNL OrOWN@sotountyv.ca.eoy
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2910 LibBetieop fp PTER
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind proiects. Thes:
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generatea of;
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionateiy
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Def
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranchj},
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not vet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind. solar. and related enerav infrastructure proiects generate noise and electrical nolfution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
san Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
--1ier occuplea structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

{Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kv line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)



OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

i
DATE: %//,{/é/ L6/
4
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES|

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen'’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

T

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and

other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Qur rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim}), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protectijon under the law! NO MORE TURBINES]

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO

WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MU P-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen'’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on '
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly loW—income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, tberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&F’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kv line, and Jlacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road}, Boulevard Sofar {Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim} , Jacumba Valley Ranch (IVR) solar {Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased feports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
5an Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollutien testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and ather energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MU P-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie iine
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewgble energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of en ergy is consumed. Our rurqgl
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kv line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar {(Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch {JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, jewel Valley}, and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits,

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES]

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen'’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, lberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim}, Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: =17+ (9

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch},
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

= . § 7Y
DATE: - | [—1

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

Bronwyn.brown®@sdcountv.ca.gov
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RE. BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen'’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

pate: 5 /711

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen's proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: i W’flr

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.eov

FROM: B
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES)!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: 5 - 17 -1

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.zov
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE/INE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN'’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM:
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kv line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough-Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical poliution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECT S

March 18, 2019

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310

San Diego, CA 92123
Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM: Cole Dotson %
38236 Tierra Real Rd -

Boulevard, CA 91505

Cole.dotson@protonmail.com

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-18-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Ger's proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on

individuat rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our ruraf
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba zrea is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 133kv line, and Jacumba Selar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim}, Jacumba Vailey Ranch (JVR} solar {Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Vailey), and potentially others that have not vet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical poilution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying reai-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical poliution testing and conduct
Health impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve eque! protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: 3-/8-/9

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, iberdrola’s Tule Wind
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch)
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

+
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Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

&
(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

pate: 91 g/ /7

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar {Tierra Del
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim} , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

I

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS
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DATE: 5//

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

Bronwyn.brown @sdeounty.ca.coy

FROM:
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)



OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: 3///6/!?

TO: Bronwyn é/rown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&F’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar {Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim} , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch)
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.
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Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical poliution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES !

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: S"”fg’ i“i

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

I

FROM:
4/%2{;@ %mf name

% ey 77971 foatey e adires
L19-575~ 057 ! Phone # or email -

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar {Ketchum Ranch)
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Fa

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm peaple, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: 8"‘( &" ‘/ ?

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

iEsdoouniv.cagoy

FROM:

gfk}.nLe;/ Aj&md name
F@ Se)?/ C?[ﬁ 3 { (3"0 e dotay/ CA address
6(61"‘- ‘?é(n‘ iOI’JO Phone # or email

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROIJECT: PD52019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar {Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

rs

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Heaith Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: _A-1&19

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123
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FROM:
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2949 WL Vit 5 Sty 77
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RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

; C-hpqc“\%g%m/ Phone # or email

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not-needed-Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, lberdrola’s Tule Wind
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E's Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kv line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

2

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: -2 (AMpR (¢

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

e e

STOWREISTCOuUniy.ca. g0y

FROM
Ao dMathew I Peter name
W\UQW b‘l‘l‘:/ofi)h‘:.\fh”ﬁ&% ;J . (O address
i

Phone # or email

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen's proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual roaftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&F’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol}, Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim}, Jacumba Valley Ranch {JVR} solar (Ketchum Ranch)
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

2

7

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

paTE: L (9631

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

Bron wstoounly ca.goy

FROM:
FEAAALES ALEX name
L2 Rivemadew s dr _ address

5 ANV ed Phone # or email

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard /Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&F’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol) , Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim), Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar (Ketchum Ranch)
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced. These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

7

P

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)




Environmental Review Committee

‘ﬁ _ San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inc.
W/

o 14 March 2019

To: Ms. Bronwyn Brown
Department of Planning and Development Services
County of San Diego
5510 Overland Avenue, Suite 310
San Diego, California 92123

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
Boulder Brush Gen-Tie Line and Switchyard Facilities
for the Campo Wind Project
PDS2019-MUP-19-002, Log No. PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

Dear Ms. Brown:

Thank you for the Notice of Preparation for the subject project, received by this Society
last month.

