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County of San Bernardino

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT EIR

AND SCOPING MEETING
DATE: March 26, 2018
TO: Responsible Agencies and Interested Parties
SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report and Scoping
Meeting

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the County of San Bernardino
{County) must conduct a review of the environmental impacts of the Daggett Solar Power Facility
Project (Project). Implementation of the Project will require discretionary approvals from state and
local agencies, and therefore the Project is subject to the environmental review requirements of
CEQA. As the lead agency under CEQA, and due to the involvement of potentially significant
impacts to the environment, the County is therefore Issuing this Notice of Preparation (NOP) of
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Project.

PROJECT TITLE: Daggett Solar Power Facility
PROJECT APPLICANT: Daggett Solar Power 1, LLC

ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBERS: 0515-011-03,-14,-15; 0515-021-08, -07; 0515-041-09,-15,-
18,-21,-22,-28,-29; 0515-051-03,-04,-07,-09,-14,-15,-16,-17,-19,-22,-23,-24,-25,-31,-36,-37,-38;
0515-061-02,-19; 0515-071-12; 0515-111-05,-08,-07,-08,-09,-10,-12,-13,-14,-15,-16; 0515-131-
11,-12,-13,-36; 05156-161-04,-09,-29,-30

Gen-Tie/Transmission Line Altematives - #1 0515-061-17,-20,-21,-22; 0516-272-33; 0516-331-06;
0516-341-18; #2 05156-011-21; 0515-021-05; 0515-031-06,0515-041-03; 0515-131-15;0516-272-
07,-16,-33; 0516-331-06; 0516-341-01; #3 0515-011-21; 0515-021-05,-08: 0515-041-03; 0515-
131-15; 0516-272-33; 0516-331-06, 0516-341-18; #4 0515-031-06; 0515-041-03; 0515-051-30;
0515-131-15; 0516-272-33; 0516-331-06; 0516-341-18; #5 0516-272-33; 0515-061-17,-20,-21,-
22; 0516-341-18,-19; 0516-331-05,-06

PROJECT LOCATION

The Project site is located in unincorporated San Bernardino County; east of Barstow and
Daggett, south of Interstate 15 and the Mojave River, and north of interstate 40, and adjacent to
Barstow-Daggett Airport {(Figure 1). The Project area is situated within Township 9 North and
within Ranges 1 East and 2 East. The sections are Sections 13, 23, and 24 in Range 1 East;
Sections 7, 8, 15-19, 21, and 23 in Range 2 East (Figure 2). The Project site is located
approximately within the latitudes of 34.83° and 34.90° and within the longitudes of —=116.70° and
-116.88°.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Daggett Solar Power 1 LLC, a subsidiary of NRG Renew, LLC, {Applicant) proposes six (6)
Conditional Use Permits to construct and operate a solar energy generation and storage Project
on approximately 3,500 acres east of Daggett, CA in San Bernardino County. The proposed
Project would be a photovoltaic solar (PV) energy facility with associated on-site substations,
inverters, fencing, roads and supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) system of up to
650 Megawatts (MW). The Project would also include up to 450 MW of energy storage and an
overhead power line, referred to as a generation tie line (gen-tie line), which would connect the
Project to its points of interconnection which are the existing Southern California Edison-owned
Coolwater substations, located approximately two miles west of the Project site. The Project
would utilize existing electrical transmission infrastructure adjacent to the existing Coolwater
Generating Station to deliver renewable energy to the electric grid.

The Project site is flat and is generally bounded by the town of Daggett approximately 0.5 mile to
the west; the Mojave River, Yermo, and Interstate 15 to the north; Barstow Daggett Airport, Route
66, and Interstate 40 to the south; and Newberry Springs and Mojave Valley to the east.

The existing zoning designation for the Project site is Resource Conservation (RC). The RC
zonhing permits the development of renewable energy generation facilities with approval of a
Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Other related permits/County approvals include, but are not limited
to, a variance, which is requirad for the height of the transmission poles; road vacations, and/or a
lot line adjustment/lot merger/subdivision map and/or tentative parcel map to merge parcels that
comprise Project phases; encroachment permits; and airport land use compatibility approval. The
Project Is anticipated to be constructed in three phases and is seeking six separate CUPs to
facilitate Project phasing and financing. The phases would share certain facilities, such as the on-
site Project substations and generation tie (gen-tie) line. Development would occur on privately
owned land.

The site will repurpose existing electrical fransmission infrastructure previously used for fossil
fuel-based electricity generation. The Project is being designed in accordance with the County's
Solar Ordinance (an ordinance amending Chapiter 84.29, Renewable Energy Generation
Facilities) and the recently adopted General Plan's Renewable Energy and Conservation Element
(August 8, 2017). :

The Project area is also close to existing energy generation facilities, and other industrial uses.
These include the existing non-operating Coolwater Generating Station, a 626 MW natural gas
fired power plant, the 44 MW photovoltaic Sunray Solar Project, the Los Angeles Department of
Water and Power (LADWP) high voltage transmission corridor of approximately 1,000 feet In
width, several high voltage substations and transmission lines owned by Southern California
Edison (SCE), major highway and railroad infrastructure, and the Barstow Daggett Airport.

Overview of the Solar Facility

The Project consists of PV solar panels, mounted on a single axis tracking system that tracks the
sun. The tracking system is supported by steel piles and the panels are arranged into rows, which
are grouped into solar arrays or blocks. The design also includes inverters and transformers
mounted on small concrete pads and distributed across the site. Electricity produced by the arrays
would be collected and routed to an on-site substation. Each phase would have its own on-site
substation and battery storage system. From the on-site substations, each phase would include
a segment of the overhead gen-tie line, which would connect the Project to the existing SCE-
owned 115 and 230 kV Coolwater substations, which are adjacent to the Coolwater Generating
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Station. The Project would also include security fencing for all phases and an O&M building to be
constructed with the first phase.

Solar Array

Panels would be organized in rows in a uniform grid pattern, with each row separated by
approximately 10-20 feet (from post to post). A fixed tilt racking system, which does not frack the
sun, also may be used if deemed suitable. Panels are proposed to be a maximum of 20 feet in
height.

Inverters and Switchgear
Individual PV panels would be connected together in series to create a “string” to carry direct

current (DC) electricity. Strings of DC electricity would be routed to inverters, which would take
the DC output and convert it to alternating current (AC) electricity.

Substations

One new substation would be constructed as a part of each of the three Project phases. Each
substation would occupy an area of approximately 300 feet by 300 feet and would be surrounded
with security fence. From the new Project substations, a gen-tie line would be constructed to
connect the solar facility to its point of interconnection at the two existing substations (115 and
230 kV) owned and operated by SCE. Work to facilitate the gen-tie connection will occur primarily
inside the existing substations. Therefore, no expansion of the existing substations is anticipated.

Battery Storage
The Project is anticipated to include up to 450 MW of battery storage (on a total footprint of

approximately 16 acres) to be constructed in three phases corresponding to the phased
construction of the solar arrays. The battery storage systems are expected to be located sither
adjacent to each of the on-site Project substations or distributed throughout the solar arrays at
the inverter equipment pads or tracker rows.

Gen-Tie Lines

The gen-tie poles are expected to be up to 120 feet in height and would be capable of
accommodating both 115 and 230 kV electrical circuits. Each phase would share the gen-tie
facilities. Five primary alternative routes are being considered for the Project gen-tie lines. These
routes traverse the Project site from east to west and would be primarily along Silver Valley Road.
Portions of some alternatives may be under ground, particularly in the area of the LADWP right-
of-way. The gen-tie would be built out in sequences to match the phases of the solar Project.

Perimeter Fencing

Chain link fencing topped with one foot of barbed wire is proposed along the perimeter of the
Project site. Access gates would be provided at each site entry point. Substation sites and/or
battery storage sites may be separately fenced.

Lighting

Manual, timed, and motion sensor lights would be installed at equipment pads and substations
for maintenance and security purposes. Remote-controlled cameras and other security measures
would also be installed.

Other Infrastructure

An Operations and Maintenance (O&M)}) building of approximately 10,000 square feet would be
constructed on approximately 1.5 acres within the Project footprint, during the first phase of the
Project. The O&M building would serve to store spare parts, vehicles, and accommodate full and
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part-time staff associated with the Project. Water would come from on-site wells

The solar and energy storage Project access road would be approximately 24 feet wide and
composed of asphalt or native compacted material per County requirements.

Telecommunications equipment, such as fiber optic line, a SCADA (supervisory control and data
acquisition) system, and auxiliary power, would be installed throughout the Project, at each
inverter equipment pad, substation, and security system. Fire protection would also be included
per applicable requirements.

EIR SCOPE

As set forth in California Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq., and the CEQA
Guidelines, codified in the Califonia Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq, the
County has determined, based on substantial evidence and in light of the whole record before the
lead agency, that the Project may have a significant effect on the environment and that an
Environmental Impact Report shall be prepared for the Project. (PRC Sections 21080(d) and (e);
21082.2(d); 21083(b); CEQA Guidelines Sections 15060(d) and 15081)

The lead agency has initially identified the following environmental considerations as potentially
significant effects of the Project:

o Aesthetics o Hydrology and Water Quality
s Air Quality ¢ Land Use/Planning

e Agriculture s Mineral Resources

s Biological Resources ¢ Noise

¢ Cultural Resources e Traffic/Circulation

e Geology and Soils e Tribal Cultural Resources

¢ Greenhouse Gas Emissions e Mandatory Findings

e Hazards and Hazardous Materials of Significance

The EIR will assess the effects of the Project on the environment, identify potentially significant
impacts, identify feasible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate potentially significant
environmental impacts, and discuss potentially feasible alternatives to the Project that may
accomplish basic Project objectives while lessening or eliminating any potentially significant
Project impacts.

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES

A responsible agency means a public agency other than the lead agency, which has permitting
authority or approval power over some aspect of the overall Project. This Notice provides a
description of the Project and solicits comments from responsible agencies, trustee agencles,
federal, state and local agencies, and other interested parties on the scope and content of the
environmental document to be prepared to analyze the environmental impacts of the Project.
Comments received in response to this Notice will be reviewed and considered by the lead agency
in determining the scope of the EIR. Due to time limits, as defined by CEQA, your response should
be sent at the earliest possible date, but no later than thirty (30) days after publication of this
notice. We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the
environmental information that is germane to you or to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in
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connection with the Project. Your agency may need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when
considering your permit or other approval for the Project.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT

The NOP is available for public review on the County's website:
http://ems.sbcounty.gov/ius/Planning/Environmental/Desert.aspx.

Additionally, copy of the NOP is available for public review at the following locations:

San Bernardino County High Desert San Bernardino County Library
Government Center Barstow Branch

15900 Smoke Tree Street, Suite 1331 304 E. Buena Vista Street

Hesperia, CA 92345 Barstow, CA 92311

San Bernardino County Government Center Daggett Community Services District
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, Second 35277 Afton Street

Floor Daggett, CA 92327

San Bemardino, CA 92415

We would like to hear what you think. Comments and questions should be directed as follows,
before 4:30 p.m. on April 26, 2018:

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Phone: (809) 387-5036

Email:

Please include the name, phone number, and address of your agency’s contact person in your
response.

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

The CEQA process encaurages comments and questions from the public throughout the planning
process. Consistent with Section 21083.9 of the CEQA statute, a Public Scoping Meeting will be
held to solicit public comments on the scope and content of the EIR. The Public Scoping Meeting
will be held on:

Date and Time: April 11, 2018 from 4:00 to 7:00 pm
Place: Daggett Community Services District

35277 Afton Street
Daggett, CA 92327

Notice of Preparation
Daggett Solar Power Facility Project Page 50of 7 March 26, 2018



BLACK
BOUNTAM
WiLDERNESS

Notice of Preparation

Daggett Solar Power Facility Project

Figure 1. Project !._ocatlon

FORT Fwel

Page 6 of 7

P

LEGEND
I Project She Boundary
City
Military
BLM Wildemass
ey Freeway
=== Major Rond
—+ Rafircad J
> River

Tt )
0 Mies 4

March 26, 2018



Fiqyre z: _Proj/gct gta on USG§_ Quadrangles

'H? =
- -\__.‘_._."

Notice of Preparation
Daggett Solar Power Facllity Project Page 7 of 7 March 26, 2018



STATE OF CALIFORNIA f“ * E
GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH 5 o9 -
%f'n’r'm""
EDMUND G. BROWN JR. Ky ALEX
GOVERNOR DIRECTOR
Notice of Preparation
April 2, 2018
To: Reviewing Agencies
Re: Daggett Solar Power Facility
SCH# 2018041007 1

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Daggett Solar Power Facility
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 NQP from the I ead
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 concemns early in the
environmental réview process.

Please direct your comments to:

Tom Nievez

San Bernardinoe County

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182

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 document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.

Sincerely,

Cott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 10th Street P.0.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
1-916-322-2318 FAX 1-916-558-3184 www.opr.cagov



Document Details Report

State Clearinghouse Data Base
SCHE 2018041007 )
Project Title Daggett Solar Power Facillty
Lead Agency San Bemardino County
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Description Daggett Solar Power 1 LLC, a subsidiary of NRG Renew, LLC, (Applicant) proposes slx (8) Conditional
Use Permits to construct and operate a solar energy generation and storage Project on ~3,500 acres
east of Daggett, CA in San Bemardino County. The proposed Project would be a photovoltalc solar
(PV) energy facility with assoclated on-site substations, inverters, fencing, roads and supervisory
control and data acquisition (SCADA) system of up to 650 Megawatts (MW). The project would also
Include up to 450 MW of energy storage and an overhead power line, referred to as a generation tle
line {gen-tle line}, which would connect the Project to its points of interconnection which are the
existing Southern Callfornia Edlson-owned Coolwater substations, located ~ 2 miles west of the Project
site. The project would utilize existing electrical transmission Infrastructure adjacent to the existing
Coolwater Generating Station fo deliver renewabls energy to the electric grid.
The projact slie Is fiat and is generally bounded by the town of Daggett ~0.5 mile to the wast; the
Mojave River, Yarmo, and Interstate 15 to the north; Barstow Daggestt Alrport, Route 66, and Interstate
40 to th south; and Newberry Springs and Mojave Valley fo the east. See NOP for more detalls.
Lead Agency Contact -
Name Tom Nlevez
Agency San Bemardino County
Phone (809) 387- 5036 Fax
emall Tom.Nievez@ius.sbcounty.gov
Address 385 N. Arrowhead Avenua, 1st Floor
City San Bemardino State CA  Zip 92415-0182
Project Location
County San Bemardino
City
Region
Cross Streeis
Lat/Long 34.83°3490"N/116.70°W
Parcel No. 0515-011-03,-14,-15; 0515-021-08,07.......
Township SN Range 1,2E Section 13,23, Base
Proximity to:.
Highways 115,140
Alrports Barstow-Daggett
Raliways '
Waterways Mojave River
Schools '
Land Use Unincorporated
Project issues  Aesthetic/Visual; Air Quality; Agricultural Land; Blological Resources; Archaeologic-Historic;
Geologic/Seismic; Toxlc/Hazardous; Other issues; Water Quallty; Landuse; Minerals; Nolse;
Traffic/Clreulation; Tribal Cultural Resources
Raviewing Resources Agency; Cal Fire; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Fish and Wildlife,
Agencles Region 6; Office of Emergency Services, Callfomia; Callfornia Energy Commission: Native American

Heritage Commission; Public Utilitles Commission; State Lands Commission; Califomia Highway
Patrol; Caltrans, Dlstrict B; Air Resources Board, Major Industrial Projects; State Water Resources
Control Board, Division of Drinking Water; Department of Toxic Substances Control; Regional Water
Quality Control Bd., Region & (Victorville) :

Note: Blanks in data fields result from Insufficlent Information provided by lead agency.



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

Date Recelved 04/02/2018 Start of Review 04/02/2018 End of Review 05/01/2018

Nete: Blanks in data flelds result from Insufficlent Information provided by lead agency.
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~1.0JAVE

7 alr quallty management disifict Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District
= 14306 Park Avenue, Victorville, CA 92392-2310

\E S‘E RT V 8 760.245.1661 » fax 760.245.2699
/ o _ Z ",j Visit our web site: hitp:/fwww.mdagqmd.ca.gov
= Brad Poiriez, Executive Director

April 2, 2018

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report and
Scoping Meeting for the Daggett Solar Power Facility Project

Dear Mr. Nievez:

The Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (District) has received the request for
comments for the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report and Scoping
meeting for the Daggett Solar Power Facility Project. This project proposes six (6) Conditional
Use permits to construct and operate a photovoltaic solar energy facility with associated on-site
substations, inverters, fencing, roads, and supervisory control and data acquisition system of up
to 650 Megawatts (MW), as well as up to 450 MW of energy storage and overhead power line,
approximately 3,500 acres east of Daggett, CA in unincorporated San Bernardino County.

The District has reviewed the NOP and concurs with the scope of analysis proposed in the EIR
Scope section. MDAQMD Designations and Classifications are available at
http://mdagmd.ca.cov/home/showdocument?id=538. The District also recommends that the
following dust mitigation measures be required for the construction of the solar photovoltaic
project (enforceable by the District AND by the land use agency):

e Prepare and submit to the MDAQMD, prior to commencing earth-moving activity, a dust
control plan that describes all applicable dust control measures that will be implemented
at the project;

o The following signage shall be erected not later than the commencement of construction:
A minimum 48 inch high by 96 inch wide sign containing the following shall be located
within 50 feet of each project site entrance, meeting the specified minimum text height,
black text on white background, on one inch A/C laminated plywood board, with the
lower edge between six and seven feet above grade, with the contact name of a
responsible official for the site and a local or toll-free number that is accessible 24 hours

per day:
City of Town of City of City of City of City of County of County of Clty of City of Town of
Adelanto Apple Valley Bearstow Blythe Hesperia Necdles Riverside Sen Twentynins Vietorville Yucca Valley

Bemardino Balms



“[Site Name] {four inch text}

[Project Name/Project Number] {four inch text}

IF YOU SEE DUST COMING FROM {four inch text}

THIS PROJECT CALL: {four inch text}

[Contact Name], PHONE NUMBER XXX-XXXX {six inch text}
If you do not receive a response, Please Call {three inch text}

The MDAQMD at 1-800-635-4617 {three inch text}”

e Use a water truck to maintain moist disturbed surfaces and actively spread water during
visible dusting episodes to minimize visible fugitive dust emissions. For projects with
exposed sand or fines deposits (and for projects that expose such soils through
earthmoving), chemical stabilization or covering with a stabilizing layer of gravel will be
required to eliminate visible dust/sand from sand/fines deposits.

o All perimeter fencing shall be wind fencing or the equivalent, to a minimum of four feet
of height or the top of all perimeter fencing. The owner/operator shall maintain the wind
fencing as needed to keep it intact and remove windblown dropout. This wind fencing
requirement may be superseded by local ordinance, rule or project-specific biological
mitigation prohibiting wind fencing.

e All maintenance and access vehicular roads and parking areas shall be stabilized with
chemical, gravel or asphalitic pavement sufficient to eliminate visible fugitive dust from
vehicular travel and wind erosion. Take actions to prevent project-related trackout onto
paved surfaces, and clean any project-related trackout within 24 hours. All other earthen
surfaces within the project area shall be stabilized by natural or irrigated vegetation,
compaction, chemical or other means sufficient to prohibit visible fugitive dust from
wind erosion.

The District supports the development of renewable energy sources; such development is.
expected to produce cumulative and regional environmental benefits.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this planning document. If you have any questions
regarding this letter, please contact me at (760) 245-1661, extension 6726, or Tracy Walters at
extension 6122,

Alan J. De Salvio
Deputy Director — Mojave Desert Operations

AlID/kh Daggett Solar Power Facility Project



STATE OF CALIFQRNIA — — _E_m_r_lﬂ_l-lﬁr.gyr_t-it Guwmm
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

Cultural and Environmental Department ot d;?_ =
1560 Harbor Bivd., Sulte 100 —,_n.-
West Sacramento, CA 95681 o T
Phone {918} 373-3740

April 5, 2018
Tom Nievez

San Bernardino County
385 N. Amowhead Avenue, 1# Floor
San Bemardino, CA 52415-0182 -

Also sent via e-mail: tom.nievez@Ius.scounty.gov

RE:  SCH# 2018041007; Daggeit Solar Power Facility Project, near the Community of Daggett; San Bemardino
County, California

Dear Mr. Niavez:

The Native American Heritage Commission has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for Draft Environmental
Impact Report for the project referenced above. The Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources
Code § 21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code section 21084.1, states that a project that may cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource is a project that may have a significant
effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.1; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15084.5 (b) (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5 (b)). If there is substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before a iead 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., fit. 14, § 15064 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 with the area of
project effect (APE).

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014. Assembiy Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014) (AB 52)
amended CEQA fo create a geparate catetory of cultural regources, “iribal 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). Please reference California Natural Resources Agency (2018) "Final Text for tribal
cultural resources update to Appendix G: Environmental Checklist Form,”

. . 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 or a notice of negative declaration or mitigated
negative declaration Is filed on or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or amendmentto 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 88 18 and
AB 82 have tribal consuitation 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 108 of
the Natlonal Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154 U.S.C. 300101, 38 C.F.R. § 800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends lead agencles consult with all California Native American tribes that are traditionally
and culturally affillated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early as possible in order to avoid
inadvertent discoveries of Native American human remaine 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 counse! about complianca with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as
compliance with any other applicable laws.



AR 52
AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

fourteen (14) days of determmlng that an appllcahon fora pl'Ocht |s oomptete or of a dectsion by a publlc
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 accompiished by at least one written notice that includes:
a. A brief description of the project.
b. The lead agency contact information. .
¢. Notification 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 805 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
(Pub. Resources Code § 21073).

begln the oonsultatuon prooess \mthln 30 days of recelvlng a request for oonsuttaﬂon from a Cailfornia Native
American triba that is traditionally and cuiturally affiliated with the gecgraphic 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 envnronmental impact report. {Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1(b}).
a. Forpurposes of AB 52, "consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §
85352.4 (SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.1 (b)).

Di ) 2. The following topics of consultation, if a tribe
requests to dIscuss them are mandatory toplu of oonsultatlon
a. Alternatives to the project.
b. Recommended mitigation measures.
c. Significant effects. {Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 {(a)).

4. Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of éenvironmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the fribal cuitural resources.
¢. Significance of the project's impacts on tribal cultural resources.
d. [f necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe
may recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code § 21080.3.2 (a)).

exoephons. any mformatuon, includlng but not Ilmited to the Ioeahon desonption and use of tnbal cuttural
resources submitted by a California Native American fribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental docyment or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency
to the public, consistent with Government Code sections 6254 (r) and 6254.10. Any information submitted by a
California Native Amarican tribe during the consuitation or environmental review process shall be published in a
confidential appendix to the anvironmental 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).

: z g ent: Ifa prOJectmay havea
srgmﬁeent Impact ona tnbal cuttural resource the Iead agency's enwronmental 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 altenatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to
pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the
impact on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code § 21082.3 (b)).



7. 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)).

mltlgatuon measures agreed upon in the consultatlon oonducted pursuant to Public: Resouroes Code section
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 section 21082.3, subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable. {Pub. Resources Code §
21082.3 {a)).

9. Reqguijred Consideration of Feasible Mitigation: If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead
agency as a result of the consuitation 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 resourcs, the
lead agency shall consider feasible mlﬂgahon pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21084.3 (b). (Pub.
Resources Code § 21082.3 {e)). .

Adverse Imggﬂ to Tribal Qultuggl 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:
. Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.
li. Protecting the traditional use of the resource.
{lll. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.

¢. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or piaces.

d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code § 21084.3 (b)). _

e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a nonfederally recognized
Califomia Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC te 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 assoclated grave artifacts
shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code § 5097.991).

|mpact report may not be certrﬁed nor may a mltlgated negatwe declarauon ora negatwe deciaration 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 sections 21080.3.1 and 21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code
section 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
section 21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources
Code § 21082.3 (d)). .
This process should be documented in the Cultural Resources section of your envircnmental document.

The NAHC's PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices”
may be found online at http://nahc.ca.goviwp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation_CalEPAPDF.pdf

3



SB18

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/idocs/08_14_05_Updated_Guidelines_922. pdf

Some of SB 18's provisions include:

1. Trbal Consultation: If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a specific
plan, or {o 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 goverment
must consutt 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 Gonsultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal
consuttation.

3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidetines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and Research
pursuant to Gov. Code section 65040.2, tha 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 Pubtic
Resources Code sections 5097.9 and 5097.993 that are within the city's or county’s jurisdiction. (Gov. Code

§ 65352.3 (b)).
. 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 concemning the appropriate measures for
preservation or mitigation; or

b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that
mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning 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/

To adaquately 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. If any known cultural resources have been already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

¢. |f the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

d. If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. [f an 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. 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 s0. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for
consultation with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiiated with the geographic area of the
project's APE.
b. A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation conceming 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 evitlence of archaeological resources (including tribai cultural resources)
does not preclude their subsurface existence.

8. 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, section 15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines section 15084.5(f)). In areas of identified
archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with
knowledge of cultural rescurces should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

b. Lead agencles 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 section 7050.5, Public Resources Code section 5087.98, and Cal. Code Regs., it 14,
saction 15084.5, subdlvlsmns (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines section 15084.5, subds. (d) and (e))
address the processes to be followed in the event of an inadvertent dlsoovery of any Native American
human remains and associated grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

Please contact me if you need any additional information at gayle.totton@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

7oltn

Totton, M.A., PhD.
Associate Governmental Program Analyst
{916) 373-3714

cc: State Clearinghouse



Nievez, Tom

From: Jeff Gaastra <jeffgaastra@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 16, 2018 11:50 AM

To: Nievez, Tom

Subject: Daggett Solar Power Facility

To whom it may concern,

| have been a permanent resident in Newberry Springs for 18 years, and have owned property since
1991. | live on Dune Rd. at SilverDune Mobile Home Park/Lake and | am the President of the
Newbemry Springs Recreational Lakes Association. The NSRLA has 10 member lakes and represents
300 homeowners on water issues.

As you know the community has many concerns about this project. | attended the scoping meeting
April 11th and heard a ton of negative impacts that this project and the next one on Minneola will
have. In fact, nobody had any favorable views of these projects. The CEQA is supposed to minimize
the impact on the community, environment, and other issues. It would be nice to have some
assurances that these concems can be minimized to a reasonable level.

In my view the two biggest issues are the continuing water problem and the blow dirt/sand.

1st Blg Issue, Water; It is in short supply in the Mojave Area Watermaster managed Baja sub-basin,
where the Daggett and Minneola solar projects are located. This area is in a current ramp-down by
the Watermaster because of the dropping ground water supply. For the water year 2018/19 we are
looking at a 35% ramp-down, or in other words, water owners may only use 35% of the water they
own. This is a hardship on the Agriculture in the area, our homeowners that live on lakes, and the
minimal producers. The Daggett Solar project is proposed on land that is currently being used to farm
alfalfa and other crops. These farms represent half of the watered crops in Baja, and if they were sold
and transformed to solar it could possibly reverse the dropping water table. This would be a great
thing!

There are some questions on water that should be answered;

1. Are the farmers going to sell their land for the Daggett Solar Project?

2. What are the farmers going to do with their water rights?

3. How much water do the solar plants use?

4. Will the loss of jobs hurt the area? Or will they be offset by solar plant jobs?
5. Can the projects negative impacts be minimized?

2nd Big Issue, Blow Dirt/Sand; My place on Dune rd. in Newberry Springs is downwind from the
proposed Daggett Solar and the Minneola Solar projects. Currently we get wind that blows 40-50 mph
with gust in the 80 mph range on days in the spring. This wind blows from the west and south/west
direction. On days like these, we can have brown out conditions and cannot go outside or travel. Not
to mention the health problems associated with breathing the dust, it gets into your house no matter
how good your place is sealed up. Then after these wind storms clean-up can take a day or two,
depending on how long the wind blows, it sometimes lasts for days. Many areas in Newberry Springs
have this same issue with blowing dust, the last thing we want is a solar plant that could potentially
make this worse.



Questions on the blow dirt/sand,;

1. Can the solar projects minimize the blow dirt/sand?
2. How will they accomplish this?

3. Any guarantee the mitigation will work?

4. What recourse do we have if things get worse?

In my opinion, the Daggett Solar project could be good for the community if the water is taken offline
and the blow dirt issue can be minimized. To stop the blow dirt | think that gravel or some sort of
aggregate would need to be put down, and if there are any existing sand dunes, that sand would
have to be removed from the project rather than spread out.

Regards,

Joff Gaastra

President

Newberry Springs Recreational Lakes Association
760-257-0979

JeffGaastra@gmail.com



_

@ Department of Toxit; Substances Control

Barbara A. Lee, Director

e N 5796 Corporate Avenue
Environmental Promction Cypress, California 80630
April 18, 2018

Mr. Tom Nievez

Contract Planner

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor

San Bernardino, California 92415
m.Nievez@lus nty.gov

NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
(EIR) FOR THE DAGGETT SOLAR POWER FACILITY PROJECT (PROJECT
NUMBER: 201700678) (SCH# 2018041007)

Dear Mr. Nievez:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has reviewed the subject NOP.
The following project description is stated in the NOP: “Daggett Solar Power 1 LLC, a
subsidiary of NRG Renew, LLC, (Applicant) proposes six (8) Conditional Use Permits to
construct and operate a solar energy generation and storage Project on approximately
3,500 acres east of Daggett, CA in San Bernardino County. The proposed Project would
be a photovoltaic solar (PV) energy facility with associated on-site substations,
inverters, fencing, roads and supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) system
of up to 650 Megawatts (MW). The Project would also include up to 450 MW of energy
storage and an overhead power line, referred to as a generation tie line (gen-tie iine),
which would connect the Project to its points of interconnection which are the existing
Southern California Edison-owned Coolwater substations, located approximately two
miles west of the Project site. The Project would utilize existing electrical transmigsion
infrastructure adjacent to the existing Coolwater Generating Station to deliver renewable
energy to the electric grid.”

Based on the review of the submitted document, DTSC has the following comments:

1. The EIR should identify and determine whether current or historic uses at the
project site may have resulted in any release of hazardous wastes/substances.
A Phase | Environmental Site Assessment may be appropriate to identify any
recognized environmental conditions.



Mr. Tom Nievez
April 18, 2018
Page 2

2. If there are any recognized environmental conditions in the project area, then
proper investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by the appropriate
regulatory agencies should be conducted prior to the new development or any
construction.

3. If the project plans include discharging wastewater to a storm drain, you may be
required to obtain an NPDES permit from the overseeing Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB).

4, If planned activities include building modifications/demolitions, lead-based paints
or products, mercury, and asbestos containing materials (ACMs) should be
investigated and mitigated/disposed of in accordance with all applicable and
relevant laws and regulations. In addition, evaluate whether polychlorinated
biphenyls (PCBs) containing materials is present in onsite buildings and address
as necessary to protect human heaith and the environment.

5. If the site was used for agricultural or related activities, residual pesticides may
be present in onsite soil. DTSC recommends investigation and mitigation, as
necessary, to address potential impact to human health and environment from
residual pesticides.

6. DTSC recommends evaluation, proper investigation and mitigation, if necessary,
of onsite areas with current or historic PCB-containing transformers.

7. Please evaluate whether the proposed project is located within or in close
proximity to the Formerly Used Defense Site (FUDS) based, in part, on the
United States Department of Defense ordnance maps. DTSC recommends
assessment and/or investigation be conducted in the project area to assess
potential impacts from the nearby FUDS if necessary.

8. If soil contamination is suspected or observed in the project area, then excavated
soil should be sampied prior to export/disposal. If the soil is contaminated, it
should be disposed of properly in accordance with all applicable and relevant
laws and regulations. In addition, if the project proposes to import soil to backfill
the excavated areas, proper evaluation and/or sampling should be conducted to
make sure that the imported soil is free of contamination.

9. If during construction/demolition of the project, soil and/or groundwater
contamination is suspected, construction/demolition in the area should cease and
appropriate health and safety procedures should be implemented. Ifitis
determined that contaminated soil and/or groundwater exist, the EIR should
identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be conducted and
the appropriate government agency to provide regulatory oversight.



Mr. Tom Nievez
April 18, 2018
Page 3

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at (714) 484-5380 or
by email at Johnson Abraham@dtsc.ca.gov.

_Sincerely,

mnson P. Abraham
ject Manager

Brownflelds Restoration and School Evaluation Branch
Site Mitigation and Restoration Program — Cypress

ki/sh/ja

cc.  Governor's Office of Planning and Research {via e-mail)

State Clearinghouse

P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812-3044
ringh r oV

Mr. Dave Kereazis (via e-mail)

Office of Planning & Environmental Analysis
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Dave.Kereazi v

Mr. Shahir Haddad, Chief (via e-mail)
Brownfields Restoration and School Evaluation Branch
Site Mitigation and Restoration Program - Cypress

Shahir.Haddad@dtsc.ca.aov
CEQA# 2018041007



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
HEADQUARTERS, NATIONAL TRAINING CENTER & FORT IRWIN
FORT IRWIN, CA 92310-5000

REPLYTO
ATTENTION OF
AFZ]-G3 20 Apr 2018

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415 '

SUBJECT: PROPOSED DAGGET SOLAR POWER 1 PROJECT
Dear Mr. Nievez,

The purpose of this letter is to request your support, and that of the project’s proponent, to ensure
that the Army preserves the National Training Center & Fort Irwin’s vital training mission at the
Barstow Dagget airport. The proposed Dagget solar project surrounding the Barstow Dagget
airport may negatively impact that mission. Although we clearly recognize the importance of
renewable energy development, we jointly need to participate in conducting further analysis on
the potential impacts to the Army’s existing operations by the proposed project.

The properties of large-scale solar infrastructure can conflict with military use of the
electromagnetic spectrum in many ways. This interference is highly dependent upon the specific
technological approach and the physicat placement of the instrumentation and infrastructure
relative to this project. We request the Dagget Solar | instrumentation/infrastructure plan soonest
for this solar project so that we may through the Federal Aviation Administration and the Joint
Spectrum Center address any emergent issues. If there are problems, it may be possible to
mitigate any adverse effects through modificetions to the existing plans and/or through
adjustments to how we conduct our operations.

Solar energy technology’s effects in the visible spectrum are characterized as glint, the
momentary flash of a reflection, and glare, a more prolonged reflection of the sun. Each can
cause potentially serious interference with aircraft and ground vehicle operations, air traffic
control, and other activities requiring visual reference. The sun and moon both can cause glint
and glare, with the latter having an effect on night vision devices.

Radiofrequency (RF) emissions from solar facilities introduces the potential for RF
encroachment on the spectram already in use by the military. Additionally, a large-scalc solar
project can cause a heat island effect that may negatively impact aviation operations and
communications.



AFZI-G3
SUBJECT: PROPOSED DAGGET SOLAR POWER 1 PROJECT

In addition, an FAA Obstruction Evaluation/Airport Airspace Analysis may be required for such
construction near airports. Federal regulations (CFR 14, Part 77) establishes standards and
notification requirements to the FAA for objects affecting navigable airspace. This notification
serves as the basis for:

» Evaluating the effect of the construction or altcration on operating procedures

e Determining the potential hazardous effect of the proposed construction on air navigation
o Identifying mitigating measures to enhance safe air navigation

e Charting of new objects

Tf this project is confirmed to have adverse impacts on our Mission then we will need to discuss
mitigation measures and alternatives.

Should you have any questions, please contact Eric Negrete by phone at: 780-380-3767 or by
email at: eric.a.negrete.civ@mail. mil.

Sincerely,

-

“FOMMY L. CARDONE
= LTC, N
G3

cC:

Daggett Solar Power 1 LLC
Atin: Jamnes Kelly

100 California Street, #400
San Francisco, CA 94111



April 24, 2018

Mr. Aron Liang, Senior Planner
Land Use Services Department
San Bernardino County

Subject: EIR scoping comments for the Daggett Solar project P201700679

Mr. Liang,

Following are four Issues we would like addressed in the EIR for the Daggett Solar project. They are
presented as four separate papers expressing our concerns.

1. Employment as an economic issue

2. Renewable Solar Is a NEW technology

3. Unanticipated water crises from west basin water extraction moving to the east basin of the Baja Sub
area

4. Utility Scale Solar placed in deserts may increase global warming

Thank you,

Paul Deel
President, Newberry Springs Economic Development Association

cc: Mr. Tom Nievez, Planner tom.nievez@Ilus.sbcounty.gov



1. Employment as an economic issue

Paul Deel 4/20/2018

The area to be developed for the Daggett Solar Farm includes as many as 15 alfalfa and hay fields. Those
who make a living working those fields will lose their jobs. Those workers live In the Newberry Springs
and Daggett areas.

A local hay grower estimates that the number of direct workers may number as high as 25 who will
become unemployed. Ancillary and service personal who also live in the area may number as high as
100.

It is therefore probable that a total job loss to the area’s economy could be as many as 125 primary and
2" tier wage earners. We know from experience that the majority of workers at the existing solar
facllities do not choose to live in either Daggett or Newberry Springs. Construction workers come from
outside the area for their portion of the job, and return to their home base upon completion.
Construction jobs are temporary jobs.

The effect of those lost jobs to this already distressed economy could be significant. The EIR should
address this economic condition.



2. Renewable solar is a NEW technology

Paul Deel 4/20/2018

One argument posed by solar developers in arguing that roof top solar Is inadequate to meet the energy
goals is that those solar installers often go bankrupt and therefore only utility scale solar is able to meet
the solar renewable energy mandates.

The error in their argument is to blame roof top solar as the problem while the actual problem is that
the business model of solar installers is inadequate.

During the last great technological evolution in houses and buildings, indoor plumbing was being added
to existing buildings as well as being incorporated into the designs of new buildings. Imagine the chaos
and failures If that had been done with the current solar installer business models. Would those short
comings be a valid argument to discredit indoor plumbing?

“Renewable Energy World” The World's #1 Renewable Energy Network for News, Information, and
Companies. https://www.renewableenergyworld.com April 5th 2018. In an article titled, “Los Angeles
Takes Top Spot for Solar among US Cities” says, “in a report released yesterday, Environment America
said that first-place Los Angeles had 349.3 MW-DC of solar PV installed by the end of 2017, followed by
San Diego with 287.2 MW-DC, and Honolulu with 287.2 MW-DC. Los Angeles held the No. 1 spot from
2013-2015 and was overtaken by San Diego in 2016.” And,” Los Angeles Mayor Eric Garcetti unveils a
new 2.2-MW solar installation on the roof of the Los Angeles Convention Center. Credit: Office of Mayor
Garcetti .” This is proof to me that thelr argument is discredited. Roof top solar can do it.

Visions of easy solar dollars dance in the heads of utility scale solar developers without a trace of the
vision for how this newest technology should be applied.

Solar is everywhere. It is a no-brainer to harvest it where it will be used.



3. Unanticlpated water crises from west basin water extraction moving to the
east basin of the Baja Sub area paul Deel 4/20/18

The Baja Sub Area of the Mojave River basin is divided by the Calico Fault Into the western basin and the
eastern basin. The river runs generally west to east while the fault runs generally south to north. Water
flow in the Mojave is first redirected into the west basin by the dike effect of the rising fault zone.
Water spills over the dike to supply the east basin which Is the last reservoir before the river dissipates
through Afton Canyon into a desert sink. A lack of recharge flow from the river has stressed both basins
but the eastern basin getting what the western basin won’t contain is at greater risk.

The proposed Daggett Solar project is sited in the west basin. The west basin contains the equivalent of
16, 120 acre alfalfa and hay pivots while the eastern basin supports an estimated 15, 120 acre alfalfa
and hay pivots. (Estimated from satellite images) It may generally be assumed that each alfalfa field
consumes 6.5 acre feet of water per acre per year. The western basin would be calculated to consume
12,480 acre feet of water per year while the eastern basin consumes 11,700 acre feet per year.

By replacing alfalfa pivots with solar flelds, 12,480 acre feet of water could be conserved. This could be
a significant benefit to the distressed community of Newberry Springs, were it not for the way the
adjudication program is designed. During the adjudication process pumping rights were assigned to
property owners based on the declared water they were pumping from the properties they owned.
These ‘Pumping Rights’ became private properties independent of the land and can be sold or leased for
use anywhere within the Baja Basin.

Though the Daggett development wlll buy the land they are not buying the pumping rights. This will
cause the owners of those pumping rights to sell or lease to the adjudicated producers in the east basin.

Without traditional recharge from the Mojave, It may take decades for the west basin to fill up and spill
over into the east basin again. What will become of the east basin water table when the west water is
now being pumped from the east basin in addition to what is already being pumped? Another look at
the satellite image shows that the east basin producers are the only ones left to use those pumping
rights.

The majority of the population of Newberry Springs lives in the east basin. Most residential wells there
are 150 — 200 ft. deep. Water tables are dropping roughly 1ft./year. Many wells are going dry or have
limited production and poor water quality. By extracting the 12,480acre feet of west basin water from
the east basin while waiting for the west basin to recharge could well cause most of the residential wells
to go dry in the east basin.

Newberry Springs is an economically disadvantaged area. We do not have the resources to drill the next
generation wells. Most new wells are being drilled to rock or 300ft. ($25,000.%) some to 600ft or



more. The unintended consequence of the Daggett Solar project could well be the end of
avallable water and the death of the community of Newberry Springs.

The EIR must address this threat.

4, Utility Scale Solar placed in deserts may Increase global warming

Paul Deel 4/20/2018

Utllity scale renewable energy solar fields clear the ground of vegetation. Even though the developers
claim to prevent vegetation destruction by various plans, the areas are denuded by the time the project
is completed. Where do you see a solar farm with natural vegetation?

When land is cleared of vegetation, cooling by evapotranspiration and shading stops and ground
superheating occurs. The results are: A. the heat island effect and B, de-carbonization of organic
materials above and below the ground surface.

A. Heat Islands are land areas warmer than the surrounding land areas causing hotter and higher
pressure air columns that modify local weather patterns.

1. Cooler lower pressure rain systems are diverted over or around the rising columns of warm
air causing desertification to increase in an ever growing area.

2. Studies are showing that higher ambient atmaspheric temperatures hold water vapor in
suspension preventing it from rising to the troposphere where it would have cooled to return as
precipitation.

Since atmospheric water vapor Is the number one greenhouse gas (60%) responsible for global
warming it can be reasoned that (1) reducing vegetation increases ambient atmospheric
temperatures that (2} holds more water vapor which (3) increases global warming.

B. Desert organic materials do not decompose, they decarbonize. De-carbonization of ground organics
i.e. plants, roots etc. is caused by superheated ground temperatures and low moisture. This
results in (1) loss of ground stabilization from erosion caused by rain and wind and (2) the
inability of rain to be absorbed Into the ground. (3) The release of organic carbon into the
atmosphere is a minor (4%} greenhouse gas that is credited for creating global warming.

In conclusion: The goal of renewable solar energy is to reduce global warning by replacing fossil fuel
generators.
However, massive utility scale solar farms in the desert:
1. Modify local weather
2. Increases desertification
3. Increases, not decreases global warming

The challenge of the EIR is to address these critical issues.



Reference: “Water for the Recovery of the Climate — A New Water Paradigm”
Authors: M. Kraveik, J. Pokorny, J. Kohutiar, M. Kovac, and E. Toth
http://www.waterparadigm.org/download/Water for the Recovery of the Climate A New Water P

aradigm.pdf
Year of publication 2007




Nievez, Tom

From: Daniel Lindenman <happytiredwaterdog@yahoo.com>
sont: Tuesday, April 24, 2018 4:25 AM

To: Nievez, Tom

Subject: Daggett Solar Power Plant - Public Scoping Meeting

County of San Bernardino Land Use Service Department;

When | see the homes buried by blowing sand just east of the existing solar farm in Daggett, it is obvicus to me that solar
is still bad for the area. The solar farm owners don't seem to care (or find It cheaper to pay off the buried homeowners
after a lawsuit), then to prevent the problem in the first place. | know when this solar farm was Installed, there were
promises made of activitles to prevent this known problem, obviously just lles. Now the County of San Bernardino Board
is lying to the public it supposedly represents by passing a solar power project that will make the existing solar farm look
like child's play and do much more damage. It is obvious that the majority of people in the area are against this

project. The county run by lying scuml | don't know how you live with yourselves.