We are pleased to note the inclusion of cultural resources in the list of subject areas to be
addressed in the DEIR, and look forward to reviewing it during the upcoming public
comment period. To that end, please include us in the distribution of the DEIR, and also
provide us with a copy of the cultural resources technical report(s).

SDCAS appreciates being included in the County's environmental review process for this
project.

Sincerely,

ées W. Royle, Jr., Cha:Zion

Environmental Review Committee

cc: SDCAS President
File

P.O. Box 81106 San Diego, CA 92138-1106 (858) 538-0935



OPPOSITION TO TERRA-GEN’S PROPOSED BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE,
CAMPO WIND, AND TORREY WIND PROJECTS

DATE: M}QOI 9

TO: Bronwyn Brown, Planning & Development Services
5510 Overland Ave, Suite 310 '
San Diego, CA 92123

Bronwyn.brown@sdcounty.ca.gov

FROM

Z-/ St‘lﬁh no N name

M.LLM_MLaJ_:L_addmss T le MT, /ZJ [)uﬂ‘s «p T
Qﬂzﬁm@—@—?—wﬁm—%one#or ?nca/ll ,oroper+1l

RE: BOULDER BRUSH GEN-TIE LINE & SWITCHYARD FACILITIES FOR THE CAMPO
WIND PROJECT: PDS2019-MUP-19-002; PDS2019-ER-19-16-001

This letter confirms my formal opposition to Terra-Gen’s proposed Boulder Brush Gen-tie line
and switchyard facilities, and their connected Campo Wind and Torrey Wind projects. These
destructive projects are not needed. Renewable energy can and should be generated on
individual rooftops and in the cities where the majority of energy is consumed. Our rural
communities, quality of life, and property values are not energy sacrifice zones!

The predominantly low-income Boulevard / Jacumba area is already disproportionately
impacted by the existing 129 industrial wind turbines at Kumeyaay Wind, Iberdrola’s Tule Wind,
Energia Sierra Juarez Wind, SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink, Southwest Powerlink, ECO Substation,
Boulevard Substation and 138kV line, and Jacumba Solar; AND the proposed Campo Wind,
Torrey Wind, Rugged Solar (Rough Acres Ranch-Ribbonwood Road), Boulevard Solar (Tierra Del
Sol), Boulevard Energy Storage (Tule Jim) , Jacumba Valley Ranch (JVR) solar {(Ketchum Ranch),
Starlight Solar (Empire Ranch, Jewel Valley), and potentially others that have not yet been
announced, These projects represent a host of damages and little to no local benefits.

Wind, solar, and related energy infrastructure projects generate noise and electrical pollution
that can harm people, pets, livestock, and wildlife for miles around. And they are UGLY!

Instead of producing industry-biased reports wrongfully denying real-world adverse impacts,
San Diego County should fund independent noise and electrical pollution testing and conduct
Health Impact Assessments for those who are already suffering from previous negligent
approvals allowing wind turbines and other energy infrastructure far too close to homes and
other occupied structures. We deserve equal protection under the law! NO MORE TURBINES!

(Comment letters are due by 4 PM March 18, 2019)
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2019 WIND TURBINE NEIGHBOR SURVEY

I am a resident of the Boulevard area in rural Eastern San Diego County. In late 2005, the 25-2MW
Gamesa turbines started operation at Kumeyaay Wind on the Campo Reservation. In late 2017, the 57-
2.3 MW GE turbines started operation nearby, at lberdrola’s Tule Wind, with 52 of the 57 turbines
installed on previously protected public BLM land in McCain Valley and 5 installed on private land owned
by Hamann Company related entities. Now, Terra-Gen plans about 90 new 4.2 MW turbines on the
Campo Reservation and private ranch land owned by GM Gabrych Family Limited Partnership.

Since the existing wind turbines started operation, or since | moved into the area, | have noticed the
following issues that either started or got worse for myself and/or my family members:

Symptoms and other issues/impacts are checked/circled below:

_Z‘_noise / vibrations
Llow rumbling, whooshing, grinding sounds
__sleep disruption / being startled awake
__chronic fatigue / loss of energy
____headache/migraines
_____vertigo (spinning or moving sensation)
___nausea or stomach pain

concentration/memory issues
____irritability, feeling on edge, or jittery
____unexplained panic attacks/anxiety
Lringing or buzzing in the ears
___pressure in chest
___ sinus or breathing problems / asthma
__heart fluttering, racing, or heart attack
_)(_increased blood pressure or blood sugar
__depression or unusual mood swings
___ visual blurring or eye pain

unexplained rashes

joint and muscle pain—
____cancer or benign tumors. Type of cancer?