Name: Dan Lindenman

Organization: none

Mailing Address: 3610 Emerald Street, Apt #22, Torrance CA 90503
Note: | own property at 35855/35877 Ramona Road, NBS CA 92365
Telephone: 310-531-44956

emall Address: happytiredwaterdog@yahoo.com



April 25, 2018

Submitted via email

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Dear Mr. Nievez:

After sending our list of areas to be covered by the proposed Daggett Solar Power Facility EIR, we
learned that there is a 500+ page document with much more detail regarding the project.

Until we have all the documents and time to study them it is impossible for us to make an informed
decision.

To more adequately address the possible issues affecting our community, we are requesting a 60 day
extenslon for the EIR comment period to better understand the parameters of the proposed Daggett
Solar Power Facliity.

Sincerely,
A »57 —
Le Hayes

General Manager
Newberry Community Services District



April 25, 2018

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Dear Mr. Nievez:

Regarding the Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report, the
following are of special concern:

1.

3.
4-

74y

Blowlng dust and sand: When the top crust of our desert is
disturbed, the wind picks up the next layers and hurls them
for miles. One of the worst areas is along the RR tracks {as
is the proposed project). This area has blown so bad that it
has closed I-40. As has been learned from an existing Solar
Project, the panels change the wind pattern and are
devastating to the surrounding homes.

Traffic: Our roads serve a rural agricultural community.
They will not survive the constructicn.

16 acres of batteries: Lithium — how safe are they?

Costs: County will lose tax dollars as value of surrounding
homes decrease. Increase In road maintenance. Few if any
local jobs created; 25+/- jobs lost. No increase in property
tax on Project land. Losses of view scape as arrays
proposed are 15-20 feet.

Water: We are an adjudicated area. Even though the
project purchases pumping rights; the increase of water use
will cause the rest of the adjudicators to be further ramped
down. This includes our Community Services District that
provides water for our Volunteer Fire Department to fight
fires.

Le Hayes/
General Manager



DESERT TORTOISE COUNCIL
4654 Bast Avenue S #257B
Palmdale, California 93552

Via email only
25 April 2018

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

County of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415

Email:

RE: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed Daggett
Solar Power Facility, San Bernardino County, CA

Dear Mr. Nievez,

The Desert Tortoise Council (Council) is a non-profit organization comprised of hundreds of
professionals and laypersons who share a common concern for wild desert tortoises and a
commitment to advancing the public’s understanding of desert tortoise species. Established in
1975 to promote conservation of tortoises in the deserts of the southwestern United States and
Mexico, the Council routinely provides information to individuals, organizations, and regulatory
agencies on matters potentially affecting desert tortoises within their geographic renges.

We appreciate this opportunity to provide comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the Proposed Daggett Solar Power Facility
(Project), dated 26 March 2018. Given the location of the proposed Project in habitats potentially
occupied or used by (e.g., movement corridors) Agassiz’s desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii),
our comments pertain to enhancing protection of this species during activities authorized by the
County of San Bernardino Land Use Services Department (County).

On page 2 of the NOP, Project Description, third paragraph the County describes “related
permits/County approvals” associated with the project. We note that depending on the results of
requisite surveys by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) (see below), if any evidence of Agassiz’s desert tortoise occurs on
any portion of the site, including gen-tie lines and access roads, both federal and state incidental
take permits will likely be required. Because the NOP states that there is no federal involvement
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in the project and therefore no federal nexus to Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act
(FESA), Daggett Solar Power 1, LLC (Proponent) would need to acquire a Section 10(a)(1)(B)
incidental take permit from the USFWS. Since Agassiz’s desert tortoise is also listed under the
California Endangered Species Act (CESA) as Threatened by the California Fish and Game
Commission, a Section 2081 incidental take permit would also need to be acquired from the
CDFW.

We note on page 4 that the NOP states, “The EIR will assess the effects of the Project on the
environment, identify potentially significant impacts, identify feasible mitigation measures to
reduce or eliminate potentially significant environmental impacts, and discuss potentially
feasible alternatives to the Project that may accomplish basic Project objectives while lessening
or eliminating any potentially significant Project impacts.” For the Draft EIR to fully assess the
effects and identify potentially significant impacts, the following surveys would need to be
performed to determine the extent of rare plant and animal occurrences within the impact area.
Results of the surveys will determine appropriate permits from CDFW and USFWS and
associated minimization and mitigation measures, which would then be published in the Draft
EIR.

» Prior to conducting surveys, a knowledgeable biologist should perform a records search
of the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB; CDFW 2018) for rare plant and animal
species reported from the region. The results of the CNDDB review would be reported in the
Draft EIR with an indication of suitable and occupied habitats for all rare species reported from
the region based on performing species specific surveys described below. Given the proximity of
the site to the City of Barstow, the biological technical report completed for the city’s general
plan (Circle Mountain Biological Consultants, Inc. 2014) should be included in the literature
reviewed to complete the Draft EIR.

» The project proponent will need to conduct formal protocol surveys for Agassiz’s desert
tortoise (USFWS 2017) at the proper times of year. As per this protocol, since the impact area is
larger than 500 acres, the surveys must be performed in the time periods of April-May or
September-October so that a statistical estimate of tortoise densities can be determined for all
impact areas and reported in the Draft EIR. If any tortoise signs are found, state and federal
incidental take permits would likely be required. Given that the site is located in what appears to
be marginal tortoise habitats for year-round occupation, only experienced biologists should
perform protocol surveys. We strongly recommend that the County require the biologists
performing these surveys to provide their credentials to CDFW and USFWS before the surveys
to ensure they are qualified to find tortoise signs in suboptimal habitats. The need for biologists
to provide their credentials prior to conducting surveys is described in Chapter 4.3 of the
USFWS’ (2009) Desert Tortoise Field Manual.

 To determine the full extent of impacts to tortoises, the Proponent’s biologist should
consult with the Palm Springs office of the USFWS to determine the action area for this project.
The USFWS defines “action area” in 50 Code of Federal Regulations 402.2 and their Desert
Tortoise Field Manual (USFWS 2009) as “all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by
proposed development and not merely the immediate area involved in the action (50 CFR
§402.02).” Thus, the “action area” would be larger than the footprint of the project. To facilitate
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compliance with FESA and CESA, it is imperative that County/Proponent coordinate early with
the USFWS and CDFW to determine what the action area is for this project and the full extent of
surveys that should be performed.

» It is not clear from the NOP from which direction main access routes would occur. A
jurisdictional waters analysis should be performed for all potential impacts to washes, streams,
and drainages. As part of the permitting process prior to ground disturbance, a Streambed
Alteration Agreement would need to be acquired, if deemed necessary by CDFW, particularly if
there is to be access from the north crossing the Mojave River with any route improvements.

» The NOP states that water would come from on-site wells. There should be analysis in
the EIR of the impacts of water withdrawal from these wells on the subsurface flows and
groundwater that is part of the Mojave River aquifer. This water provides habitat for the fully
protected and federal and state endangered Mojave tui chub (Siphateles bicolor mohavensis) with
a population located a few miles downstream from the proposed Project. In addition, the water in
the Mojave River basin has been adjudicated. Information should be provided in the EIR that
demonstrates that the source(s) and uses of water for construction, operation, maintenance, and
decommissioning of the proposed Project comply with this adjudication.

* If there are any loose, shifting sands within the impact areas of the panels, along the
gen-tie lines, or improved access routes, focused surveys for Mojave fringe-toed lizards (Uma
scoparia) should be performed (University of California Riverside, Center for Conservation
Biology 2005). This species is known to occur in aeolian habitats within and adjacent to the
Mojave River in the proxitity of the Project. If suitable habitat occurs near to or downwind from
the proposed Project, the Draft EIR should contain an analysis of effects of the Project on the
distribution of aeolian habitats including long-term impacts to sand sources for these habitats.
Results and pertinent mitigation measures, as needed, should be published in the Draft EIR.

« Protocol surveys for western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) (CDFG 2012) should
be completed. In comparing Figure 2 in the NOP to the latest available Google Earth aerial
images (dated 8/29/2014) it appears that most of the Project area was active agriculture in 2014.
Assuming that some of these lands may now be fallow, there are likely to be suitable habitats for
burrowing owl. Note that the protocol (CDFG 2012) requires that peripheral transects be
surveyed at 30-, 60-, 90-, 120-, and 150-meter intervals in all suitable habitats adjacent to the
subject property to determine the potential indirect impacts of the project on this species. If
burrowing owl sign is found, CDFG (2012) describes appropriate minimization and mitigation
measures that would be required.

» There are at least 10 special status plant species and 1 special plant resource (i.e.,
Creosote Bush Rings larger than 10 feet in diameter) found in the region of the Project area that
should be sought during field surveys and their presence/absence discussed in the Draft EIR.
Surveys must be completed at the appropriate time of year by qualified biologists (preferably
botanists) using the latest acceptable methodologies (CDFG 2009). If the proposed Project would
impact these species/plant resources, measures should be included in the DEIR to fully mitigate
these impacts. The common and scientific names and status designations of these species are
given in the following table:
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Table 1. Special Status Plant Species Reported from Project Area
Common Name Scientific Name State/Federal/lCNPS* Designation
Barstow woollv sunflower Erioph) llum mohavensis None/None/List 1B.2*
Beaver Dam breadroot Pediomelum castoreum | None/None/List 1B.2
Chaparral sand-verbena | Abronia villosa var. aurita None/None/List 1B.1
| Creamy bluzing star | Mentzelia tridentata | None/None/List 1B.3
Creosote Bush Rings > 10 feet | Larrea tridentata | None/None/County Codes**
Emory’s crucifixion thorn | Castelaemorvi | None/None/List 2B.2
Mojave fish-hook cactus | Sclerocactus poliancistrus | ‘None/None/List 4.2
Mojave menodora | Menodora spinescens var. mohavensis | _None/None/List 1B.2
Mojave monkey flower | Mimulus mohavensis | None/None/List 1B.2
Parish’s phacelia | Phacelia parishii | None/None/List 1B.1 B

Spiny-hair blazing star Mentzelia tricuspis | None/None/List 2B.1

* Status designations are given in California Native Plant Society (2018).

** Creosote Bush Rings greater than 10 feet in diameter are protected by the San Bemardino County Development Code, Chapter

§8.01 (Plant Protection and Management); Section 88.01.060 (Desert Native Plant Protection); Section §8.01.060(c) (Regulated
. Desert Native Plants); and Section 88.01.050 (Tree or Plant Removal Permits).

* CDFG (2010) lists hundreds of plant communities occutring in California, including
those that are considered Communities of Highest Inventory Priority, or “CHIPs,” Several
known in the Barstow area are Mesquite Thickets and Desert Dunes, both of which occur within
and adjacent to the Mojave River. Biologists completing surveys on behalf of the Proponent
should document such communities where they occur and indicate how any impacts would be
minimized and mitigated. CHIP communities that may occur in the region that should be
addressed in the Draft EIR include the following:

Mesquite Bosque/Mesquite Thickets (Element Number 61.512.00)
Desert Dunes (Element Number 22.100.00)

Alkali Sacaton Grassland (Element Number 41.010.00)
Anderson’s Boxthorn Scrub (Element Number 33.360.00)
Arrow Weed Thickets (Element Number 63.710.00)
Arroyo Willow Thickets (Element Number 61.201.00)
Big Galleta Shrub-Steppe (Element Number 41.030.00)
Desert Willow Woodland (Element Number 61.550.00)
Fremont Cottonwood Forest (Element Number 61.130.00)
Sandbar Willow Thickets (Element Number 61.209.00)
Spinescale Scrub (Element Number 36.350.00)

Spiny Hop Sage Scrub (Element Number 33.180.00)
Winterfat Scrubland (Element Number 36.500.00)

Using Figure 1 in the NOP, the Council has identified proximate Agassiz’s desert tortoise
Critical Habitat units in Figure 1 at the end of this letter. These include the Ord-Rodman Critical
Habitat Unit located less than one mile south of the proposed Project and the Superior-Cronese
Critical Habitat Unit located within several miles north of the Project. It is essential that the Draft
EIR analyze potential direct and indirect impacts on these nearby tortoise Critical Habitat units
resulting from the proposed Project. In particular, how will the Project facilities be constructed,
operated, maintained, and decommissioned to minimize the attraction and subsidization of
common ravens {Corvus corax) in the region, which would likely affect tortoises in these nearby
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essential habitats? In addition, the DEIR should analyze how construction, operation,
maintenance, and decommissioning of the proposed Project would affect the tortoise’s ability to
move between the populations in these critical habitat units. Connectivity is crucial for the
survival and recovery of the tortoise, and the small size of the Ord-Rodman Critical Habitat Unit
places a higher level of concern and importance to ensure connectivity among tortoise
populations in other nearby Critical Habitat units. Mitigation should be included to promote
connectivity between the Ord-Rodman and Superior-Cronese Critical Habitat Units.

The Draft EIR must analyze if this new use would result in an increase of common ravens and
other predators of the desert tortoise in the region. There may even be a reduction of available
resources by converting agricultural lands, particularly if still being irrigated, to solar fields.
Future operations must include provisions for monitoring and managing raven predation on
tortoises as a result of the proposed action. The monitoring and management plan must include
reducing human subsidies for food, water, and sites for nesting, roosting, and perching to address
local impacts. The Proponent must contribute to the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation’s
Raven Management Fund for regional and cumulative impacts. It is very important that for any
of the gen-tie options the Project should use transmission towers that prevent raven nesting. For
example, the tubular design with insulators on horizontal cross arms is preferable to lattice
towers, which should not be used.

We expect that the Draft EIR will address how the proposed action may contribute to the spread
and proliferation of nonnative invasive plant species, how this spread/proliferation would affect
the desert tortoise and its habitats (including tortoise nutrition and the frequency and size of
human-caused fires); and how the proposed action may affect the likelihood of human-cansed
fires and the resulting loss of tortoise habitat. We strongly urge the Proponent to develop and
implement a management and monitoring plan using this analysis and other relevant data that
would reduce the transport to and spread of nonnative seeds and other plant propagules within
the Project area, eliminate/reduce the likelihood of human-caused fires, and promote the growth
of native herbaceous plants that are nutritious food sources for the tortoise. The plan should
integrate vegetation management with fire management and fire response.

The Council supports alternatives to reduce the need for additional solar energy projects in the
Mojave Desert. That alternative is rooftop solar. The City of Los Angeles has implemented a
rooftop solar Feed-in Tariff (FiT) program, the largest of its kind in America. The FiT program
enables the owners of large buildings to install solar panels on their roofs, and sell the power
they generate back to utilities for distribution into the power grid. This approach puts the
generation of electricity where the demand is greatest, in populated areas. It may also reduce
transmission costs, greenhouse gas emissions from constructing energy projects far from the
sources of power demand and materials for construction, the number of affected resources in the
desert that must be analyzed under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and
mitigation costs. The Draft EIR should include an analysis of where the energy generated by this
project would be sent and the needs for energy in those targeted areas that may be satisfied by
rooftop solar.
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Finally, with regard to cumulative effects, the Draft EIR must list and discuss all project impacts
within the region including future state, federal, and private actions affecting listed species on
state, federal, and private lands. Even though the project is not on public lands managed by the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM), we ask that the relationship between this proposed private
Project and the Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plan (DRECP) be analyzed, as the
Project area does not appear to be in a designated Development Focused Area (DFA) identified
in the final Record of Decision by the BLM for the DRECP (BLM 2016). This analysis should
also consider ongoing and future projects in the City of Barstow and its sphere of influence that
would result in losses of desert habitats from the region.

We appreciate this opportunity to provide input and trust that our comments will further protect
tortoises during authorized project activities. Herein, we ask that the Desert Tortoise Council be
identified as an Affected Interest for this and all other County-authorized projects that may affect
Agassiz’s desert tortoise, and that any subsequent environmental documentation for this
particular project is provided to us at the contact information listed above. As requested in the
NOP, my phone number is 760-964-0012.

Regards,

Edward L. LaRue, Jr., M.S.
Desert Tortoise Council, Ecosystems Advisory Committee, Chairperson
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Figure 1 from NOP with Councll additions
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Nievez, Tom

— 0 — ___________________________—— — — =]
From: Smith, Walter N <Walter.SmithL@bnsf.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2018 2:42 PM
To: Nievez, Tom
Cc: Sanchez, Jason L; Kent, Lena L
Subject: Daggett Solar Power Facility

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner
County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Mr. Nievez;

The proposed Daggett Solar Power Facility appears to be adjacent to BNSF Railway’s Needles Subdivision for a portion of
the project. BNSF would appreciate receiving copies of notices and updates about this project including, but not limited
to, drafts of the Environmental Impact Report, project area studies and site plans. Updates can be sent to my email
address or hard coples to the address below.

Thank you for your time;

Walter N. Smith

BNSF Railway

General Director Commuter Construction
740 E Carnegie Drive

San Bernardino, CA 92408
Walter.Smith1@BNSF.com
909-386-4910



iig_vez, Tom

From: Wayne Snively <waynes_pe_63@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2018 11:.00 PM

To: Nievez, Tom; Snoke, Luther; Sonick, Chrystale

Subject: Minneola Solar Project {P20180004), and Daggett Solar Project (P201700679)

Dear Mr. Nievez, Mr. Snoke, and Ms. Sonick:
Our Newberry Springs, Daggett and Yermo Communities oppose this large scale Minneola and Daggett Solar Project.

The SB County/Land Use Department has not had a follow up meeting in Newberry Springs to address our communities
concerns to address our issues.

1. Water uses have not been addressed, nor arranged with Mojave Water Agency.

2. The SBC Planning Divislon should require a single area plan for these Solar Facllities that have zero impact to
residential/rural neighborhood.

3. The existing solar project at Mountaln View, Newberry Springs Is a neighborhood eyesore. It has drifting sand to restrict
travel on this road. Nelghbors living close have a nightmare lifestyle as a result of all the sand. Health concerns are
mounting.

:l. The Community requests a mesting at the Newberry Community Center, or Family Center tc review all comments, and
voice additional points.

6. It s a shame that it appears the only way a community has a voice is through litigation.

In closing, when is it possible for a community to have input and refuse a project that Is so all encompassing, therefore |
request that all public comments are recorded and published for all our citizens to see at our next Public Meeting.

Sincerely,

Wayne L Snively,

47323 Autumn Leaf Road
Newberry Springs, CA 92365
760.257.9149
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Brad Poiriez, Executive Director

April 25, 2018

Tom Nievez, Planner

San Bernardino County Land Use Services Department
Land Use Services

385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

Project: P201600323/CF
Dear Mr. Nievez:

The Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (District) has received the Planning Project
Notice for P201600323/CF, a proposal for a General Plan Amendment changing land use zoning
district from RC, Resource Conservation to IC, Community Industrial and a Conditional Use
Permit to recognize and legally establish an existing equipment rental/outdoor storage yard on &
portion of 74 acres in Barstow.

We have reviewed the project and, based on the information available to us at this time, the
District recommends the County require that the following dust mitigation measures be required
for any relevant activities (enforceable by the District AND by the land use agency):

e Prepare and submit to the MDAQMD, prior to commencing earth-moving activity, a dust
control plan that describes all applicable dust control measures that will be implemented
at the project;

e The following signage shall be erected not later than the commencement of construction:
A minimum 48 inch high by 96 inch wide sign containing the following shall be located
within 50 feet of each project site entrance, meeting the specified minimum text height,
black text on white background, on one inch A/C laminated plywood board, with the
lower edge between six and seven feet above grade, with the contact name of a
responsible official for the site and a local or toll-free number that is accessible 24 hours
per day:

“[Site Name] {four inch text}

[Project Name/Project Number] {four inch text}

IF YOU SEE DUST COMING FROM {four inch text}

THIS PROJECT CALL: {four inch text}

[Contact Name], PHONE NUMBER XXX-XXXX {six inch text}
If you do not receive a response, Please Call {three inch text}

The MDAQMD at 1-800-635-4617 {three inch text}”

City of Town of City of City of City of City of County of County of Cityof City of Town of
Adelento Apple Velley Barstow Blythe Heaperia Needles Riverside San Twentynine Victorville Yucea Valley
Bemardino Palms



o Use a water truck to maintain moist disturbed surfaces and actively spread water during
visible dusting episodes to minimize visible fugitive dust emissions. For projects with
exposed sand or fines deposits (and for projects that expose such soils through
earthmoving), chemical stabilization or covering with a stabilizing layer of gravel will be
required to eliminate visible dust/sand from sand/fines deposits.

o All perimeter fencing shall be wind fencing or the equivalent, to a minimum of four feet
of height or the top of all perimeter fencing. The owner/operator shall maintain the wind
fencing as needed to keep it intact and remove windblown dropout. This wind fencing
requirement may be superseded by local ordinance, rule or project-specific biological
mitigation prohibiting wind fencing,

¢ All maintenance and access vehicular roads and parking areas shall be stabilized with
chemical, gravel or asphaltic pavement sufficient to eliminate visible fugitive dust from
vehicular travel and wind erosion. Take actions to prevent project-related trackout onto
paved surfaces, and clean any project-related trackout within 24 hours. All other earthen
surfaces within the project area shall be stabilized by natural or irrigated vegetation,
compaction, chemical or other means sufficient to prohibit visible fugitive dust from
wind erosion.

Additionally, the District requests that the County require the proponent to obtain District
permits for any miscellaneous equipment involved that may not be exempt under District Rule
219, including, but not limited to, engine powered pumps.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this planning document. If you have any questions
regarding this letter, please contact me at (760) 245-1661, extension 6726, or Tracy Walters at
extension 6122,

Sincerely,

Al J. De Sdivio
Deputy Director -- Mojave Desert Operations

AJD/kh P201600323/CF San Bernardino County



Nievez, Tom

From: Linda DelLuca-Snively <californiadeluca@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2018 10:02 PM

To: Nievez, Tom; Tom.Husacn@Ius.sbcounty.gov
Subject: Fwd: Linda DelLuca-Snively shared 15 photos with you

From: Linda DeLuca Snively, 47323 Autumn Leaf Road, Newberry Springs, CA 92365 - 760.780.8741
Subject: Minneola Solar Project (P20180004) and Daggett Solar Project (P201700679).
Attention: Mr. Tom Nievez and Mr, Tom Hudson:

I have owned property and lived in Newberry Springs since 2004. The proposed solar projects will totally
change the rural neighborhoods of both Daggett and Newberry Springs. Change is always inevitable, yet
projects of this scope in our neighborhoods is massively invasive and downright not workable in my opinion.
Kramer Junction's solar project is out in the middle of nowhere. Ivanpah's solar project is out in the middie of
nowhere. These two proposed projects are in the middle of our neighborhoods where we live.

I have attached pictures that were taken today of the defunct small solar project on Mountain View, Newberry
Springs. The small scale project has so totally negatively impacted the neighborhood. Larger projects with
700,000 solar panels twenty feet high, (width not presented) will be absolutely devastating.

The proposed huge scale has the potential to guarantee that Daggett and Newberry Springs will be ruined
forever. '

I question the validity of the EIR if it did not take into account the sand shifting, loss of property values,
environmental and wildlife conditions and lastly and not least the health impact on the people of these two
cities.

I strongly urge you to not approve this calamity. The lack of support by San Bernardino County government is
appalling.

Linda DeLuca Snively

----—---- Forwarded message ----------
From: Linda DeLuca-Snively (via Google Photos) <

08 (@googl >
Date: Wed, Apr 25, 2018 at 8:26 PM
Subject: Linda DeLuca-Snively shared 15 photos with you
To:

@& Google Photos
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r this mall because Linda DsLuca-Snively shared these photos with you. If you no fonger wish to recelve email notifications of shared photos, unsub

Get the Google Photos app

Google LLC
1600 Amphitheatre Plwy
Mountain View. CA 84043 USA



MBCA

morongo basin conservation association
PO Box 24, Joshua Tree CA 92252

April 26, 2018

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Re: Daggett Solar Energy Project

Dear Mr. Nievez;

The MBCA appreciates this opportunity to comment on the Daggett Solar Energy Project.
1. Initial Study required for Informed scoping comments from stakeholders

We open our comments with the regret that Land Use Services chose not to provide an Initlal Study as
background for scoping comments. We understand from Ms. Rahhal that the choice to provide only the
2-page sketch of the 3,5000-acre project was based on the early (and correct) declsion that an EIR will
be required. The 484-acre Ord Mountain Solar Project scoping was supported by a 102-page initial
Study. We request, in the future, that scopling for ALL solar projects, utility scale and smaller, be
accompanied by an Initlal Study. The purpose of CEQA Is to inform the stakeholders, which was not
accomplished with the brief description of this project.

2. Aesthetics: a-d — Significant impacts both individually and cumulatively that cannot be
mitigated

The unincorporated communlty of Daggett is confined between the I-15 and the I-40 within the narrow
end of a triangle that extends east to the Cady Mountains. See Figure 1

Cumulatively, the proposed 3,500-acre Daggett Solar Project Is adjacent to the existing 300-acre Sunray
Solar project and the proposed 1,200-acre Sunpower Solar 1 Project for a total of 5,000-acres.

The size of Daggett Solar (5.5 square miles) will significantly impact the scenic vista looking from all
directions: north from National Trails Highway (Route 66) and the 1-40 to the Calice Mountains; south
from the I-15 to the Newberry Mountains Wilderness Area; west or east across the basin connecting the
Cady Mountains and the Mojave Trails National Monument with Barstow. Historic Route 66, which
travels through the town of Daggett (founded 1883) will closely parallel the projects for over 7 miles.
The EIR should be thorough in evaluating the loss of the scenic vista and resources including the



historical and rural character of the community. The hundreds of thousands of industrial 20-feet high
panels will be impossible to hide behind a perimeter chain link fence (of unspecified height) with 1 foot
of barbed wire. Because of the Project size and the significant cumulative impact, visual analyses must
be performed for Daggett Solar alone and then for the three together.

g P 1
g
L I THST

T "

Figure 1: Daggett- Nmberwﬁpﬂngs area showing mountain vlewpoints, Wilderness, the Mojave River, and the location of
the Newberry Elementary School,

3. Alr-Quality: a-d - Significant Impacts that are possibly unmitigable
4. Geology and Solls: b — Substantial sclls erosion will be significant and mitigation difficult

The Mojave Desert Plan Area is in federal and state nonattainment for the criteria pollutant PM10. The
area Is under the jurisdiction of the MDAQMD. The closest monitoring station for the project area is in
the Clty of Barstow and there may or may not be data that qualifles as PM10 baseline for this project.
The Soda Mountain Solar Project (BLM) further to the east and also on a sand transport path used the
Victorville monitoring station for the 2- year baseline data. Victorville data from within the city is not
applicable when accounting for incidents of PM10 release during high wind conditions in the Daggett
area. However, the Daggett Airport, which will be surrounded on three sides by the project, is a regional
weather information center. Should it be approved the developer, NRG, should be required to install a
PM10 Base Air Monitor at the airport to record baseline data and data throughout the life of the project,
for construction and operation.

Based on Natlonal Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) soil type data for the MoJave River area in San
Bernardino County the whole of the Daggett Triangle Is a sand transport path and subject to eollan dust
during high wind events. See Figure 2. The County LUS and Code Enforcement should review their
recent records for complaints related to the 22-acre Soitec Solar Project on Mountain View Rd. in
Newberry Springs for the damage done to the downwind nelghbor from blowing sand.



Woe are aware that for the electronics in the tracker units to operate correctly they must be installed on
very level ground. The Daggett Solar application {provided following a Public Records Request) stated
that 2,400,000 cubic yards of soil would be graded. What does that mean? Since there are 1,760-yards
in a mile, the graded cubic yards of dirt, laid end to end, would stretch 1,363 miles, half way across the
United States. It Is important to know where this vast amount of dirt would be placed and what would
insure that it does not release sand and dust during wind events.

Since the installation of solar facilities began around 2013 dust events during hlgh winds have become a
serious and immediate health and quality-of-life problem for communities like Lucerne Valley, Newberry
Springs, Hinkley, and the Morongo Basin. Experlence has shown that the mitigation measures required
under the MDAQMD Fugitive Dust Rule 403.2 do not work in the Mojave Desert when constructing solar
projects on slopes 1% or less.” What does work is the Great Basin Rule 433, adopted in 2016 following
years of research and monlitoring.? We suggest that the County LUS work closely with CA. Alr Resources
Board (CARB) and MDAQMD on implementing GB Rule 433 to Insure that the communities of
Daggett/Newberry Springs do not become a dust bowl and unlivable.

——
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H 00 Proposed Surpower Soler [ ~1,200 Acres
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Figure 2: Map showg sIs h the potet f ant in the Daggett/Newberry Springs
area. Soils analysis based on USDA REC Soll Classiflcation. Map: Brian Hammer Professor Victor
Valley College Agricultural and Natural Resources Department

1

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/m riginal/1501211030/LV_MAC Presentati
on.pdf?1501211030 {accessed 4/25/2018)
2 https://www.arb.ca.gov/drdb/gbu/curhtml|/r433.pdf (accessed 4/26/2018)



5. Blological Resources: d - Significant impacts difficult to mitigate because of the project size

The whole 3,500 acres of the Daggett Solar Energy Facllity, as proposed, is within the California Desert
Linkage Network. See Figures 3 and 4. The Daggett Solar Facility would be a major impediment for

; resident wildlife
and movement
over any time
period.

@ Flgure 3: Proposed
# and existing solar

projects In
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o | Network,

| Map: Brian Hammer
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Figure 4: Section from Figure D-1 Landscape Linkages. DRECP LUPA 2016. Appendix D Conservation
and Management Action Implementation Support Information and Maps.




6 Land Use Planning: a - The Project will have significant community impact

The Daggett Solar Project will physically divide the community of Daggett and it will also divide it from
neighboring Newberry Springs. See Flgures 1 and 2. There Is no mitigation to overcome this impact.

7 Population and Houslng: b and/or ¢ — potentially significant and probably more accurate
to file the population outcomes under environmental Justice

There Is no denying that the soils are subject to eolian dust. The size of the project could create
unimaginable living conditions for anyone with existing health problems involving lungs and heart.
People have moved to the desert because of the clean air and many residents in Daggett have owned
their homes for decades. It Is important to research this possibility by querying health clinics, attending
local meetings and questioning residents. This is an economically disadvantaged community so people
may need to move for their health. With Daggett Solar cbliterating the natural vistas and skyline and
creating poor alr-quality, their homes may have little value, so they will be stuck.

8 Public Services: Schools

The Daggett Solar Project Is upwind (east) of the Daggett Middle School and west of the Newberry
Elementary School. The distance in both cases Is only about 4 miles, this is nothing when the wind Is
blowing and sand and dust are on the move. The Students are sensitive receptors that should be
protected. The only reasonable mitigation should this project be approved, would be to relocate the
schools, but to where?

9. Environmental Justice

In closing we note that the County has stated in official documents that solar energy should benefit the
community where it is built. None of the solar energy produced in Daggett or Newberry Springs will be
used by those living there, it will be transported to other locations, Including out of state. What the
residents will get is the loss of their quality of life, possibly their health, their investment in their homes
and businesses, and a higher utility bill.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

e Hrsnagn

Pat Flanagan
Board member, Morongo Basin Conservation Association

Board

President ~ Sarah Kennington, Pioneertown
Vice President — David Fick, Joshua Tree
Secretary — Marina West, Landers
Treasurer — Steve Bardwell, Ploneertown
Member - Claudia Sall, Pioneertown
Member — Meg Foley, Morongo Valley



Member - Mike Lipsitz, Landers
Member - Ruth Rieman, Flamingo Heights
Member — Seth Shteir, Joshua Tree
Member - Laraine Turk, Joshua Tree

cc: Brad Poirlez, Mojave Desert AQMD, bradp@mdagmd.ca.gov
Alan De Salvio, Mojave Desert AQMD, adesalvio@mdagmd.ca.gov
Earl Withycombe, CARB, ewithyco@arb.ca.gov

Ted Stimpfel, Newberry Springs Community Alliance, newberrysprings@ mail.com
Bob Berkman, CEQA Now, mindspriing.com

Paul Smith, SBCo. Planning Commissioner, pfslaw2S@gmeail.com



Nievez, Tom

From: Cindy Charlton <bunnycharlton@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 2:39 PM

To: Nievez, Tom

Ce: Pavid Charlton; Paula Deel

Subject: Solar Fields

Dear Mr Nievez,

I am submitting my comments on the review of Policy 4.10.

While I find it absolutely appalling that I even need to write to you on this matter is upsetting enough, I will
however be sure that it is not a rant.

Firstly, I am very concerned about the value of my property in Newberry Springs value being decreased with
the addition of such large scale solar in our neighborhood.

Secondly, I have been reading up on San Bernardino Development Codes, Code 84.29.035 to be exact. In
reading the code I demand an explanation of how (even with the deletion of Policy 4.10) large scale solar
companies can be allowed to build in the locations of Daggett and Newberry Springs California.

Furthermore, According to the table 85-2 there was no notice given to homeowners within the required distance
to the project. If it was printed in a local newspaper that is not adequate as the Desert Dispatch is not delivered
to our areas of Daggett and Newberry Springs, and is not even a paper anymore...only digitally on line.

It is also my understanding the AQMD needs to be involved with the air quality. I have yet to see or hear of
AQMD researching the air quality over a period of time due the the high wind corridor effect on the area

in question. As I write this letter to you, Harvard Road is closed and remains closed due to wind blown sand
and has been since April 16th, 2018. This sand is a result of the building of Silver Lakes in Helendale, CA. And
now it is the County of San Bernardino responsibility to clear each time it gets clogged over with blow sand.

I personally request that Mr. Lovingood and yourself be required to visit our area during a high wind storm to
be part of the EIR. I would gladly escort you to the areas of most concern.

The large size of this project project is not compatible with the current San Bernardino Development Code.

Cynthia Charlton
34670 Condor Rd



Newberry Springs, CA
760-979-7470



Nievez, Tom

from: Jack Unger <junger@ask-wi.com>

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 3:50 PM

To: Nievez, Tom

Subject: Daggett Solar Power Project Public Scoping Comments
Dear Mr. Nievez,

As a resident of the project area, I'm submitting my environment concerns that need to be included and
addressed in the Draft EIR for the proposed Daggett Solar Power Project.

1. Air Quality Deterioration - Wind-blown sand is already a significant hazard for residents of the
Daggett/Newberry Springs area. Construction, operation and abandonment of the proposed project must
inevitably worsen this already-serious problem.

2. Threatened and Endangered Wildlife Habitat Loss - Construction of this project threatens the native habitat
and therefore the continued survival of a) the desert tortoise, and b) the desert kitfox.

3. Water Use and Aguifer Depletion - Water use and lowering water-table levels are already serious issues in
the project area. Construction and operation of this proposed project will further stress the already-
acknowledged water overdraft issues and must be sufficiently addressed in the EIR.

Thank-you for your attention to these issues.

Jack Unger

PO Box 117
Daggett, Ca. 92327
760-678-5033



Nievez, Tom

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

April 26, 2018

Via emall

Paula Deel <deelplum2@gmail.com>
Thursday, April 26, 2018 3:43 PM
Nievez, Tom

EIR Daggett Solar Power Facility Project

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415
Tom.Nievez@lus.sbcounty.gov

Subject: EIR Daggett Solar Power Facility Project

Dear Mr. Nievez:

in the EIR please be sure the following and how they may affect the communities of Daggett and Newberry
Springs are adequately studied:

Thank you,

Paula Deel

Aesthetics: Shorter (8’) panels are less objectionable that 20’ panels.

Air Quality/Geology and Soils:  These are two serlous items. If the earth is disturbed, it will
blow. Predominate winds are west to east. Homes are east of the proposed project. How will
the dust be controlled?

Hydrology and Water Quality: We always come back to the water. Proposed project Is
supposed to use less water than the existing alfalfa fields but property owners still own the
pumping rights. Where will this water be pumped from? The already distressed east

valley? How do you propose to prevent this? During construction water consumption will
probably increase. If we go over our allowed use per the adjudication, we will be ramped down
further. That is not falr.



Nievez, Tom

— - = ——
From: Jim Klein <jim.klein@lardnerklein.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 3:13 PM
To: Nievez, Tom
Subject: Daggett Solar Power Facility
Attachments: CART66_whoopdidoosDSC_6911.jpg

Good afternoon,

As the lead contractor and author of the Needles to Barstow California Historic Route 66 Corridor
Management Plan (Download), | wanted to make sure that you and the applicants were aware of the
significance of the section of historic Route 66 adJacent to the proposed Daggett Solar Power Facility.

Please note that the road Itself is one of the most significant stretches of pavement on Historic Rt. 66 (National
Trails Highway) in California. Many refer to the “whoop-di-dos” found on this section named for the ribbon of
asphalt that lies lightly across the desert landscape and its washes. Seven washes, all close together, in this
photograph alone. The attached photograph was selected for the cover of the management plan and
represents one of the most significant character defining feature of Historic Route 66 in California. For a
complete description of the significance of Historic Route 66 as it traverses through the project area, please
refer to the corridor management plan document including the appendices. Appendix Il has a complete
listing of historic resources including mapping and a reference to the “whoop-di-dos”.

Page 67 of the CMP references the adopted San Bernardino County solar ordinance and potential viewshed
and historic resource issues that are now coming forth. The ordinance specifically references that facilities not
detract from communities, in paragraph 3 of § 84.29.035 “Required Findings for Approval of a Commercial
Solar Energy Facility”:

(3) The siting and design of the proposed commercial solar energy generation facility will be [either]: (A)
Unobtrusive and not detract from the natural features, open space and visual qualities of the area as
viewed from communities, rural residentlal uses, and major roadways and highways

The ordinance specifically references historic resources in paragraph 11 of § 84.29.035
(11)The proposed commercial solar energy generation facility will be located so as to avoid or mitigate
impacts to significant cultural and historic resources, as well as sacred landscapes.

The push pin on the air photo below represents the location of the photo attached, although the significant
stretch Is from the transmission line crossing and east. The proposed project will be highly visible from this
significant stretch of Historic Route 66. In the CMP we had talked about priorities for preservation east of the
transmission line corridor that runs diagonally to the west of the site, as the first place you actually get a sense
of the historic road. This is it. The project will be highly visible as soon as the whoop-di-dos come into view
traveling east.
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Figure 2. Project Site on USGS Quadrangles o
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From the point of view of protecting this nationally significant historic resource with direct economic

beneflts associated with heritage tourism, to San Bernardino County and especially for those small businesses
in the surrounding communities of Barstow, Daggett and Newberry Springs, | ask that the applicant address
these Issues by reconsidering development of any solar facilities or gen-ties that are south of Silver Valley
Road and east of the transmission line as the best way to protect this nationally significant historic and
community resource.

Thank you for your consideration.

Jim Kleln, ASLA Principal
Lardner/Klein Landscape Architects
815 North Royal, Suite 200
Alexandria, VA 22314
703-739-0972 (t)



703-739-0973 (f)
Jim.Klein@lardnerklein.com
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April 26, 2018

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Re Proposed Daggett Solar Power Facility- Project #P201700679
To whom it may concern,

As a partner with the County of San Bernardino in managing and conserving the historic
California corridor of old National Trails Highway and Route 66, the California Historic Route 66
Association (CHR66A), strongly supports legitimate demands for responsible energy
development that appropriately consider project impacts on scenic, cultural, and historic
resources. In this sense, project impacts include all activities and facilities involved in the
development, production and generation of energy.

We are in total agreement with San Bernardino environmental policy as outlined in The
California Historic Route 66 Corridor Management Plan (CMP) published May, 2015,which was
endorsed by the San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors. The CMP referenced the County’s
Solar Energy Development Ordinance §84.29.035 (December, 2013) that includes consideration
of impacts to scenic, cultural, and historic resources and affirms their importance.

Paragraph 3 -“Required Findings for Approval of a Commercial Solar Energy Facility” specifically
references that facilities not detract from such resources:

“Siting and design of the proposed commercial solar energy generation facility will be...

“Unobtrusive and not detract from the natural features, open space and visual qualities of
the area as viewed from communities, rural residential uses, and major roadways and

highways.”
Paragraph 11 of the same ordinance specifically references historic resources.

“The proposed commercial solar energy generation facility will be located so as to avoid
or mitigate impacts to significant cultural and historic resources.”



Page 2

In defining the County’s purpose, values, and standards of renewable energy and conservation
framework in 2015, the County Land Use Services Department listed “Conservation of the scenic,
recreational and cultural assets that define San Bernardino County for its residents and make it a
destination for tourists” as one of core values and goals of San Bernardino County citizens.

We totally agree. The community of Daggett is one of the most historic sites along the old
National Trails Highway, Santa Fe Railway and California Route 66 corridor and is at the top of
our list for becoming a must-see stop for travelers across Interstate 40 and Route 66. It has a
rich history that could become the heritage travel gem of the Mojave Desert that brings Route 66
motorists west into California instead of up to Las Vegas before heading back east.

CHR66A will work with project developers and the County of San Bernardino to assure that
significant environmental impacts, especially visual impacts, on important historic resources in
the Daggett are appropriately mitigated consistent with CEQA standards and the San Bernardino
County Solar Energy Development Ordinance §84.29.035.

Critical historic resources in the Daggett area include Alf's Blacksmith Shop, Stone Hotel, Daggett
Museum, historic Route 66 pavement, Barstow/Daggett Airport, and viewsheds from Interstate
40 and Route 66.

Glen Duncan
Vice President , CH66A



Vickie Paulsen
43843 Valley Center, Newberry Sprmgs CA 92365 = 760-447-2118 » words4fun@gmail.com
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April 24, 2018

Mr. Tom Nievez

Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Ave., First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

COMMENT ON THE EIR FOR THE DAGGETT SOLAR POWER PROJECT
Dear Mr. Nievez:

In addition to the practical arguments against industrial solar installations, there are
several ordinances established by the San Bernardino County that disallow these projects
no matter what the findings of an EIR. Private citizens, businesses, administrators and
elected officials are obligated to abide by the County Code. In the question of whether or
not to approve the Daggett and Minneola solar projects, the law must take precedence over
both necessities and desires, for one person’s (or business’s) necessities might act to
another’s detriment.

I will list some of the ordinances that I interpret as disallowing these projects. The SPARC.
discussions in 1915-16 concluded that one of the top two criteria was:

“Renewable energy efforts should not negatively impact
viewsheds, plant life, and wildlife.”

These are all EIR concerns, and reflect Ordinance 84.29.035 [January 2014]which states in
part [emphasis added]:

(a) the proposed commercial solar energy facility [hereafter known as
PCSEF] . .. will not lead to loss of the scenic desert qualities that
are key to maintaining a vibrant desert tourist economy...

Further, Ordinance 84.29.035(c)(1) states that the PCSEF should be

[A] Sufficiently separated from existing communities and existing
developing rural residential areas so as to avoid adverse effects, or

[B] of a sufficiently small size, provided with adequate setbacks,
designed to be lower profile than otherwise permitted, and
sufficiently screened from public view so as to not adversely affect
the desirability and future development of communities,
neighborhoods, and rural residential use.



According to the PCSEFs own project descriptions, both will incorporate panels 20 ft. high.
In its presentation to the Daggett meeting on April 11, James Kelly from NRG showed a
picture of a man standing in front of a solar array that was probably 5 or 6 ft high (see
below, left). This could have led the audience into thinking that the low height is what is
being proposed. | have done a bit of low-level magic to give a rough idea of how high 20 ft
is, assuming the man in the foreground is about 5’ 10”. (I had to make the men smaller, but
the ratio is the same.)

Please note that any view of the mountains disappears. If my graphic doesn’t convince you,
then go outside of your own home and picture it surrounded by a wall 20 ft high. You will
not like it. For us, it is most definitely a loss of the scenic desert qualities such as broad
vistas of undisturbed land and distant mountains.

A glance at the Daggett project map shows how much Newberry Springs is impacted by this
installation. Newberry begins at Minneola, which will become, on the west side, two miles
of 20 ft high pv panels. Halfway north, the east side joins them from Silver Valley to Valley
Center, forming one continuous mile-long corridor of glaring industrial pv panels on both
sides. Allowing this to happen in our community would be an inconceivable breach of the
public trust.

Many of us in Newberry use Minneola to reach our homes. The view we get in ali directions
is priceless. To experience the sun rising on the Calicos, or the setting sun creating deep
shadows on the Newberry Mountains, is beyond price. I have international visitors who
come expressly to see our unparalleled desert landscape. Unanimously, they love
Newberry Springs for what it is - a small remote community with silence, clean air,
sunshine, and long, unfettered views.