__electrical interference at home /office
Ldisrupted TV, cell, satellite service
___increased static electricity

blade shadow flicker / strobe effect

F-~A<X_flashing night lights

ZE other issues not listed here

Symptoms seem worse when:

inside home / office

Loutside

E distracted by motion of turbines
changes in air pressure / wind direction

Do symptoms get better or go away when you
leave the area for days or weeks and then
return when you get back?

___ Yes #No

In your opinion, are existing turbines too close

to homes /offices?

_ﬁYes ___No

Do the turbines make you want to move?

#Yes ___No

Have you filed any complaints over the
turbines?
Yes No

If yes, have you been contacted by San Diego
County, BLM, Bureau of Indian Affairs, health
officers, or wind turbine owners asking about or
investigating your complaints: __ Yes_ No

If yes, was any help / investigations
(noise/electrical/heaith) offered or provided?
___Yes No

I declare that this information is true to the
best of my knowledge:

pATE_MWgreh 1Y . Q019

NAME: Lw\\A_Lau SL\{Q“V\Q B

aooress: 25% 7 Ribbonw oo d Rc&
Zoulevard, ca

PHONE / EMAIL (optional): &/j) 7233 ¢« i( { O

Additional personal comments are on back
of this page.




FROM : Murphy Smith
Paloma Way

Boulevard CA 91905

My name is Murphy Smith, and | am writing this to voice my opposition to the Campo Wind
project and associated Terra-Gen power tie. Since 1999, my family has owned property which is about
a mile outside the eastern border of the Campo Reservation. | spent my teenage years there and my
brothers grew up there, so the land is sacred to us. | moved there again a few years ago in an effort to
help maintain the property and keep it safe from fires and other threats; threats which now include the
impending encroachment of hazardous industrial scale wind turbines.

Our property includes rolling hillsides and an immaculate view of the western horizon. This
view is of the currently beautiful Campo Reservation and the surrounding mountains. From high
points of our property we have a view to the North, which for about a decade now includes the wind
turbines along Interstate 8. At night our northern horizon is a line of blinking red lights, which is now
threatening to extend like a snake along our western horizon, surrounding our property along 180
degrees. What a change that would be from what it is now; a sky that on some nights you can still
peer into the deepest, darkest black you have ever seen, glittering with stars barely dimmed by light
pollution. Shame on anyone who presents the notion that replacing our stars with endlessly blinking
red orbs signaling mass avian death is an acceptable or forgivable solution. Shame on San Diego
County for killing the sky, the sky dwellers, and the stars.

The health effects of living in close proximity to these machines is still unknown, but
communities like ours should not be used as testing beds to discover what they are, effectively turning
us into guinea pigs. Many people recovering from illness move here to live in an environment which is
nurturing and healing, away from the toxins of urban or suburban areas. My girlfriend Christina is one
of those people suffering from many coexisting medical conditions. One of these is dysautonomia,
which affects the autonomic and nervous system and makes one more sensitive to sensory
disturbances. She has visited McCain Valley, another site nearby with many wind turbines, with me
several times, and being close to the shadow flicker and repetitive noise affected her balance enough
that she could not walk without holding on to me. | worry for residents here, many of which are elderly
and have conditions which could be exacerbated by these industrial machines. The current research,
much of which is biased by being wind-industry sourced, states that the effects are simply
"annoyances". | would like to know where the line between an annoyance and a legitimate health
issue lies. A tiny lump on your body is "annoying"- until it is diagnosed as cancer. Shame on San
Diego County for not listening to its citizens when they were ill, allowing a tiny lump to become a



growing cancer.

One of the most disturbing aspects of this project is the blatant environmental racism. At one
time | did not oppose this project, as | generally support so-called green energy and also support the
Campo tribe and their sovereignty. However, after talking to many members of the tribe who actually
live on the reservation | was surprised to find out how many of them oppose the project, as it seems to
be rolling over them without their support. The project seems to be only for the profit of the BIA and
certain key higher-ups of the tribe, particularly tribal council members Michael Connolly Miskwish and
Ralph Goff. What is absolutely appalling about this is how they are being targeted by harmful
industrial energy developments which would not be allowed to take place in more affluent
communities, much as they were targeted in the 1990s by industrial scale waste disposal companies,
proving that these large corporations quite literally see the Campo reservation as a place to dump thieir
trash. The difference this time is that now there is an opportunity for public utility companies like
SDGE to make money from the projects as well, and city planners like Jim Whalen can't see the
exploitation of the Campo tribe when his eyes are too full of dollar signs. Shame on San Diego County
for joining the environmental racists. Shame on San Diego County for trying once again to dump its
trash on the Campo Reservation.