The Daggett NRG project covers 3500 acres, not a small size by any measure. In fact, it is
more than twice the size of the Kramer Junction installation. I have been to Kramer
Junction (below). It is gigantic and hideous, but the Daggett and Minneola projects {1200
acres) would dwarf it.

L

It is obvious that at 20 ft high, these panels are not designed to be lower profile, as
required by County Code.

How can they possibly be screened from public view, as also required by County Code?

The Daggett and Minneola projects are not separated from our community at all, as
required by the County Code. They are smack dab inside our gates.

Since California declared its goals of 33% RE by 2020 and 50% by 2030, solar companies
have been trying to convince local governments that even more behemoth-sized industrial
solar generation projects are necessary. However, as things stand now, the major utilities
have already met or will soon meet the 33% goal, with the CPUC confident that the 50%
goal will be reached by 2020.1

1 https://cleantechnica.com/2017 /11/21 /california-meet-2030-renewable-energy-
targets-2020/
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Damage to air quality, land and wildlife conservation, and the environment are concerns
that will affect the Mojave desert for hundreds of years. To overlook their importance by
rushing this process would be wrong. I urge you to give adequate time for us to answer any
allegations brought by NRG justifying its claims. For one thing, air quality should be
measured for at least a year, and preferably longer.

To approve Daggett Solar would be to inflict irreparable damage on our community. We
cannot afford the time nor money to do all the studies that well-heeled NRG can fund, but
we know the law. The County Code is a public document and it spells out what can and
cannot be permitted. I urge you, as an administrator of the law, to follow what it requires.

Sincerely,

Commenting as a private person
Director, Newberry Springs Community Services District
Director, Newberry Springs Economic Development Association



Newberry Springs Community Alliance
P.O. Box 11
Newberry Springs, CA 92365
newberrysprings@mall.com

April 26, 2018
Terri Rahhal, Planning Director

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner
County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department Sent via e-mail (PDF),
385 N. Arrowhead Ave., First Floor Terri.Rahhal@lus.sbcounty.gov
San Bernardino, CA 92415 Tom.Nievez@Ilus.sbcounty.gov

Re: Scoping Public Input - Daggett Solar Project (P201700679)
Dear Ms. Rahhal and Mr. Nievez,

Please address each of the following questions and concerns in the Daggett
Solar Project’s (P201700679) Environmental Impact Report as part of our
participation in the public scoping process. We are providing a brlef
narrative to most of our questions and concerns as a foundation.

This scoping communication is further being prefaced with a strong
complaint that inadequate time has been provided to the public to properly
participate in the scoping process. Despite multiple requests, vast amounts
of data regarding the Project have not been made available to the public and
the County of San Bernardino, as the Lead Agency, to date has denied
multiple requests for a sixty-day (60-day) extension of the scoping period
deadline for public comment. Furthermore, the County has biasly
manipulated the County’s Renewable Energy Conservation Element to allow
the Project’s filing before a determination of the before said element’s Policy
4.10. The County has intentionally withheld that determination for nearly a
year. The County has further used the stalled period to design a
replacement Policy 4.10 alternative that highly favors establishment of
utility-scale solar in Rural Living zoning. This is despite the County’s
recommended alternative being contrary to the County’s General Plan and
Development Code.

Hereinafter, “Project” shall reference Daggett Solar Project (P201700679),
“County” shall reference the County of San Bernardino.



1. The County has taken an interpretation that Rural Living zoning permits
utility-scale solar. There is a distinct legal difference between a residential/
commercial Renewable Energy Generation Facllity being permitted in a rural
residential community and that of an industrial utility-scale solar
development. As utility-scale solar facilities are industrial on steroids, by
their nature, they are totally incompatible in rural neighborhoods. There
seems to be a stretching of the definition to permit utility-scale in Rural
Living which is mooted by other portions of the County Code. (Q.) What is
the County’s specific legal basis that utility-scale solar developments can be
considered environmentally compatible and permitted in RL zoning?

2. Please provide a thorough nonpartisan study analysis of the Project’s
impact to the County’s Historic Route 66 Scenic Highway and include a
comprehensive analysis of the current and future economic impacts that the
Project will have to the economies of the local communities that depend
upon the open West vistas from Interstate-15 and Interstate-40, and include
Calico, Daggett, and the nearby local Gateway communities to the Mojave
National Preserve, Mojave Trails National Monument, Death Valley, and
nearby tourist and recreational destinations. (Please note that Historic
Route 66 was designated a state historic route in 1991, and the Route 66
segment along the Project is a candidate to become a National Scenic Byway
and is also a candidate as an All-American Road, in part based upon its
scenic viewshed. Furthermore, the Project fails to avoid modification of
scenic natural formations (Development Code 84.29.035(c)(19).)

3. Please provide the comprehensive detail analysis given to each alternative
solar site considered, including the available sites in the federal Desert
Renewable Energy Conservation Plan (DRECP), and provide a detail
explanation why each alternative site was reasonably rejected.

4, Photographs of the areas of the Project site illustrate dust and sand being
picked-up in winds and reaching several hundred feet in altitude in a very
short distance. Blowing dust/sand mitigation using stabilizers has been
unsuccessful at the 22-acre Soitec facility which has been a Newberry
Springs disaster. (Q1.) What environmental PM10/dust protections are being
planned? (Q2.) What evidence is available that such mitigation measures
should be relied upon in a Sand Transport Path?

5. The Project’s site is located in the center of a Sand Transport Path.

(Q.) Does the applicant have any nonpartisan studies, meteorological data,
and PM10 studies addressing the sand transport issues impacting the
Barstow-Daggett Airport and neighboring communities?



6. Blowing dust and sand emitting from the Project can be anticipated to
cause damage and interference to operating aircraft engines, static aircraft,
and airport operations at the Barstow-Daggett Airport. (Q.) What mitigation
measures and financial guarantees against environmental, mechanical, and
airport operation damages will be established for the life of the Project?

7. {(Q.) How will the facility’s developer and future operator(s) address the
neighboring communities’ cost of healthcare issues resulting from the
anticipated environmental massive increases in PM10 emitting from the
Project into the neighboring communities?

8. The federally protected fringe-toed lizard has been recently spotted along
an area of the Mojave River. (Q.) How is the Project’s natural habitat for this
endangered lizard going to be protected?

9. (Q.) What steps are being taken to remedy pathway obstructions, such as
fencing, to maintain wildlife migration through the Project site?

10. The developer has been investigating this Project for a known 4-years.

A minimum 2-plus year air quality study is necessary for the Project site as a
minimum baseline to meet and understand the environmental air quality
problems of the site under CEQA. The nearest Mojave Desert AQMD
monitors (Barstow Courthouse) are too distant and are not in the Sand
Transport Path to be of any relevance. (Q.) What is being done to establish
an air quality baseline and a nonpartisan air quality study for the Project?

11. The County’s development goals and policies are environmentally rooted
in sensible General Plan Vision Statements that regulate the implementation
of development. A few codified County General Plan relevant portions are
LU-2, LU-7, and LU-10. The Project’s proposed siting fails to meet the
criteria of the County’s Development Code, Section 84.29.035, and the
Land Use Element:

GOAL LU-1: The County will have a compatible and harmonious
arrangement of land uses by providing a type and mix of functionally well-
integrated land uses that are fiscally viable and meet general social and
economic needs of the residents.

POLICY LU-1.2: The design and siting of new development will meet
locational and development standards to ensure compatibility of the new
development with adjacent land uses and community character.

GOAL LU-7: The distribution of land uses will be consistent with the
maintenance of environmental quality, conservation of natural resources,
and the preservation of open spaces.



GOAL LU-10: Encourage distinct communities with a sense of "place” and
identity.

The County’s General Plan, Desert Region Goals and Policies of the Land Use
Element:

GOAL D/LU-1: Maintain land use patterns in the Desert Region that enhance
the rural environment and preserve the quality of life of the residents of the
region.

POLICY D/LU-1.2: Limit future industrial development to those uses which
are compatible with the Community Industrial Land Use Zoning District or
zone, are necessary to meet the service, employment and support needs of
the region, do not have excessive water requirements, and do not adversely
impact the desert environment.

POLICY D/LU-1.3. Utilize Rural Living (RL) areas to buffer Resource
Conservation (RC) areas from more intensive land uses.

¢ Note: The Project VIOLATES all of the above, including loss of long-term
local employment, adversely impacting local safety and health, adversely
impacting the environment of the desert, viewsheds, water quality and water
availability, wildlife, and property values.

(Q.) With the state’s renewable energy power needs for the immediate
future already being met, with many alternative sites being available under
the DRECP, and with the Project causing many unmitigable damages, why is
the County still processing the Project site as permissible?

12. Furthermore, in reference to the above points, under the Development
Code policy for the Planning Commission - General findings for all Use
Permits (Conditional and Minor), § 85.06.040(a) states, “The review
authority shall first find and justify that all of the following are true before
approving a Conditional Use Permit or Minor Use Permit application.” Under
sub (4): "The proposed use and manner of development are consistent with
the goals, maps, policies, and standards of the General Plan and any
applicable community or specific plan.” Clearly, with the violations of the
Project noted in the preceding paragraph, the Planning Commission cannot
legally approve a Conditional Use Permit for the Project. (Q.) Why is this
Project continuing to be processed if the Planning Commission cannot
approve a Conditional Use Permit?

13. Daggett and Newberry Springs are severely economically disadvantaged
communities. The dumping of the Project within Daggett and a
plannedsecond site in Newberry Springs will create an overall loss of jobs
due to the loss of jobs from agriculture, removal of available land preventing
future residential and commercial development, create a visual eyesore
detriment to tourism, create dangerous air quality, harm wildlife, depreciate



the rural lifestyle and property values, and destroy the rural environmental
setting that local residents have invested and bullt their homes to enjoy.
The Project’s negative environmental impact upon such a large area
represents an act of Social Injustice, a Civil Rights violation of environmental
and economic racism that may be addressed under federal Title 42, § 1983.
The Project may also violate California Government Code § 65040.12
regarding environmental justice. (Note: Cal. Govt. Code § 65040.12(e)
states, “For the purposes of this section, “environmental justice” means 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.”) The Project represents an
unnecessary environmental disaster to the local citizens of challenged social
and economic status. The Project’s siting and nonconformity to Rural Living
appear to be blatantly illegal under County Code and also a form of
uncompensated Eminent Domain against the neighboring communities.

(Q.) What compensation program addressing the above will be established
for the communities and individuals for the environmental, economic, and
other damages resulting from this Project’s devaluating the desirability of
adjacent communities and the devaluation of property values?

14. It is estimated that this and other County solar projects’ future health
damages to local residents from fugitive dust may reach future claims in
excess of two-billion dollars ($2-billion), primarily resulting from PM10
deaths and lung disease issues from the County’s failure to protect the
residents’ health, safety, and welfare by approving the Project, and other
projects, in known environmentally dangerous Sand Transport Paths.

(Q.) What measures will the County acquire to cover the plaintiffs’ awards
and protect the County’s solvency from this and other Sand Transport Path
projects?

15. (Q.) What Power Purchase Agreements has the developer acquired for
the Project to warrant construction and what are the specific power amounts
involved in the contract(s) and all dates involved? Please provide copies of
any Power Purchase Agreements.

16. Ratepayers in California are paying a premium, among the highest power
rates in the United States, for the ability of solar power generation and
transmission. (Q.) Will the power generated by the Project be used entirely
within the state of California or be distributed outside the state as surplus
power?



17. (Q.) What is the country of origin of the photovoltaic panels and the
power storage equipment that will be used?

18. (Q.) Who is the manufacturer and what are the model numbers of the
photovoltaic panels and the power storage equipment that will be used?

19. (Q.) Where can the Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS) and the Product
Safety Data Sheet (PSDS) be publicly acquired for the photovoltaic panels
and the'power storage equipment that will be installed for the Project?

20. (Q.) There is fear of chemical leaching and spills from equipment that
will damage the environment. (Q.) What chemicals will be or were used in
the construction of the photovoltaic panels and the power storage units for
the Project?

21. (Q.) What ground treatment chemicals, such as herbicides, will be used?

22. Many of the approximate 15 alfalfa and hay fields being proposed by the
Project for solar conversion are reportedly loaded with thousands of tons of
hazardous sewage sludge compost. This sludge compost includes hazardous
pharmaceuticals, heavy metals, and other hazardous wastes that were
originally disposed of through urban sewers and later collected, marketed,
and given away as sewage sludge compost. Urban waste compost is known
to contain many thousands of hazardous elements. It is reasonable to state
that many thousands of toxic elements have been spread on the agricultural
fields that are to be used by the Project. Such compost has been spread for
years on the Project’s fields and will be tilled and exposed by the Project,
laid bare without cover, with hazardous matter becoming airborne by high
winds at the Project, spreading into neighboring communities. The vast
majority of the hazardous elements require individual element testing for
detection. They are otherwise not detected in routine heavy metal, bacteria,
et cetera, testing. With many thousands of elements, test results from
samples only a few feet apart can vary tremendously. (Q1.) What soil
studies and what specific contamination elements will be specifically tested
for at the Project’s site? (Q2.) How many samples will be taken and from
specifically where? (Q3.) What will the Project do to clean-up the toxic
‘waste and prevent the hazardous toxic matter from spreading?

23. (Q.) Have Health Risk Assessments been done?

24. A recent UCLA study has concluded that Los Angeles has sufficient
rooftop space for distributed generation, also known as distributed energy or



on-site generation (0OSG), to meet all current and future power generation
needs. OSG would prevent the need to desecrate the desert and save on
costly transmission. A 2017 study by the Institute for Local Self-Reliance
substantiates that OSG cost the ratepayer about the same as utility-scale
power and OSG may be more beneficial. (Q.) If the purpose of utility-scale
solar’s desecration of the desert is to help curtail greenhouse gases, why
isn’t the County actively supporting the substitution of OSG that would save
the County’s desert and protect the health, safety, and welfare of its
residents?

25. The Project is located in the Baja Subarea basin which is severely
overdrafted and is under adjudication. Attempted measures have not been
able to arrest further overdraft. The Project will have a tremendous thirst
for water. (Q1.) Where will the water come from? (Q2.) How will the Project
ensure that the Project will not further damage the water basin’s water level
and quality?

In conclusion, we feel that there is far more that needs to be addressed by
us. However, the arbitrary shortness of the allocated scoping period, and
the major fact that critical information about this significant Project has been
hidden and denied to us, prevents us and others from fully understanding
and participating in the CEQA process. The bias demonstrated against us by
the County in the passage of the County’s Renewable Energy Conservation
Element, minus Policy 4.10, and the CEQA process of this Project, appears to
be an unfortunate continuation of the discriminatory marginalization of the
economically disadvantaged High Desert rural communities that the County
has traditionally dumped on. We continue our request for a 60-day
extension for the scoping period and the release of the Project’s
documentation for public display at a public facility in Daggett and in
Newberry Springs.

Respectfully submitted,

TS

Ted Stimpfel, Executive Director
Newberry Springs Community Alliance

cc: Earl Withycombe, Cal. Air Resources Board, ewithyco@arb.ca.gov
Brad Poiriez, Mojave Desert AQMD, bradp@mdagmd.ca.gov
Alan De Salvio, Mojave Desert AQMD, adesalvio@mdagmd.ca.aov

Luther Snoke, Luther.Snoke@cao.sbcounty.gov
Bea Lint, 1st Dist. Field Rep., bea.lint@bos.sbcounty.gov




Christian Guntert, 1st Dist. Fid. Rep, Christian.Guntert@bos.sbcounty.gov
Mark Staggs, Daggett CSD, markstaggs760@yahoo.com

Newberry CSD, newberrycsd@gmail.com

Pat Flanagan, MBCA, patflanagan29@gmail.com

Bob Berkman, CEQA Now, ctcdaggett@mindspring.com



Nievez, Tom
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From: Cindy Charlton <bunnycharlton@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 2:39 PM
To: Nievez, Tom
Ce: David Charlton; Paula Deel
Subject: Solar Fields

Dear Mr Nievez,
I am submitting my comments on the review of Policy 4.10.

While I find it absolutely appalling that I even need to write fo you on this matter is upsetting enough, I will
however be sure that it is not a rant.

Firstly, I am very concerned about the value of my property in Newberry Springs value being decreased with
the addition of such large scale solar in our neighborhood.

Secondly, I have been reading up on San Bernardino Development Codes, Code 84.29.035 to be exact. In
reading the code I demand an explanation of how (even with the deletion of Policy 4.10) large scale solar
companies can be allowed to build in the locations of Daggett and Newberry Springs California.

Furthermore, According to the table 85-2 there was no notice given to homeowners within the required distance
to the project. If it was printed in a local newspaper that is not adequate as the Desert Dispatch is not delivered
to our areas of Daggett and Newberry Springs, and is not even a paper anymore...only digitally on line.

It is also my understanding the AQMD needs to be involved with the air quality. I have yet to see or hear of
AQMD researching the air quality over a period of time due the the high wind corridor effect on the area

in question. As I write this letter to you, Harvard Road is closed and remains closed due to wind blown sand
and has been since April 16th, 2018. This sand is a result of the building of Silver Lakes in Helendale, CA. And
now it is the County of San Bernardino responsibility to clear each time it gets clogged over with blow sand.

I personally request that Mr. Lovingood and yourself be required to visit our area during a high wind storm to
be part of the EIR. I would gladly escort you to the areas of most concern.

The large size of this project project is not compatible with the current San Bernardino Development Code.

Cynthia Charlton
34670 Condor Rd



Nievez, Tom
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From: rose beardshear <rosebeardshear@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 6:32 AM
To: Nievez, Tom
Subject: Comments on Daggett Solar Power Project

The potentially significant anvironmental impacts assoclated with the installation of the Daggett Solar Power Facility Project are
not only the obvious — land use and habitat loss, water use, and the use of hazardous materials in manufacturing, but also the
aesthetics/visual and recreational rasources that wlll be negatively impacted as well.

In May of 2015, the final draft of the Californla Historic Route 88 Neadles to Barstow Corrldor Management Plan (CMP) was
released. The CMP Is intended to serve as the basls for nominating Route 66 for National Scenlc Byway or All American Road
designation. On November 25, 2014, the California SHPO confirmed the segment of Callfornla U.S. Highway 86 from Daggstt
to Mountaln Springs Road exlt on 1-40 (approx. 111 miles} is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places with a perlod of
significance of 1926-1974. Installation of solar panels would negatively impact the intrinsic quallties along this future National
Scenlc Byway.

The setting of Historic Route 66 through the Mcjave Desert is particularly significant. Travelers can still see and feel the
vasiness of the desert—the same way that the travelers experlenced It In the early 30's and 40's. Route 86 Introduces visitors to
this vastness and to the many ephemeral qualities that shape the experlence of travel through the Mojave Desert. Installation of
solar panels would all but eradicate this significant experlence.

The proposed Route 66 comridor Includes the lands visible from the travel route referred to as the viewshed. This includes lands
that can be seen 30-mlles from the route which shape the travel experience and provide the context for Route 66 as a nationally
and Internationally significant historic resource. Strategy 2.3 on page 77 of the CMP recommends that San Bemardino County
consider adopting BLM Visual Resource Management objectives for private lands within the viewshed of Historic Route

86. What happened to the recommendations made to the county to provide guldance to help developers achieve a visual
standard along the Route 66 comidor?

| recommend that the contractors of this project negotlate with Pacific Gas & Electric to purchase land in Hinkley to install this
project—far from any of the few residents that live there. Perhaps this would help PG&E redeem their good neighbor status—at
least with the Daggett and Newberry resldents, It would most definltely be a win-win for us.

Rose Beardshear
PO Box 42
Barstow, CA 92312
760-447-6295



- April 26, 2018
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Tom Nievez, Confract Planner
- County of San Bernarding
385 N. Arrowhead Aventue, First Floor

San Bemardino, Californta 82415
Phone: (009) 387-5036
E-mall: Tom.Nievez@lus.sbcounty.gov

RE: SCAG Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental
Iimpact Report for the Daggett Solar Power Facliity [SCAG NO. IGR2579]

Dear Mr. Nievez,

s — Thank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of & Draft Environmental
Impact Report (DEIR) for the Daggett Solar Power Facliity ("proposed project’) fo the
Southem California Assoclation of Governments (SCAG) for review and comment.
SCAG Is the authorized regional agency for Inter-Governmental Review (IGR) of
programs proposed for Federal financial assistance and direct Federal development
Jan . Wagster Ontario activities, pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 12372, Addltionally, SCAG
T reviews the Environmental Impact Reports of projects of reglonal significance for
consistency with regional plane pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act

(CEQA) and CEQA Gulidelines.

SCAG is also the designated Reglonal Transportation Planning Agency under state
law, and Is responsible for preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
Including the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) pursuant to Senate Blii (SB)
375. As the clearinghouse for regionally significant projects per Executive Order
123872, SCAG reviews the consistency of local plans, projects, and programs with
regional plans.! SCAG's feedback is intended to assist local jurisdictions and project
proponents to implement projects that have the potential to confribute to attainment of
Reglonal Transportation Plan/Sustalnable Community Strategies (RTP/SCS) goals
fiergy B § iviroimme nt and align with RTR/SCS policloa.

BESINTEE, Quase: SCAG staff has reviewed the NOP of a DEIR for the Daggett Solar Power Faclllty In

e San Bemardino County. The proposed project Includes a solar snergy generation

iman, San Bernandine and storage facillly on approximately 3,600 acres, generating up to 560 megawaits
(MW} of energy with a storage capacity of 460 MW,

When avaliable, please send environmental documentation to SCAG's office In
Los Angeles or by emall fo au@scag.ca.gov providing, at a minimum, the full
public comment perlod for review. FPlease note our new headquarters In
Downtown Los Angelss ls at & ' p_Boulevard, Sis D._Los Angele:
Callfornia 90017.

COMMITTEE CHAIRS

A

i you have any questions regarding the attached comments, plaase contact the Inter-
Governmental Review (IGR) Program, atin.: Anita Au, Associate Reglonal Planner, at
(213) 236-1874 or Thank you.

Sincerely,

A aga-?
Ping CHang

Acting Manager, Compliance and Performance Monltoring

! Lsad egencies such ss local juriedicticns have the sole discretion In determining a fccal project’s
consistenoy with the 2016 RTP/SCS for the purposa of determining consistency for CEQA.
"consistancy” finding by SCAG pursuant to the IGR process should not be construsd 28 a determination of
consistency with the 2016 RTP/SCS for CEQA.