This issue is no different from countless other examples of the social injustice of environmental
racism such as the recent problems in Flint, Michigan or with the Dakota Access PipelLine and Standing
Rock. When an economically underserved and culturally repressed community has resources that
another community with more money and political strength wants, the latter community will stop at
nothing to take those resources away. The same forces that fractured a great people and put them on
land reservations, is now threatening to strip away that very same land. Shame on San Diego County,
for once again taking land and life away from the Campo people, who owned the land long before.

| hope that it is clear in these comments the general view toward these projects shared by this
community. This community will not stand still while being raped economically and environmentally.
We will fight back. We will not trade the beauty of our natural world only to fatten the pockets of
economic superpowers, while you lower our property values. We will not be deceived by the
propaganda of red man versus white man, or of clean energy versus dirty energy, or of humanity versus
nature, when the issue is really that of the haves versus the have-nots. San Diego County has taken a
stance against its own citizens and the people of the reservation through the actions of County
representatives like Jim Whalen, who has legally represented developers and who has a client list and
track record which is an obvious conflict of interest; Jim Whalen, who helped develop the Multiple
Species Conservation Program that U.S. District Court Judge Rudi Brewster ruled "would permit
monumental destruction" of protected species. By choosing to rely on Whalen's counsel instead of
true environmental lawyers, the County has shown the public its blatant disregard for environmental



justice. Shame on San Diego County for choosing a position against its own citizens and the land which
we call home.

Hopefully, mindful consideration of these and the countless other issues raised by the people
concerning this project will be considered by the County, not just the insatiable greed of a few key
players; perhaps then San Diego County will not have to bear the shame it is currently headed toward.

Thank you,

Murphy Smith



P
éQ\""' o u’””#

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

: S *
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research m
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit g
Gavin Newsom ' Kate Gordon
Governor Director
Notice of Preparation

February 15, 2019

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: Boulder Brush Gen-tie Line and Switchyard Facilities for the Campo Wind Project
SCH# 2019029094

Y e
Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Boulder Brush Gen-tie Line and
Switchyard Facilities for the Campo Wind Project draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific

information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead
Agency. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a
timely manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concems early in the

environmental review process.

Please direct your comments to: . .
_Broenwyn Brown
# San Diego County . .
5510 Overland Ave., Suite 310
San Diego, CA 92123

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.

If you have any questions about the environmental occument teview process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL 1-916-445-0613  state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov www.opr.ca.gov



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2019029094
Project Title Boulder Brush Gen-tie Line and Switchyard Facilities for the Campo Wind Project
Lead Agency San Diego County
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description Boulder Brush, LLC proposes an overhead (kV) gen-tie transmission line, a 500 kV substation, and a
switchyard on private land under the jurisdiction of the County of San Diego. The development footprint
of these facilities on private land totals approximately 200 acres. The Gen-tie would vary wind energy
from the proposed Campo Wind Energy Project on the Campo Indian Reservation to the existing
Sunrise Powerlink. The gen-tie line on private land would total approx. 3.5 miles in length, and include
32 steel poles at a maximum height of 150 feet. The applicant also proposes permanent and
temporary access roads, temporary staging areas, and a temporary concrete batch plant. Alithough the
maijority of the Campo Wind Project is not within the County’s jurisdiction and is not subject to the
County's land use regulations, the project for CEQA purposes is considered to be all facilities required
for the development of the Campo Wind Energy project.
‘Lead Agency Contact
Name Bronwyn Brown
Agency San Diego County
Phone (858)495-6516 Fax
email
Address 5510 Overland Ave., Suite 310
City San Diego State CA  Zip 92123
Project Location
County San Diego
City
Region
Cross Streets McCain Valley Rd., and Ribbonwood Rd.
Lat/Long 32°54'56"N/117°1'T"W
Parcel No. multiple
Township 16S Range 7E Section 36 Base
Proximity to:
Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways Tule Creek and unnamed drainages
Schools
Land Use Rural/ Rural Lands (RL-80)/ General Rural (S92)
Project Issues  Aesthetic/Visual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources;
Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Growth
Inducing; Landuse; Minerals; Noise; Wetland/Riparian; Water Supply; Water Quality; wildiife;
Vegetation; Traffic/Circulation; Toxic/Hazardous; Solid Waste; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading;
Public Services; Cumulative Effects
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Conservation; Cal Fire; Office of Historic Preservation; Department
Agencies of Parks and Recreation; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 5; Office of Emergency Services,