The Regicnal Council consists of 86 elected officlals representing 191 cities, sbx countles, six County Transportation Commissions, one representative
from the Transportation Conidor Agencles, one Tribal Govemment representative and one representative for the Air Districts within Southern California.

60500 potalenl o recycled pupey B



April 26, 2018 SCAG No. IGR9579
Mr. Nlevez Page 2

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
DAGGETT SOLAR POWER FACILITY [SCAG NO. IGR85798]

CONSISTENCY WITH RTP/SCS

SCAG reviews environmental documents for reglonally significant projects for their consistency with the
adopted RTP/SCS. For the purpose of determining consistency with CEQA, lead agencies such as local
Jurisdictione have the sole discretion In determining a local projact’s consistency with the RTP/SCS.

2016 RTP/SCS GOALS

The SCAG Regional Councll adopted the 2016 RTP/SCS in April 2016. The 20168 RTP/SCS seeks to
Improve mobiiity, promote sustainability, facktate economic development and preserve the quality of life for
the residents in the region. The long-ranga visioning plan balances future mobility and housing needs with
goala for lhe envlronment, the ruglonal anonomy, eoclal equny and environmental justice, and public health

: scs.net/Pages/FINAL2( spx). The gosls Inciuded in the 20168 RTP/SCS
may be perﬂnant fo the prcposed project. These goals are meant to provide guidance for considering the
proposed project within the context of regional goals and policies. Among the relevant goals of the 2016
RTP/SCS are the following:

‘ SCAG 2015 RTP/SCS GOALS

RTPBCS G1:  Align the plan invastments and policles with improving reglfonal economic development and
compefitivenase

| RTPISCS G2:  Maximize mabilty and eccessibilly for all peopie and goods In the regon
RTF/SCS G3:  Ensure travel safety and reliabifty for all psaple and goods in the reglon
RTP/SC8 G4: Pressrve and ensure a sustainable regional iransportation system
RTP/SCS G5:  Maximizs the productvity of our fransportation system

RTP/SCSG8: Protect the environment and health for our residenis by improving alr quality and encouraging
active tranapariation (a.g., bicyoling and waliing)

| RTP/SCS GT: Actively sncourage and creele incentives for energy efiiciency, where possible
RTP/SCS G8:  Encourage land use and growth patfemns thet facilitate iransh and active trensportation

RTF/SCS GO:  Maximize the securlly of the regional traneportation system through improved system monfioring,
repid recovery planning, and coordination with other securlly agencles*®

"SCAQ does not yei have an agreed-upan securlly parfarmance measure. |

For ease of review, we encourage the use of a side-by-side comparison of SCAG goals with discussions
of the consistency, non-consistency or non-applicabiilty of the goals and supportive analysis in a table
format. Suggested format Is as follows:
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SCAG 2018 RTP/SCS GOALS

I Goal [ Analysis
RTP/ECS G1: Align the pian Investments and policies with improving | Consistent: Statement as fo why;
regianal economic deveiopment and competiiivensss Not-Consistent: Statemsnt as lo why;
or
Not Appifcable: Statement as to why;
~ | DEIR page number reference
RTP/BCS G2: Maximize mobilily and accessibiily for ail people and | Conslstant: Statement as fo why;
goods In the region g«mmmm«mm
Not Applicable: Statement es fo why;
= DEIR page number reference
etc, == aflc.
2016 RTP/&CS STRATEGIES

To achleve the goals of the 2016 RTP/SCS, a wide range of land use and transportation stratagles are
included in the 2016 RTP/SCS. Technlcal appendances of the 2016 RTP/SCS provide additional

supporﬂng Informatlon in
h B e

dehll To view the 2016 RTP/SCS, please visit:

: : E % The 2016 RTP/SCS builds upon the progress
from the 2012 RT P!SCS end continues to focus on integrated, coordinated, and balanced planning for
land use and transportation that the SCAG region strives toward a more sustainable reglon, while the
region meets and exceeds in meeting all of applicable statutory requirements pertinent to the 2018
RTP/SCS. These strategles within the regional context are provided as guidance for lead agencies such
as local jurisdictions when the proposed project Is under conskderation.

Local input plays an important role In developing a reasonable growth forecast for the 20168 RTP/SCS.
SCAG used a bottom-up local review and Input process and engaged local jurisdictions in establishing
the base geographic and socloeconomic projections including popuiation, household and employment. At
the time of this letter, the most recently adopted SCAG Jurisdictional-evel growth forecasts that were
developed In accordance with the hottom-up local review and input process consist of the 2020, 2035,
and 2040 populeiion. households and employment foreeeete

To view them, pleass visit
odf. The growth forecasts for the

reglon and appllueble jurledlctlnneare below.

Adopted SCAG Reglon Wide Forscasts Adopted County of San Barnardino
= Your2020 | Year2035 | Yaar 2040 Year 2020 Yoar 2033 | Year2040 |
Population 19663000 | 22,081,000 | 22,138,500 2,197,400 2637400 | 2731300
Households 6,458,000 7.325,000 7.412 300 687,100 824600 | 854300
Employment | 8.414,000 9.441,000 9.871.500 788.500 898000 | 1,026100
MITIGATION MEASURES

SCAG staff recommenda that you review the Final Program Environmental Impact Report (Final PEIR) for
the 2016 RTP/SCS for guldance, as appropriate. SCAG's Reglonal Councll certified the Final PEIR and
adopted the assoclated Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding Considerations (FOF/SOC) and
Mitigation Monltoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) on April 7, 2016 (please see:

). The Final PEIR inciudes a list of project-level
performance standards-based mltigatlon measures that may be considered for adoption and
implementation by lead, responsible, or trustee agencies In the region, as spplicable and feasible.
Project-level mitigation measures are within responsibillty, authority, and/or jurisdiction of projact-
implemeriting agency or other public agancy serving as lead agency under CEQA In subsequent project-
and slte- specific design, CEQA review, and decislon-making processes, to meet the performance:
standards for each of the CEQA resource categories.



Nievez, Tom

From: Sanchez, Jason L <Jason.Sanchez@BNSF.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 12:49 PM

To: Nievez, Tom

Cc: Kent, Lena L; Blackshire, Marisa; Smith, Walter N
Subject: RE: Daggett Solar Power Facility

Attachments: Daggett Solar Power Facility 4-26-2018.pdf

Mr. Nievez:

In addition to the email below, please find the attached letter that further describes our concerns with the project.
Should you have any questions, please let me know.
Thank you,

Jason L. Sanchez

BMSF Railway

Manager Engineering

740 E. Carnegie Drive

San Bernardino, CA 92408
909-386-4470
Jason.Sanchez{@bnsf.com

From: Smith, Walter N

Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2018 2:42 PM

To: Tom.Nievez@lus.sbcounty.gov

Cc: Sanchez, Jason L <Jason.Sanchez@BNSF.com>; Kent, Lena L <Lena.Kent@bnsf.com>
Subject: Daggett Solar Power Facility

Tom Nievez, Contract Planner
County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 52415

Mr. Nievez;

The proposed Daggett Solar Power Facility appears to be adjacent to BNSF Railway’s Needles Subdivision for a portion of
the project. BNSF would appreciate recelving copies of notices and updates about this project including, but not limited
to, drafts of the Environmental Impact Report, project area studies and site plans. Updates can be sent to my email
address or hard copies to the address below.

Thank you for your time;

Waliter N. Smith

BNSF Railway

General Director Commuter Construction
740 E Carnegle Drive



San Bernardino, CA 92408
Walter.Smith1@&@BNSF.com
909-386-4910




. Jason L. Sanchez BNSF Rallway Company
ETIWNTES &~ Mansger Engineering
RArLwaAay 740 East Camegle Drive
San Barnardine, CA 92408
(809) 386-4470 (office)
April 26, 2018

Tom, Nievez

Contract Planner

County of San Bernardino

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

VIA EMAIL AND FIRST CLASS MAIL
SUBJECT: Proposed Daggett Solar Power Facility Project
Dear Mr. Nievez,

This letter is in response to the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft EIR and Scoping Meeting released
on March 26, 2018 for the Daggett Solar Power Facility (Project),. BNSF Railway owns and operates a
Class 1 railroad adjacent and parallel to the proposed facility. More specifically, the Project is proposed
to parallel BNSF’s Needles Subdivision for many long stretches. After reviewing the NOP, BNSF has
several concerns that it hopes will be analyzed and considered as part of the EIR process:

1) Itis critical that any grading of the facility topography not change the water flow and create a

discharge onto BNSF property;
2) The Project should not add glint or glare that would interfere with a locomotive engineer,
machine operator or track inspector’s ability to see signals or an obstruction on the track; and
3) If the Project will create additional traffic during construction or operation, please consider
whether grade crossing improvements will be necessary to accommodate the same and
mitigate any impacts to BNSFs operations.

Also, as indicated in Walt Smith’s e-mail dated April 25, 2018, BNSF requests to be included in all future
correspondence regarding the project, including any notice of release for the Draft EIR.

Should you have any questions regarding our comments above, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Jacon Sanckey

Jason L. Sanchez



Water Boards c

L.ahontan Reglonal Water Quality Control Board

April 27, 2018
File: Environmental Doc Review
San Bemardino County
Tom Nievez
Land Use Services Department

385 N. Amowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bemardino, CA 92415
Tom.Nievez@lus.sbcounty.gov

Comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental
Impact Report, Daggett Solar Power Facility, San Bernardino County,
State Clearinghouse Number 2018041007

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region (Water Board)
steff recelved a Nofice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) for the above-referenced Project (Project) on April 9, 2018. The NOP was
prepared by San Bemardino County (County) and submitted in compliance with
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Based on our review of
the NOP, we recommend the following: (1) natural dralnage channels and flow paths
should be maintained through the Project site to ensure no net loss of function and
value of waters of the state; and (2) a site-specific Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) should be prepared that identifies a combination of sediment and
erosion control best management practices (BMPs) to effectively treat storm water
runoff during the Iife of the Project. Our comments are outiined below.

WATER BOARD'’S AUTHORITY

All groundwater and surface waters are considered waters of the State. All waters of
the State are protected under California law. State law assigns responsibility for
protection of water quality In the Lahontan Region to the Lahontan Water Board. Some
waters of the State are also waters of the United States. The Federal Clean Water Act
(CWA) provides additional protection for those waters of the State that are also waters
of the United States.

The Water Quality Control Plan for the Lahontan Region (Basin Plan) contains policles
that the Water Boand uses with other laws and regulations to protect the quality of
waters of the State within the Lahontan Region. The Basin Plan sets forth water quality
standards for surface water and groundwater of the Regilon, which include designated
beneficial uses as well as namative and numerical objectives which must be maintained
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or attained to protect those uses. The Basin Plan can be accessed via the Water
Board's web site at
hitp://iwww.waterboards.ca.govilahontan/water_)ssues/programs/basin_plan/references.
shtmi.

WATER QUALITY CONCERNS
Our comments on the Project are outlined below.,

1. Ingeneral, the installation of Photovoltaic (PV) grid systems for these types of
projects has the potential to hydrologically modify natural drainage systems. Of
particular concem is the collection of onsite storm water runoff and the
concentrated discharge of that storm water to natural drainage channels. Design
altematives that are compatible with low impact development (LID) should be
considered. LID components include: maintaining natural drainage paths and
landscape features to slow and filter runoff and maximize groundwater recharge;
managing runoff as close to the source as possible; and maintaining vegetated
areas for storm water management and onsite infiltration. We recommend
natural drainage channels and flow paths be maintained through the Project site
to avoid no net loss of function and value of waters of the state as a result of
Project implementation.

2. A Project-specific SWPPP and implementation of site-specific erosion and
sediment control BMPs Is an effective way to reduce potentially significant water
quality impacts to a less than significant level. To that end, we recommend the
development and implementation of a Project-specific SWPPP during both the
construction and post-construction phases of the Project. The SWPPP should be
applicable 1o all areas of the Project site, including the solar fields, access roads
to and through the site, and the gen-tie line. Pleass note that temporary BMPs
need to be implemented for the Project until such time that vegetation has been
restored to pre-Project conditions or permanent BMPs are In place and
functioning.

3. The DEIR should identify post-construction storm water management as a
significant Project component, and a variety of BMPs that effectively treat post-
construction storm water runoff, particularly maintaining native vegetation, shouid
be evaluated as part of the Project. Based on our experience with other solar
developments in the Mojave Desert, native vegetation is the most efficlent and
cost-affective post-construction BMP to treat storm water runoff. Because
revegetating disturbed solls in the desert is particularly challenging due to low
rainfail, extreme climatic conditions, and relatively slow growth rates, we strongly
encourage Project proponents to maintain and mow existing vegetation rather
than clear and grub the entire site during construction. For thoee projects where
native vegetation is maintained, we have observed that the need to implement
temporary BMPs Is greatly minimized and the costs assoclated with
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Implementation and maintenance of post-construction BMPs is significantly
reduced.

4. The Project site is located within the Lower Mojave Hydrologic Area (628.50) of
the Mojave Hydrologic Unit (628.00), and groundwater beneath the Project site is
contained within the Lower Mojave River Valley Groundwater Basin (6-40). The
beneficial uses of these water resources are listed either by watershed (for
surface waters) or by groundwater basin (for groundwater) in Chapter 2 of the
Basin Plan. We request that the DEIR Identify and list the beneficial uses of the
water resources within the Project area, and include an analysis of the Project's
potential impacts to water quality and hydrology with respect to those beneficial
uses.

PERMITTING REQUIREMENTS

A number of activities assoclated with the proposed Project may have the potential to
impact waters of the State and, therefore, may require permits issued by either the
State Water Board or Lahontan Water Board. The required pennits may include the
following.

6. Streambed alteration and/or discharge of fill material to a surface water may
require a CWA, section 401 water quality certification for impacts to federal
waters (waters of the U.S.), or dredge and fill waste discharge requirements for
impacts to non-federal waters, both Issued by the Lahontan Water Board. Al
unavoidable permanent impacts to waters of the State must be mitigated to
ensure no net loss of beneficlal use and wetiand function and value. Water
Board staff coordinate mitigation requirements with staff from federal and other
state regulatory agencies. In determining appropriate mitigation ratios for
impacts to waters of the State, we coneider Basin Plan requirements (minimum
1.5 to 1 mitigation ratio for Impacts to wetlands) and utilize 12501-SPD
Regulatory Program Standard Operating Procedure for Determination of
Mitigation Ratios, published December 2012 by the US Army Corps of
Engineers, South Pacific Division.

7. Land disturbance of more than 1 acre may require a CWA, section 402(p) storm
water permit, Including a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) General Construction Storm Water Permit, Water Quality Order (WQO)
2008-0009-DWQ, obtained from the State Water Board, or Individual storm water
permit obtained from the Lahontan Water Board.

Wa request that the draft DEIR recognize the potential permits that may be required for
the Project, as outlined above, and identify the specific activities that may trigger these
permitting actions In the appropriate sections of the environmental document.
Information regarding these permits, including application forms, can be downloaded
from our web site at hitp://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/. Early consultation with
Water Board staff regarding potential permitting Is recommended.
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Thank you for requesting our consultation. If you have any questions regarding this
letter, please contact me at (760) 241-7305 (tiffany.steinert@waterboards.ca.gov) or
Jan Zimmerman, Senior Engineering Geologist, at (760) 241-7376
(Jan.zimmerman@waterboards.ca.gov). Please send all future correspondence regarding
this Project to the Water Board's emall address at Lahortan@waterboards.ca.gov and
be sure 10 include the Project name in the subject line.

Tiffany Steiinert

Engineering Geologist

cc:  CA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife (AskR6@wildiife.ca.gov)
State Clearinghouse (SCH 2018041007) (state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov)

RARBERBSViciorville\Shared\Uniis\IAN's UNIT\TITany\CEQA\Daggsit Solar Power Facility\Daggeit Solar Power Faciity.doox



DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE
inland Deserts Region

3602 Inland Empire Bivd., Suite C-220
Ontario, CA 81764

{909) 484-0459

r

May 1, 2018

Mr. Tom Nievez

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor
San Bernardino, CA 82415-0182
tom.nievez@Ius.shcounty.gov

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Daggeftt Solar Power Facllity State Clearinghouse No. 2018041007

Dear Mr. Nievez:

The Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) for Daggett Solar Power Facility (State Clearinghouse Number: 2018041007),
(Project). The Department is responding to the Environmental Assessment as a Trustee
Agency for fish and wildlife resources (California Fish and Game Code Sections 711.7
and 1802, and the California Environmental Quality Act [CEQA] Guidelines Section
15386), and as a Responsible Agency regarding any discretionary actions (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15381), such as the Issuance of a Lake or Streambed Alteration
Agreement (Califomia Fish and Game Code Sections 1600 et seq.) and/or a California
Endangered Species Act (CESA) Permit for Incidental Take of Endangered,
Threatened, and/or Candidate species (Californla Fish and Game Code Sections 2080
and 2080.1).

Project Location & Description

Daggett Solar Power 1 LLC, a subsidiary of NRG Renew, LLC, (Applicant) proposes six
(6) Conditional Use Permits to construct and operate a solar energy generation and
storage Project on ~3,500 acres east of Daggett, CA In San Bernardino County. The
proposed Project would be a photovoltaic solar (PV) energy facility with associated on-
site substations, inverters, fencing, roads and supervisory control and data acquisition
(SCADA) system of up to 650 Megawatts (MW). The project would also include up to
450 MW of energy storage and an overhead power line, referred to as a generation tie
line (gen-tie line), which would connect the Project to its points of interconnaction which
are the existing Southern Cafifornia Edison-owned Coolwater substations, located ~ 2

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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miles west of the Project site. The project would utilize existing electrical transmission
infrastructure adjacent to the existing Coolwater Generating Station to deliver renewable
energy to the electric grid. The project site Is generally bounded by the town of Daggett
~0.5 mile to the west; the Mojave River, Yermo, and Interstate 15 to the north; Barstow
Daggett Airport, Route 66, and Interstate 40 to the south; and Newberry Springs and
Mojave Valley to the east.

Project Specific Comments and Recommendations

Following review of the Draft Environmental Assessment, the Department offers the
comments and recommendations listed below to assist the Lead Agency County of San
Bernardino in adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or
potentially significant, impacts on biological resources. The Department has jurisdiction
over the conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and
the habitat necessary for biologically sustainabie populations of those spscles (l.e.,
biological resources). The Department is a Trustee Agency with responsibility under
CEQA for commenting on Projects that could affect biological resources. As a Trustee
Agency, the Department Is responsible for providing, as available, biclogical expertise to
review and comment upon environmental documents and Impacts arising from Project
activities (CEQA Guidelines, § 15386, Fish and Game Code, § 1802).

The Department recommends that the forthcoming DEIR address the following:

1- A complete assessment of the flora and fauna within end adjacent to the project
area should be conducted, with particular emphasis upen identifying special
status species including rare, threatened, and endangered species. This
assessment should also address unique species, rare natural communitles, and
wetlands/dry lakes. The assessment area should be large enough to encompass
areas potentially subject to both direct and indirect project affects.

a. The DEIR should include survey methods, dates, and results; and should
list all ptant and animal species detected within the project study area.
Special emphasis should be directed toward describing the status of rare,
threatened, and endangered species in all areas potentially affected by
the project. All necessary blological surveys should be conducted in
advance of DEIR circulation, and should not be deferred until after project
approval.

b. Rare, threatened, and endangered species to be addressed should
inciude all those which meet the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) deflnitlon (see CEQA Guldelines, § 15380).

c. Species of Special Concern (SSC) status applies to animals generalty not
listed under the federal Endangered Species Act or the California
Endangered Species Act, but which nonetheless are declining at a rate
that could result in listing, or historically occurred in low numbers and
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known threats to their persistence currently exist. SSCs in the area should
be identified during the environmental review process.

A thorough assessment of rare plants and rare natural communities needs
to be added to the DEIR, following CDFW's March 20, 2018 Protocols for
Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant
Populations and Natural Communities, which can be found at
hitp://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=18959.

A detailed vegetation map should be prepared, preferably overlaid on an
aerial photograph. The map should be of sufficient resolution to depict the
locations of the project site's major vegetation communities, and view
project impacts relative to each community type. The vegetation
classification system used to name the polygons should be described.

A complete assessment of rare, threatened, and endangered invertebrate,
fish, wildlife, reptile, and amphibian species should be presented in the
DEIR. Seasonal variations in use of the project area should also be
addressed. Focused species-specific surveys should be conducted at the
appropriate time of year and time of day when the species are active or
otherwise identifiable. Species-specific survey procedures developed and
approved by CDFW and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service should be
used.

CDFW's California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) should be
searched to obtain current information on previously reported sensitive
species and habitat, including Significant Natural Areas identified under
Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code. In order to provide an adequate
assessment of special-status species potentially occurring within the
project vicinity, the search area for CNDDB occurrences should include all
U.S.G.S 7.5-minute topographic quadrangies with project activitles, and all
adjoining 7.5-minute topographic quadrangles. The EIR should discuss
how and when the CNDDB search was conducted, including the names of
each quadrangie queried.

2, A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative Impacts expected to
adversely affect biological resources, with specific measures to offset such
impacts, should be included.

The DEIR should present clear thrasholds of significance which would be
used by the Lead Agency in its determination of the significance of
environmental effects. A threshold of significance Is an Identifiable
quantitative, qualitative or performance level of a particular environmental
effect.
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CEQA Guidelines, § 15125(a), direct that knowledge of the regional
setting is critical to an assessment of environmental impacts and that
special emphasie should be placed on resources that are rare or unique to
the region.

Impacts associated with initial project implementation as well as long-term
operation and maintenance of a project should be addressed In the EIR.

In evaluating the significance of the environmental effect of a project, the
Lead Agency should consider direct physical changes in the environment,
which may be caused by the project, and reasonably foreseeable indirect
physical changes in the environment, which may be caused by the project.
Expected impacts should be quantified (e.g., acres, linear feet, species
that will be impacted or require a Take permit, volume or rate of water
extracted, etc. to the extent feasible).

Project impacts should be analyzed relative to thelr effects on off-site
habitats. Specifically, this may Include public lands, open spacs,
downstream aquatic habitats, areas of groundwater depletion, or any other
natural habitat that could be affected by the project.

Impacts to and maintenance of wildlife corridor/movement areas and other
key seasonal use areas should be fully svaluated and provided in the
DEIR.

A discussion of impacts associated with increased lighting, noise, human
activity, changes in drainage patterns, changes in water volume, velocity,
quantity, and quality, soil erosion, and/or sedimentation in streams and
water courses on or near the project site should be added to the DEIR,
with mitigation measures proposed to alleviate such impacts. Special
considerations applicable to linear projects include ground disturbance
that may facllitate infestations by exotic and invasive species over a great
distance.

A cumulative effects analysis should be developed as described under
CEQA Guidelines, § 15130. General and specific plans, as well as past,
present, and anticipated future projects, should be analyzed relative to
their impacts to similar plant communities and wildlife habitats.

3. A range of project alternatives should be analyzed to ensure that the full
spectrum of alternatives to the proposed project are fully considered and
evaluated. Alternatives which avold or otherwise minimize impacts to sensitive
biological resources should be identified.

If the project will result in any Impacts described under the Mandatory
Findings of Significance (CEQA Guidelines, § 15065) the impacts must be
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analyzed in depth in the EIR, and the Lead Agency Is required to make
detailed findings on the feasibility of alternatives or mitigation measures to
substantlally lessen or avoid the significant effects on the environment.
When mitigation measures or project changes are found to be feasible,
the project should be changed to substantially lessen or avoid the
significant effects.

Mitigation measures for adverse project-related impacts to sensitive plants,

animals, and habltats should be thoroughly discussed. Mitigation measures
should first emphasize avoidance and reduction of project impacts. For
unavoidable Impacts, the feasibility of on-site habltat restoration or enhancement
should be discussed. If on-site mitigation Is not feasible, off-site mitigation
through habitat creation, enhancement, acquisition and preservation in perpetuity
should be addressed.

CDFW generally does not support the use of relocation, salvage, and/or
transplantation as mitigation for impacts to rare, threatened, or
endangered species. Studies have shown that these efforts are
experimental in nature and largely unsuccessful.

Areas reserved as mitigation for project impacts should be legally
protected from future direct and indirect impacts. Potential issues to be
considered include limitation of access, conservation easements, and
monitoring and management programs. Only conservation easements are
considered by the Department an adequate level of protection (in
perpetuity) for mitigation lands.

Plans for restoration and revegetation should be prepared by persons with
expertise in southern California ecosystems and native plant revegetation
techniques. Each plan should include, at a minimum: (a) the location of
the mitigation site; (b) the plant species to be used, container sizes, and/or
seeding rates; {c) a schematic deplicting the mitigation area; (d) planting
schedule; (e) a description of the irrigation methodology; () measures to
control exotic vegetation on site; (g) specific success criteria; (h) a detailed
monitoring program; (i) contingency measures should the success criteria
not be met; and (j) identification of the party responsible for meeting the
success criteria and providing for long-term conservation of the mitigation
site.

State Threatened, Endancered. and Candidate Species

The Depariment has discretlonary authority over activities that could result in the “take”
of any species listed as candidate, threatened, or endangered, pursuant to the
California Endangered Species Act (CESA; Fish and Game Code, § 2050 et seq.). The
Department considers adverse impacts to CESA-listed species, for the purposes of
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CEQA, to be significant without mitigation. Take of any CESA-listed species is
prohibited except as authorized by state law (Fish and Game Code, §§ 2080 & 2085).
Consequently, if a Project, including Project constructlon or any Project-related activity
during the life of the Project, resuits in take of CESA-listed species, the Department
recommends that the Project proponent seek appropriate authorization prior to Project
impiementation. This may include an incidental take permit (ITP) or a consistency
determination in certain circumstances (Fish and Game Code, §§ 2080.1 & 2081).

Please note that the Department must comply with CEQA prior to issuance of an ITP for
a Project. As such, the Department may consider the lead agency's CEQA
documentation for the Project. To minimize additional requirements by the Department
andfor under CEQA, the CEQA avoidance, minimization, mitigation, monitoring and
reporting measures for issuance of the ITP.

The Department encourages early consultation, as significant modification to the
proposed project and avoldance, minimization, and mitigation measures may be
necessary to obtain a CESA ITP. Please note that the proposed avoidance,
minimization, and mitigation measures must be sufficient for the Department to
conclude that the project’s impacts are fully mitigated and the measures, when taken in
aggregate, must meet the full mitigation standard. Revisions to the California Fish and
Game Code, effective January 1998, require that the Department issue a separate
CEQA document for the issuance of a CESA ITP unless the Project CEQA document
addresses all Project impacts to listed species and specifies a mitigation monitoring and
reporting program that will meet the requirements of a CESA permit.

Nesting Birds and Miaratory Bird Treaty Act

Please note that it is the project proponent’s responsibility to comply with all
applicable laws related to nesting birds and birds of prey. Migratory non-game native
bird species are protected by international treaty under the federal Migratory Bird
Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918, as amended (16 U.S.C. 703 ef seq.). In addition,
sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513 of the Fish and Game Code (FGC) also afford
protective measures as follows: Section 3503 states that it is untawful to take,
possess, or neediessly destroy the nest or eggs of any bird, except as otherwise
provided by FGC or any regulation made pursuant thereto; Section 3503.5 states
that is it unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any birds in the orders Falconiformes
or Strigiformes (birds-of-prey) or to take, possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any
such bird except as otherwise provided by FGC or any regulation adopted pursuant
thereto; and Sectlon 3513 states that it is unlawful to take or possess any migratory
nongame bird as designated in the MBTA or any part of such migratory nongame
bird except as provided by rules and regulations adopted by the Secretary of the
Interior under provisions of the MBTA.

The Department recommends that the DEIR include the resuits of avian surveys, as
well as specific avoidance and minimization measures to ensure that impacts to
nesting birds do not occur. Project-specific avoidance and minimization measures
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may include, but not be limited to: project phasing and timing, monitoring of project-
related noise (where applicable), sound walls, and buffers, where appropriate. The
DEIR should also include specific-avoidance and minimization measures that witl be
implemented should a nest be located within the project site. If pre-construction
surveys are proposed in the DEIR, the Department recommends that they be
required no more than three (3) days prior to vegetation clearing or ground
disturbance activities, as instances of nesting could be missed If surveys are
conducted sooner.

Lake and Streambed Alteration Program

Fish and Game Code section 1602 requires an entity to notify the Department prior to
commencing any activity that may do one or more of the following: Substantially divert
or obstruct the natural flow of any river, stream or lake; Substantially change or use any
material from the bed, channel or bank of any river, stream, or lake; or deposit debris,
waste or other materials that could pass Into any river, stream or iake. Please note that
“any river, stream or lake" includes those that are episodic (i.e., those that are dry for
periods of time) as well as those that are perennial (i.e., those that flow year round).
This includes ephemeral streams, desert washes, and watercourses with a subsurface
flow. It may also apply to work undertaken within the flood plain of a body of water.

Upon receipt of a complete notification, the Department determines if the proposed
project activitles may substantially adversely affect existing fish and wildlife resources
and whether a Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement s required. An LSA
Agreement includes measures necessary to protect existing fish and wildlife resources.
CDFW may suggest ways to modify your project that would eliminate or reduce harmful
impacts to fish and wildlife resources.

The Department's Issuance of an LSA Agreement is a “project’ subject to CEQA (see
Pub. Resources Code 21065). To facilitate issuance of an LSA Agreement, if
necessary, the DEIR should fully identify the potential impacts to the lake, stream, or
riparian resources, and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, and monitoring and
raporting commitments. Early consultation with the Department Is recommended, since
modification of the proposed project may be required to avoid or reduce Impacts to fish
and wildlife resources. To obtain a Lake or Streambed Alteration notlfication package,
please go to htips://www.wildlife.ca.aov/Conservation/LSA/Forms.

Further Coordination

The Department appreciates the opportunity to comment on the NOP of a DEIR for the
Daggett Solar Power Facllity State Clearinghouse No. 2018041007, and recommends
that County of San Bernardino address the Department's comments and concerns in
the forthcoming DEIR. If you should have any questions pertalning fo the comments
provided in this letter, or wish to schedule a meeting and/or site visit, please contact



NOP/DEIR for the Daggett Solar Power Facility
State Clearinghouse No. 2018041007
Page 8 of 8

Wendy Campbell, Environmental Scientist, at (760) 258-6921 or email
Wendy.Campbell@wildlife.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Scott Wilson
Environmental Program Manager
inland Deserts Region
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Janvary 24, 2018

Mr. Tom Nievez

Contract Flanner

Land Use Services Department

385 Worth Arrowhead Ave, First Floor
San Bertardino, CA 92415-0187

SUBJECT: DAGGETT SOLAR (P201700679) AND MINNEOLA SOLAR (P20180004) ARA THE
NEWVBERRY SPRINGS SOLAR SLAUGHTER PROJECIS

Deay Mr. Nievesz:
In regard the above two industrial molar projects my comments are:

1=-=This 1s a low income, low education rural comsunity long targeted by the
San Bernardino County Suparvisors for adverse imdustry projects.

2==This community is economically diaadvantaged and thus subject to economic
raciem st the whim of the County supervisors and in particular the First
District Supervisor. We are a dumping ground for sewage sludge compost,
a failed application for s toxic dump, trash-heap businesses and blight
ignored by the County. Our Scenic Route 66, now named Mational Trails High-
vay, gets no respect from the County and neither do tha viewscapss of the
federal wilderness aress at the south sdge of Newberry Springs: The Rewberry
Wilderness Area and the Roduan Mountains Wilderness Area. The Cdunty has
the red carpet out for {llegal freeway billboards in Newberry Springs and
the sdjacent Harvard area, in violation of federal mpot zonifify and sone changes
specifically for a fresevay billboard, in violation of scenic route dJdesignations,
and in violation of the California Outdoor Advertisimg Act Business District
requirenent. Plus I-40 apd I-15 are supposedly protected by the Bonus Act.

3--The Verdict a good-government publication by Judicial Watch, a Washington,
D.C. nop=profit, rates San Barmardino County as ohe of the three most corrupt
governments in the United States (February 2017 issue).

4==Our First District Bupervisor iz jim the process of raping the County Genaral
Plan to accomodate the sbove two industrfal-scale solar projects. Who is
going to stop him?

5—The airpert at Daggstt is located adjacent to the above two projecta. The
County has mapped the surrcunding area as an AR 3 (Airport Safety Review
Area 3). The airforce does lov level training flights over the arem. I
would imagine they night have a problea with 125' trsasmission poles and
a 73" tall substation.

6=-Doesn't the CEQA law require serious consideration of alternative sites
for a monster project, such as the above two? What were the alternative
sites that were ressonably rejected? Howabout some pites not in the
the midst of an existing community?




Janvary 24, 2018

Mr, Tom Wievesz
Contrsct Plesmner
Page 2

1-How do the two proposed solar projects comport with County Gemersl Plsn
Vision statements on Page I-9, and subsequent pages?

Continued "rural” character in many areas of the County, with buffering
as needed adjacent to more urban areas {see Goal LU-2)

A sense of “place” snd community identity in distinct communfities where
ruid:nts may choose to remaino in unincorporated neighborhoods {(see Goal
L9-10).

Growth and development consistent with the maintenance of environmental
quality (see Goal LU-7)

Communities that allow residents snd visitors to anjoy the natural and
local setting within reasonable limits of infrastructure..,.

LV POLICY 1,2 states: The design and siting of new devalopunent wild meet
locational and development standards to ensure Compatiblility of the new
development with adjacent land uses and compunity charscter.

The Minneola Solaxr project doesn't come close to meeting that policy.

LU Pelicy 1.4 states: Encourage preservation of the unique aspects of
the rural communities snd their rural character.

Suggest you take a drive out here and see if the Minnsola Solar project meets
that standard. '

LU 11.] POLICY states: Foster intergovernnental cooperaticn among federal,
state and local agenciles on key land use decisions.

Although I became aware of this pasty environmental Iowvapion of our community
in an indirect way last summer, I had no idea of its magnitude, until the
just recent revelation. Obviously the County has not given thie community
the courtesy of a heade up.7he st found out about this assault evidently
engineered by Supervisor Lovingood and friends. Our Community Services
District upon learming of the County’'s adverse intentions just this wesk

has called an smergency meeting next Tuesday at 6 PM. Perbaps you might
cere to attend.

LU 10.1 Policy states: Adopt community plans with goals, policies and
programs to recognize unique charactistics, issues and opportunities for
communities within the County. That is definstely not happening in
Newberry Springs.
GOAL D/LU 3 states: Ensure that commercial and industrisl development within
the region is compatible with rural desert character and meets the needs
of local residents.

These two solar, industrial scale projacts don't meet this standard.
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¥r. Tom Niave:z
Contract Planner, BBC
Page 3

8—It is my understanding that Sowthern California Edison and all other
Californis utilities have told the CPUC that they don't nead or want
any more solar project “"procurement" uatil 2030 or so., They have more than
thay can uyse.

S0, big question, do these two proposed solar projecte have power purchase
agreemente with Southern California Ediscn? If not, can you explainm the
raticonale of thase applications, from that standpoint?

9—1 don't blame the County Planning Division for the environmental raciem
that this community is subjected to. All the nsstiness comaes directly
out of the District Supervisor's office. His obvious contempt for
this community and the people who 1ive here and owm property here is
astonishing,

Sincerely,
Fred Stearn -

cet Br. ken 14, director, governor's office of planning & research
ec: ma. kathlesn rollings-ucdonald, executive officex, lafco
cc: san bernardino county plasning commission
cc: mr. chuck bell, lucerne valley econoalc development assoclation
ce: mr, robert vassar, president, newberry sprinmgs/harvard property ownars aasn.
ecet ar, ted stimpfel, newberry springs community alliance
cc: ms, vickie paulsen, newbarry springs community services district
ecct mr. gavin erasmwus, phd
ect supervisor robert lovingood, san bernardino county lst diatriect
cc: or, tom hudson, director, san bernardino county lend use services dept.
ecs ms. terri rahhal, director, planning division, san bernardioo county
¢ mr. robert berksan, president, ceqQa-now, newberry springs chapter

P.S. to Nr. Mievez: Can you please provide the elusive assessor parcel
ounbers for the above two referenced solar emergy projects?
2nd P.S. to Mr. Nievez: Fort Irvin National Training Center utilizes the
County Alrport at Daggett. Will you be contecting them
for thelr comment about these projects’ proposed
125' tall power poles, stc.? And will you be confirming
that the project applicent’s have valid purchase agree-
ments with all property owners covarad by their
applications?
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February 2, 2018

Mr. Jeramish Karuzas

Renewable Energy Lead, Bureau of Land Mansgement
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-1623

Sacramento, CA 93825

SUBJECT: DRAFT RENEWABLE ENERGY CONSERVATION PLAN LAND USE AMENDMENT (DRECP),
INRE EXECUTIVE ORDER 13783

Dear Mr. Karueas:

Thies community is now being threatened by a 1,200-acre solar energy industrial
project, in San Bernardimo County. The project is titled Minnecla Solar
(P201B0004) and is being reviewed by the San Bernardino County Planning Division's
contract planner Mr. Tom Nievez. In my eatimation oux Pirst District Supervisor,
Bobert Lovingood,gave said project the quiet go—shead early last year after his
reelection. Said project violates the County siting standards for approving a
commercial solar energy facility at County Development Code Section 84.29.035,

But the project is nevertheleses on the road to spproval in my estimation.

We are a poor, economically disadvantaged rural comaunity oftem targeted by
County government as & dumping ground for adverse industries, sometimes
described as environmental racism,

The advantage of opening up certain areas of BLM land for industrial scale
gsolar development 1s that it takes our comsunity cut of the target zone.

About seven years ago the Calico Solar Project was proposed about aix miles
east of our community of Newberry Springs. Population there I think 1s Just
one family residence. The project applicant did ell the EIR/NEPA related
studies, had a high-power traunsmission line and power substatfion at aite,
and yet for some reason did oot get built. The area iz referred to as
Hector and has BNSF Railroad access and a freewsy interchange on I=-40 at
Hector Road. My impression is that the entire then proposed project site
vas outside the racently created Mojave Tralls National Monument.

So, why not encourage the Minneola Solar and perhaps the adjacent 3,300-acre
Daggett Solar project proposal to radirect their applications to the Calico Soler
site at Hector?

We have about 2,500 residents here that would benefit somewhat from a
large solar project at Hector, whereas we will suffer if the Minneola
Solar project ip built here in Newberry Springs, as our County Supervisor
Robert Lovingood, i1s intending.

Thank you for ¥y coneideration.

Sincerely, / A e

Fred Stearn

cc: mr. tom q;uvez, san bernardino county contract planner

ec: nr. robert berkman, newberry epringe chapter of ceqa=-now, president

cc: mr. robert vasseur, president, newberry springs/harvard property owners assn.
cc: mr. ted stimpfel, newberry springs community allianca

¢ct mr. tom hudson, san bernardino county, land use services, director

cct directors, newberry springes (nawbarry) community services district
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February 3, 2018

Mr. Tom Nievez

Contract Planner

Land Use Services Department

385 North Arrowhead Ave, Firat Floor
San Bermardino, CA 92415-0187

SUBJECT: MINNEOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004) IN VICLATION OF COUNTY GENERAL PLAN
AND COUNTY DEVELOFMENT CODE. ALTERNATIVE LOCATIONS SUGGESTED.

Dear Mr, Nievez:

These written comments are in addition to my comments of January 24, 2018
inre County General Plan conflicts and environwental raclsm issues inre
said project proposal.

1--My understanding is that Supervisor Lovingood and Supervisor Ramos have
rejected in 2017 the inclusion of draft sections 4.10.1 & .2 & .3 in the
County General Plan Rencwsble Energy Element. There had to be a very compelling
reason that these two "dedicated” public servants failed to concur with County
land use professionala. Those reasons need to be investigated by an outsids
agency. My suggestion:That someone in the County make that referral.

2—Alternative sites that would better mest professlional planning location
standards would likely be at Hector, in and around Township 8 North, Range
5 Eant and 6 East, SBBM. There is high-powar trangmission line thereat
and a substation. A large amount of envirommental studies at this location
were ccmpleted im about 2011 by the Celico Sglar project, that never went
forward, possibly because no one would finance their unique solar energy
system; and they created a safety concern with the adjacent railroad, BNSF,
via rumored unesfe conduct inside the railroad right—of-way.

Also the Kramer Juncticon area psems to be a more suitable location for
industrial-scale solar development. Good access via Hwy 393 and Route 58.

3—The County Gemeral Plan is policy. The County Development Code is law.
Chapter 84.29 of the County Development Code Is titled REHEWAELE ENERGY
GENERATION FACILITIES. The atated purpose of sald chapter is at
Section 84.29.010, am follows "The purpose of this chapter is to establish
standards and parmit procedures for the establishment, maintemance and
decomnissioning of remewabla enaergy generation facilities. These regulations
are Intended to ensure that renewable emergy generation facilities ars dasigned
and locataed in a manner that minimizes visual and safety impacts on the
surrounding community.”

Moving slong we come to Section 84.29.035 titled REQUIRED FINDINGS FOR
AFPROVAL OF A COMMERCTAL SOLABR ENERGY FACILITY. There are then stated
31 different siting requirements for a commercial solar energy facility.
An application must meet all 31 standaxds. This is the law that can't
legally be ignored, even in San Bernardino County.

1.




February 3, 2013
Mr. Tom ¥ievez, contrmect planner
Page 2

Facts to consider: The proposed 1,200 acre Minneola Solar project scattered

4=- along a four mile stretch of the community of Newberry Springs, where about
2,500 people live on large scattered land parcels, with views_of the surrounding
Wilderness Area mountains (Newberry Mountains, Cady Mountains?? and Rodman
Mountains). OQur main east/west local roasd i3 National Trails Highway, a scenic
route designated as such in the County General Plan. In addition I the
illegal freeway billboard that Supervisor Lovingood is undoubtedly responelble
for at Ord Street, on a land parcel that fronts National Trails Highway and
Interstate 40, in & non-business district area, and approved for a building permit
in January, 2017, baaed on a conditional nse permit that had to expire no
later then 2012, This community has long been a dumping ground for the County.

In my estimation every one of tha various industrial solar sites In the
Minpeola Solar application will be visible from Scenic National Trails
Highway. Does that comport with General Plan and Development Code goals,
policies and lsws?

3-Inre Section 84.29.035, the Minneola Solar application ig clearly in violation
of (a)r (b)l (1) (A)D (B), (2)1 (3)1 (4)1(5)5 (6)1 (7) ia quastipnable (8).
(9) not sure, (12) erosion of soil is guaranteed. If you doubt it, take a
look at the erosion off the approximately 20 acres of eyesore solar that
the County approved at Cottonwood Road and Mt. View Road. It was approved
for 7' tall panels and they built it with 27' tall panels. And no one
went to Jaillltll (16}, (19), (20), (22) Gusranteed they won't comply with
this one, even if they agree to it. {23) This one won't be complied with
either, based on the solar meas still ongoing at Mt. View and Cottonwood
Roads. {28) Says MO if within 2 miles of a federal wilderness ares,
if it becomes a predominant visual feature, or - substantially impaim views
therefrom. This wipes out the entire Minmeola Solar project, except for the
160 acres proposed in Section 22, inre the Newberry Mountains Wilderness Area
north boundary. Suggest you check this out with the the BLM before this
application goes any further. {29) Suggests you might want to check with
the U.S., Army at Fort Irwin, being as they utilize the airport at Daggett.

6~The County has a louay recoxrd of enforcing conditions of approval at the
solar epergy site they approved at Mt. View Road and Cottonwood Road. Take
2 look at the plles of blow-sand on residenal proparty to the east. And
inquire of those two properties how much they spent to haul away blow-sand
from the County approved and thereafter ignored solar energy facility.

7-1ln my opinion Supervisor Lovingood and others will not stop their
environmental racism tactics in this community, until this community files
an environmental racism complaint with the U.5. Department of Justice, Givil
Rights Divieion, fnre the protections provided under Title 42, Section 1983.
We are largely an economically dissdvantaged community, which gives us standing.