California; Califomia Energy Commission; Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities
Commission; Caltrans, District 11; Air Resources Board, Major Industrial Projects; State Water
Resources Control Board, Division of Drinking Water; Department of Toxic Substances Control;
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 9
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Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 2 o 1 9 0 2 9 0 9 4

Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P. O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613 SCH#
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Project Title: Boulder Brush Gen-tie Line and Switchyard Facilities for the Campo Wind Project
Lead Agency: County of San Diego (Attn: Planning and Development Services) Contact Person: Bronwyn Brown
Mailing Address: 5510 Overtand Avenue, Suite 310 Phone: (858) 495-5516
City: San Diego . Zip: 92123 County: San Diego
Project Location: County: San Diego City/Nearest Community: Boulevard
Cross Streets: McCain Valley Road and Ribbonwood Road Zip Code: 91905
Lat./Long.: 3254’ S6"NITI' "W Total Acres: see Project Description
Assessor’s Parcel No.: §28-220-02 & -03, 529-050-01, Section: 36 Twp.: 16S Range: 07E Base:
529-060-01, 529-090-02, 529-100-01 thru 03, 529-120-01, 529-120-03, 529-130-01, 611-010-01, -02 and -03,
Within 2 Miles:  State Hwy #: None Waterways: Tule Creek and unnamed drainages
Airports: None Railways: None Schools: None
Document Type: Gdlﬂlﬂi s
CEQA:  [X] NOP [ Draft EIR NEPA: [J NOI guﬁ ] Joint Document
[0 Early Cons [J Supplement/Subsequent EIR O EA FEB 1 19 J Final Document
) Neg Dec (Prior SCH No.) [ Draft EIS
O MitNegDec Ot STATECLEARING
Local Action Type:
[0 General Plan Update O Specific Plan [J Rezone [ Annexation
O General Plan Amendment [] Master Plan O Prezone O Redevelopment
O General Plan Element O Planned Unit Development ]  Use Permit (Major) [ Coastal Permit
D Community Plan [ SitePlan [ Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) [ Other
Development Type:
[ Residential: Acres ] Water Facilities: Type MGD
[ Office: Sq.ft. Acres Employees [ Transportation: Type
[0 Commercial: Sq.ft. Acres Employees CJ Mining;
[ Industrial:  Sq.ft. Acres Employees X Power: Type Wind MW
] Educational [C] Waste Treatment:Type MGD
O Recreational [J Hazardous Waste: Type
[ Other:
Project Issues Discussed in Document:
(X Aesthetic/Visual [ Floodplain/Flooding [ORecreation/Parks B3 Vegetation
Agricultural Land I3 Forest Land/Fire Hazard [OSchools/Universities X} Water Quality
& Air Quality X Geologic/Seismic OSeptic Systems X Water Supply/Groundwater
[X Archeological/Historical ~ [X] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [ JSewer Capacity X Wetland/Riparian
X Biological Resources XMinerals B4 Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading X wildlife
O Coastal Zone & Noise £ Solid Waste X Growth Inducing
[X) Drainage/Absorption- DOJPopulation/Housing Balance BJToxic/Hazardous BLand Use
) Economic/Jobs X Public Services/Facilities Transportation X Tribal Cultural Res.
OFiscal X Cumulative Effects B Energy Wildfire

X Other

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation:

Regional Categories: Rural  Land Use Designation: Rural Lands (RL-80)
Zoning: General Rural (S92)

Project Description: Boulder Brush, LLC proposes an overhead 230 kilovolt (kV) gen-tie transmission line, a 500 kV substation, and a
switchyard on private land under the jurisdiction of the County of San Diego. The development footprint of these facilities on private land
totals approximately 200 acres. The gen-tie line would carry wind energy from the proposed Campo Wind Energy Project on the Campo
Indian Reservation to the existing Sunrise Powerlink. The géh-tie line on private land would total approximately 3.5 miles in length, and

Note: The state Clearinghouse will assign identification numbers for all new projects. Ifa SCH number already exists for a January 2008
project (e.g. Notice of Preparation or previous draft document) please fill in.



520 W. Broadway
P.O. Box 25

Stetzer Electric, Inc.  Paaises.
Fax: (608) 989-2570
http://www.stetzerelectric.com

To whom it may concern,

In April 2018 I tested a variety of properties and locations around Niagara and Haldimand
Counties (Ontario) for ground current/stray voltage and for high frequency transients and
harmonics. The release of the details of each of those reports is at the discretion of the individual
property owners in question.

What I can confirm is the following: in each of the properties tested, varying degrees of electrical
distortion and contact current were found inside and outside the homes in question, even with the
power turned off. A number of these properties had been tested before the coming online of the
Niagara Regional Wind farm and at those previous times levels of electrical pollution were much
lower. Clear cases of violation of existing lax ground current standards during the April 2018
testing were found with for example 10 volts of current on a downwire being discharged into the
earth near the industrial wind turbine installations.

What are the sources?

Both wind and solar have major issues with complying with the Institute of Electrical and
Electronic Engineers Standards, specifically the IEEE 519. In most cases the electric utilities are
mandated to buy “Green Energy” such as wind and solar power. The inverters on the devices
generate harmonic currents and voltages as well as high frequency transients. These harmonic
currents, voltages, and transients are coupled to the electrical company’s transmission and
distribution system that is eventually connected to homes, business, and industry. This distorted
power causes appliances to fail, motors, wires, and transformers to overheat, inaccurate watt-
hour meter readings, and, according to the published peer-reviewed scientific research papers, a
drop in milk production in cows and other health issues associated with exposure to higher
frequencies.

The Guide for Applying Harmonic Limits on Power Systems (72) — May 4, 1996 states:

The electric utility is responsible for the quality of the voltage supplied to its customers.
This voltage can become distorted due to harmonics introduced by nonlinear loads within
customer facilities, due to harmonics introduced by nonlinear devices applied directly on
the power system (e.g. static var systems, high voltage dc converters, traction power
rectifiers, etc), or due to resonance conditions on the system. IEEE 519-1992 was
developed to help with the coordination that is needed to keep voltage distortion levels on
the overall system within reasonable limits.

Figure 1 below is copied from the IEEE 519 and shows the harmonic voltage distortion limits.

Stetger Ellectrie. Tue. 520, Broadway Blacn, W7 54616
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Table 1—Voltage distortion limits

Individual Total harmonic
Bus voltage I at PCC harmonic (%0) distortion THD (%0)
V<10kV 5.0 8.0
1kV<F<69kV 30 5.0
69 kV<FVF<161kV 1.5 2.5
161kV<V 1.0 15"

*High-voltage systems can have up to 2.0% THD where the cause is an HVDC ternunal
whose effects will have attenuated at points in the network where future users may be
connected.

Figure 1

Electrical distortion and contact current found during testing

In each of the properties tested, electrical pollution in the form of varying degrees of distortion
was found to be riding on the 60-cycle waveform. Also, with measurement taken between the
kitchen sink and floor in the homes, varying degrees of contact current were found. These were
highly distorted 60 Hz sine wave that were measured when the power to each home was turned
completely off. That indicates that there is nothing in the home causing his reading. Since the
power to the home was turned completely off, the sole responsibility for this is the electric utility
due to their use of the earth as a return path — a clear violation of electrical codes and rules. The
electric utility is responsible for the 60Hz and the issue should be addressed using sound
engineering practices.

A scientific report by Kavet published in Bioelectromagnetics states, “the absolute (as well as
modest) level of contact current modeled (18pnA) produces average electric fields in human
tissue along its path that exceed 1 mV/m. At and above this level, the NIEHS Working Group
[1998] accepts that biological effects relevant to cancer have been reported in “numerous well-
programmed studies™”.

Testing in a range of locations near the Niagara Regional Wind Farm shows high frequency
transients riding along ground current measurable on people’s properties. Again, the source of
the ground currents is clearly the responsibility of the electric utility once it is their lines. Instead
of keeping these electrical currents on their wires, they elect to put them onto the earth where
they come in contact with people and animals.

The National Electrical Safety Code, Rule 92D states: “Ground connection points shall be
arranged so that under normal circumstances there will be no objectionable flow of current over
the grounding conductor.”

The Wiley Encyclopedia of Electrical and Electronics Engineers states: “It is an unsafe practice
to allow current to flow over the earth continuously, uncontrolled. All continuously flowing
current must be contained within insulated electrical conductors.”

This is not an impossible task. Electrical Power Research Institute (EPRI) published a document
— Handbook for the Assessment and Management of Magnetic Fields Caused by Distribution
Lines, EPRI TR-106003, Project 3959-07, Final Report, December 1995 — which states: “A

Stetger Ellectrie. Tue. 520, Broadway Blacn, W7 54616
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