Sincerely, /L/i/——‘

Fred Stearn T T A ——

cc: mr. Ken ‘alex, director, governor's office of planeing & research

ce: mr, robert berkman, ceqa-now president, newberry springs chapter

cc: mr. robert vasseur, president, newberry springs property owners assn.
cc: mr. ted stimpfel, newberry springs community slliance

cc: mr., tom budson, director, land use services dept, san bernardino county
cct: directors, newberry springs (newberry) community services district

cct mr. chuek bell, mdrc district
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Februsry 9, 2018

Mr. Tom Nievez

Contract Planner

Land Use Services Department

385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor
San Bernardimo, CA 92415-0187

SUBJECT: MINNEOLA ROAD SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004). ADDITIONAL ISSUES TO
CONSIDER BEYOND THOSE SENT TO YOU ON JANUARY 24, 2018 AND FEBRUARY
3, 2018

Dear Mr. Nlevez:

1—A strong argmment for retaining within the County General Plan Renewable
Energy Draft, Sections 4.10.1, .2 and .3, which would praclude industrial-
acale solar projecte in anticipated/on-going Community Plan areas, such
as Newberry Springs, 1s & recent BLM press release.

On or about February lpt, 2018 the BLM prese release stated it was openiog
a 45-day public comment period oz 10.8 million acres of BLM managed land
for posaible changes to the DRECP "to seek greater opportunities for
renewable energy generationm.®

It 18 fair to say that if that likely revision goes forward, it is quite
likely that pomewhers within that 10.8 million acres will be identified
as a superior site for the Minneola Road Solar Project, which is being
contemplated to be plopped down inside our community of Newberry Springs,
which has all sorts of superior development opportunities, i1f the County
would stop treating us as a "dumping ground” for adverse industry.

2-—-If there is anyone visionary enough to appreciate the unique potemtial
of Newberry Springs, I have not detected that vision in the County
Planning Divisicn in the past 37 years. The students from Cal Poly
Pomona School of Urban & regional Plamning im their recent Newberry
Springs study, recommending two enterprise zones in the community, have
shown more vision than the entire County Pleoning Division vis-a-vis
this community. So what happened to their impressive work and study?
Down the "Rabbit-Hole." Instead the County plams us with Illegal freeway
billboards, unregulated compost, trash-heap tow yards, and illegal marijuana
farms, all with & wink and a nod from the County management dream-team.

3-=Blowing sand and dust will be ome obvious negative impact on Newberry
Springs from the Daggatt and the Minnecola Sclar projects, both now
being reviewed for approval by the County. Ny suggestion is that you
contact the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District immediately
for some profeseiosl advice on how both projects will likely have a very
hard time with Rule 403.2 inre fugitive dust contrel. The County
enforcement of blowing sand & dupt off the solar farm atrocity at Mt.
View Boad and (ottonwood Road in Newberry Springs is stark teatimony that
this County is NOT capable of enforcing fugitive sand blowing off & 20-
acre site, much less the 1,200 acre Minneola Solar proposed locatilons,




Mr. Tom Nievez
Contract Planner
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4=--You should also seek expert advice on anticipated blowing sand issues
from the U.8 Department of Agriculture in Victorville. The work has
been done in large part in their publication SOIL SURVEY OF SAN BERNARDINO
COUNTY, MOJAVE RIVER AREA, February, 1986.

Another publication that offers professional intelligence on this subject
is the series of soil maps prepared for the Newberry Springs/Daggett areas,
in 1985: 167-5/20004

5--And in conelusion, the County needs tc spend more time protecting the
health, safety and welfare of ite citizens, and less time playlng footsy
with fllegal billboards and unregulated sewage sludge compost and marijuana
farmers, who are raportedly making up to one million dollars per year,
tax free, at over 100 estimated sites in Newberry Springs,

6~~When our County Supervisor 1s being referred to as Lex Luther, it's an
indication that something is very wrong at 385 Noerth Arrowhead Ave in
San Bernarding<)Something needs to change.

Sincerely, 4
Frad Stear

cc: mr. ken alex, director, governor's office of planning & research

cc: ms. kathleen rollings-mcdonald, executive officer, lafco

cc: san bernardino couanty planning commission

ce: mr. tom hudson, director, san bernardinc county land use services dept.
ce: ms. tarri rahhal, dirscter, planning division, san bernardino county

ecc: me. vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community services district
ce: mr. chuck besll, lucerne valley economic development assoclation

cct mr robert vassar, president, newberry springs/harvard property owners assn.
cet ms. pat flanagan, morongo basin, municipal advisory council

ce: mr. ted etimpfel, newberry springs community alllaace

cc: mr. gavin erasmus, phd, attorney

cc: pupervisor rcbert lovingood, fisrt district, san bernardinc county

cc: mr, robert berkman, president, ceqa-now, newberry aprings chapter

cc: ma.lorrie steely, president, mojave communities comservation cooperative
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Mr. Tom Nievez Mr. Ken Alex, Director
Contract Planner California Office of Planning & Ressarch
Land Use Services Department POB 3044

385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor Sacramento, CGA 95812-3044
San Barnardino, CA 92415-0187

SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS RE TWO INDUSTRIAL SOLAR PROJECT PROPOSALS
IR MEWBERRY SPRINGS AND ADJACENT DAGGETT, COMPRISING 1,200 ACRES
AND 3,500 ACRES RESPECTIVELY, INCLUDING AN INTRUSION OF UNKNOWN
ACREAGE INTO NEWBERRY SPRINGS. (P20180004) & (P201700679)

Dear Mr. Nievez and Mr. Alex:

The following commente are in addition to those sent on January 24th, February 3rd
and February 9, 2017 inre the potential environmental aspects of the above
two project proposals.

Let me give you background as to why I lack trust in San Bernardino County's
Land Use Development Department and our lat District Supervisor Robert Lovingood,
to follow the strict letter of the law in evaluating the potential environmental
aspects of these two massive project proposala:

1==In the 1980's the County failed to enforce it's own Newberry Springs Water
Conservation Ordinances, in spite of complaints of obvious violations
by very large, illegal water pumpers. Detalls available upon request.

2-~The County refusal to enforce the illegal dumping of about 100 truck loads
of sewage sludge compost at Bedford Road and Fremont Road in 2013, which was
a trespass on innocent land owners property, with a known perpsrirator. All
in violation of the public nuisance laws. lat District Supervisor fully aware
of the situaticn years ago. Nothing ever done. 1It's still there, blowing
in the wind.

3==Thousands of tons of sewage sludge compost are being spread in this
small, rural economically disadveaataged community, with ZERO County
regulation. A proposed hiosolids compost ordinance draft has been
floating around the corridors of County government since at least 2015,
but can't seem to get adopted.

4—There are estimated 100-plus outdoor marijuana grow sites operating here,
with estimated incomes of about One million dollars yearly per site, which
the County can't seem to fimd.

5~-0ur one industrial solar farm of about 20 acres, plopped down here in a
residential neighborhood about five years ago, was approved by the Board
of Supsaxvisors for 7-foot tall psnels, but got bullt with 27-foot tall
panels!!! Not a peep from the County as to how that happened. And this
monatrosity ia permitted to spit fugitive dust and sand onto the ueighboring
homesites, without penalty from the County. And one neighbor affected just
had 3 heart attack from all the anguleh!




February 13, 2018
Mr. Tom Nievez, Contract Planner
Mr. Ken Alex, Director, Office of Planning & Research

6—Four patently illegal freeway off-site, 50' x 10' billboards were
eracted in and around Newberry Springs, in 2017, AFTER Supervisor Lovingood's
re~election, all at locations where the Conditional Use Permit first
issued in 2006 at the instigation of sdmitted felon former County
Supervigsor Bill Fostmus, had to expire after one posaible 3-year extension,
in 2012. Lovingood and County staff refuse to engage in conversation on
that eaper.

7==There 13 an old town landfill along National Trails Highway, supervised by
no one on raeilroad property since before World War II until sometime after
that war, which the County claims to know nothing about. But there is
& County No-Dumping sign about 100 feet away-—the only such sign I know of
within 20 wiles. The railroad should ba responsible for cleaning up that
location, but the County doesn't care. They see us as 8 dumping ground.

1f even half of what I'm saying here sbove is true, and all of it is true,
what confidence would anyons have in the County of San Bernardino to professionally
review the Minneola and Daggett Industrial solar applications?

8~-CEQA Section 21083.9 calls for public scoping meetings under certain conditions,
which are clearly at hand here. In addition CALTRANS needs to be brought into
the mix, as Interstate 40 could easily be affected by the fugitive dust and
sand that can ba expected, with our soil conditions and excessive winds, to
cause dangerous driving conditions. Ask them how many times they have had
to close down Interstate 40 due to low visability from wind-blown sand and
dust in Newberry Springs. As I recall at least one person was killed in
ope of those events in late 1980's or esarly 1990's.

And the people responsible for the Daggett Airport, owned by the County,
and users of the airport, including the U.S. Army need to be brought imto
the scoping process. At least one publicly advertised scoping meeting
needs to be held out here, not in Szn Bermardino.

CALTRANS 15 doing & professional job of applying soil atablizer after
working on the areas between Intarstate 40 lanes between Barstow and
Newberry Springs, and probably on eastward. Probably that stabilizer
will need to be professionally maintained in future years, as it would need
to be at industrial solar energy facilities in and around Newberry Springs.

9--By happenstance I was told of the Minneols Solar project proposal early
last summer, by an Iinformed source who implied {t was a "done-dsal®™. And
yet our local government agency, the Newberry Springs (Newberry) Community
Services District was in the “dark" about said project until this year.
What does that say about our lst District Supervisor and the County Land

Use Services Department?

10--San Bernardino County has a long history of government corruption., In the
February, 2017 issua of The Verdict, published by Judicial Watch, a good-—
government 501-C-3 besed in Washington, D.C., San Bernardino County is
listed as one of the three most corrupt govermments in the entire country,
and the most corrupt west of the Mississippi River!

Page 2
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Mr. Tom Mievez, Contract Planner
Mr. Ken Alex, Director, Office of Planning & Research

11-My sense ip that most of the professionals working in the Land Use Services
Department are very professional and caring people, but they can't stop
what has been happening to Newberry Springs, because the Fish Rots From The

Top Down.
I rest ny case.

Sincerely,

Fred Stearn

¢c: joe nelson, reporter, san bernardino sun

cc: eteve hunt, editor, daily press

cc: mark gutglueck, publisher, san bernardino county sentinel

cc: louls sahagun, enviroomentsl reporter, los angeles times

cc: ms. kathleen rollings-medonald, executive officer,lafco

cc: san bernmardimo county planning commission

cc: mr. tom hudson, director, san bernardinc county land use services department
cc: ms, terri rahhal, director, san bernardino county planning division

cc: ms. vickie paulsen, director, newbarry springs community services district
cc: mr. robert berkman, prasident, ceqa-now, newbaerry springs chapter

ce: mr. chuck bell, lucerne valley economic development association

cet ms. lorrie ateely, president, mojave communities conservation cooperative
ce: mr. robert vassar, president, newberry springs/harvard property owners assn.
¢c: ms.pat flanagan, moromgo bazin municipal advimory council

cc: ms. ted stimpfel, newberry springs community allience

ce: dr. gavin erasmus, phd, attorney

¢c: supervisor robert lovingood. lst district, san bernardino county

Page 3
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February 23, 2018

Mr. Tom Nievesz Mr. Ren Alex, Director
Contract Planner-5an Bernardino County California Office of Planning
Land Use Services Department & Research

385 NBorth Arrowhead Ave, First Floor POB 3044

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

SUBJECT: MINMEOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679). FIFTH SET OF COMMENTS ON ANTICIPATED UNMITIGATED
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS TO THE RURAL, ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY SPRINGS

Dear Mr, Nievez and Mr. Alex:

VWas just reading about the great Dust Storme of the 1930's in parts of New Mexico,
Kansas, Texas and Oklahoma, resulting from the clearing of natural vegetation,

low rainfall and sustained winds,averaging more than 10 miles/hour. Results
fncluded people dying of “dust puneumonia” similar to miners silicosis.  Dust
storms are incressing worldwide but can be avoided in some cases by professional
land use planning. Newberry Springs is a high wind ares. )

“Professional” is the key word here. San Bernardino County has a history of
the Board of Supervisors overriding professional staff recommendations and
engaging in lawless land use decisions for their own personal benefit.

1f San Bernardino County violates federal lav in regard amy approval of the
above two 5,000-plus acre Industrial solar energy projects in the heavy
wind areas of Daggett and Newberry Springs, it will almost certainly be

in violation of County, State and Federal laws, including the federal laws
pertaining to PM-10 regulations. To wit: 42 U.S.C, s. 7401(a2)(1) & 8.7513a
(a){1)(C) snd Federal Clean Air Act s.110(a)(1l) & 189(a)(1)(C).

Vhile it may be imposasible to win an envirommental case in the San Bernardino
County Court system, in that this county has baen identified as the most
corrupt government agency of any level west of the Mississippi River by
Judical Watch, a good-govermment, Washingtom, D.C. non=-profit, the federal
courts will be svailable to the victims in this community, undexr various
legal avenues, including the right to sue lawless individual government
deci{sion makers, under USC Title 42, Section 1983, et seq.

Under the above civil rights law, perpartrators will be held individually
responsible for damages and legal feas.

The FBI has an anti-corruption task force in Riverside at 951-686=0335.
The Stete of Californis snd the U.5. government have whistle~blowar
protection lawe. Someone in County government who has the facts on

how these two nasty projects have been rolled out, would become a national
hero, by making contact with the FBI.

Expert input on the PM~10 health issues have besen submitted to the County
by Patricia Flanagan, & member of the technical advisory committee to the
Mojava Desert Air (Quality Management District.
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Mr. Tom Neivez, Contract PFlanner
Mr, Een Alex, Director
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It is no secret that the Board of Supervisors in this county have an
unparalleled history of blatent corruption. But no one does anything about it.
No insider has yet had the courage to do the right thing and connect with

the FBI1. All we can do is pray.

Thank you for vy, considerstion,

Sincerely, =
7

Frad Stear

/

cc: joe nelson, reporter, san bernardino sun

cec: steve hunt, editor, daily press

cc: mark gutglueck, publisher, san bernardino county sentinel

cc: louis sahagun, environmental reporter, los angeles times

cct kathleen rollings-mcdonald,phd, executive officer, lafco

¢c: san bernardino county planning commission

ce: tom hudson, director, san bernardino county land use services department
ecc: terri rahhal, director, san bernardino county plaaning division .
cc:vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community services district
cc: robert berkman, president, ceqa-now, newberry springs chapter

ce: chuek bell, lucerne valley economic development sssn.

cc: lorrie steely, president, mojave compunities conservation cooperative
cc: robert vassar, president, newberry aprings/harvard propsrty owners assn.
ce: patricia flanagan, morongo basin municipal advisory coumcil

cc: ted stimpfel, newberry springa community alliance

ce: gavin erasmus, phd, attorney

cci: supervisor robert lovingood, lst district, san bernardino county



Sitrer Vielley Realsy

“NEWBERRY BPRINGS, CA 82365 Foudd Sloarn, Brohor (re0) 257:0000

iovwse W 00702404
February 26, 2018
Mr. Tom Rievez Mr. Ken Alex, Director
Contract Planner, San California Office of Planning
Bernardino County & Research
Land Uae Services Department FOB 3044
385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor Sacramento, CA 95814-3044

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

SUBJECT: MINNEOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679), SIXTH SET OF COMMENTS ON NEGATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL
INPACTS TO RURAL, ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY
SPRINGS. AND POSSIBLE CAUSES OF ACTION,

Dear Mr. Nievez and Mr. Alex:

This 1is my sixth eet of comments on virtually certain negative environmental
impacts of the proposed Minneola and Daggett solar projects, which are said
to total somewhere around 5,000 acres, scattered here and there in Newberry
Springs and upwind of us in adjacent Daggett.

The County has long viewed this community as a dumping ground for adverse
industries, which presumably finance the election campaigns of county
superviasors who are esthically chalienged. They've been getting ewey with it
for so long that they have lost mll senge of decency.

1=-=Most of the proposed molar location sites are on existing or fallow alfalfa
farm sites, The alfalfa farmers are being squeezed by watermaster yampdowns.
Their history is dump and run. They left Chinc with the bill for a $110
million water basin clean-up for desalting contaminated groundwater,
The fix has been designed by Michael Baker International. They get up to
880,000 per year in government grants to buy farm toys and like to claim
poverty. It seems likely that the farm lobby and Supervisor Lovingood have
cookaed up this latest smelly deal.

2--1In recent vesrs local alfalfa farmers, with a wink and e nod frow San
Bernardino County, have been spreading UNREGULATED sewage sludge compost
on their hay crops. Good reason to believe that they are gettimg paid to
accept it. The more they accept the more money they make. See Dump and Run
in item #1 above.

Superviscor Lovingood, we may fairly presume, has been dlocking the County
Health Department‘s proposed Sewage Sludge Compost ordinence since about 20135.

3—Adverse health impacts from the proposed solar enargy projects can model
on the adverse health impacts from the approximately 20-acre solar energy
project the County approved in Newberry Springs a few years ago on Mt. View
Road. Blowing sand and fugitive dust, PM-10, in incredible amounts gifted
to the residences to the immediate east. Divide 20 into 35,000 acres of
industrial solar and we get a magnitude of 250!14!
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4=-One of the victims of the Mt. View Road solar farm in Newberry Springe
has an sttorney putting together a lawsuit. He's doing research and
might be a asset for a community lawsuit f{nre the pending industrial
solar applications.

5——Another legalasset might be Tom Fitton, President of Judicial Watch,
in Washington, D.C. It's a non-profit good government group that
goes after government corruption. The February, 2017 issue of The
Verdict, rates San Bernardino County government as one of the three
moet corrupt local governmente in the entire United States. Mr.
Fitton might make a recommendation as to how to bring justice to
the intended victims of the two County supported industrial solar
projects compriging about 5,000 acres,

6—-NMinneola Road on the border between Kewberry Springs and Daggett,
has a sign posted just north of valley Center Road that says "Drifting
Sand". Doesn't that indicate that we already have a problem and that
the County seems not to understand what ceuses “drifting send.”

7-~In 1992 a group of homeowners in Newberry Springs filed a lawsuit
against the County of San Bernardino due to property damage from
blowing sand. See Desert Dispatch article of 4-26~93, The County filed
& cross—-complaint against our local alfslfa farmers &Souchern California
Edison, and paid for a Blow Sand Report by J & M Land Restoration, Inc,
in Bakersfield and another report titled: Nswberry Springs Sand
Encroachment Study: Reconnaissance Report by Tabler & Associates in
Niwot, Colorado prepared for the County of San Barmardino Aflr
Pollution Control-District (Purchase opder No. W3008M).

Will the environmental review of the two proposed sclar projects be
locking at those reports for background iaformation? And will the
County be seeking a professional report from some engineering firm
from outside this county to do a sand blow report evaluation of the
blow sand problems to be brought along with the two proposed solar
projects?

8--Will you be recommending & cost-benefit analysis for the two proposed
solar energy projects, to include road clearance rand removal costs,
health related costs for affected people with related lung disease(PN-10),
including medication, surgery, hospitalization and burisl costs?

9--Have you given any thought to the fact that when the County becomes
aware that local mlfalfa fields go out of production, without revegetating
the land with native ground ptabilizing vegstation, that it is mindlessly
contributing to the blown sand problem hereabouts? Is anyone claiming
that proposed solar farms on land now in alfalfa production will also
revegetate that land to stem the blow sand problem?
Isn't the County lisble for meglect in the above scenario?
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10--Has the County yet engaged the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management
District for professional opinions on the proposed 5,000 acres of
land disturbance in a high wind blow-sand area?

ll==Inre the two proposed solar projects snd elsewhere in the County,
a possible source of advice might be the former Attorney General of
the State of Misaissippi, Mr. Mike Moore, now in private practice
io Plowood, Missiseippi.

Mr. Moore organized the $246 billion settlement between the tobacco industry
and 30 states. He also negotiated the $20 billion settlement for damages
from the Deepwater Horizon spill. He is now focused on the oploid

industry. But he might take & moment to give us a lead on an attorney

to take on the County, the alfalfs farmers and the two eolar companies.

12--From reading Steig Larsson novels, my impression is that there are
a few prodigy computer wizards that can track anyone's off-shore
bank accounts. Food for thought.

13--And in conclueion, I again repeat my belief that most people in the
County Land Upe Services Department are fair, honest and professional.
Not sc sure abou pervisor Lovingood and Supervisor Ramos.

Sincerely, m/
Frad Stearn
f
cc: joe nelson, raporter, san bernardino sum
cc: pteve hunt, aditor, daily press
cc: mark gutglueck, publisher, san bernardico county sentinel
¢c: louis sahagun, environmental reporter, los angeles times
cc: kathleen rollings-mcdonald, executive officer, lafco
cc: san bernsrdino county planning commission
cc: tom hudson, director, san bersardino county land use services department
ecc: terri rahhal, director, san bernardino county planning division
cct vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community sarvices district
cc: robert berkman, president, ceqa-now, newberry springs chapter
cc: chuck bell, lucerne valley economic development association
cct lorrie steely, president, mojave communities conservation cooperative
cc: robert vassar, president, newberry springs/harvard property owners assn.
cc: patricia flanagan, morongo basin municipal advisory council
cct ted stimpfel, newberry springs community alliance
ccs gavin erasmus, phd, attorney
cc: supervisor rodert lovingood, lst district, san bernardimo county
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February 28, 2018
Mr. Tom Nievez
Contract Planner, San Mr. Ken Alex, Director
Bernardino County California Office of Planning
Lsnd Use Services Department & Research
385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor POB 3044
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 Sacramento, CA 935814-3044

SUBJECT: MINNEOLA SOLAR FROJECT (P20180004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679)., SEVENTH SET OF COMMENTS ON POTENTIAL NEGATIVE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ON RURAL, ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY SPRINGS. AND POTENTIAL CAUSES OF ACTION.

Dear Mr. Nievez and Mr. Alex:

This 18 my seventh set of comments re the potential nasty environmental
impacts of the proposed Minneola Solar and Daggett Solar projects. I am
merely a concerned citizen, not a scientist,

1--Some years ago Southern California Edison maintained solar energy projects
et or near some of the Daggett Solar Project's proposed sites, west of Minneola
Road., The name of tha sites were Solar ] and Solar 2. I knew a supervisor
at one of the sites, probably Solar 2, who said a hazardous material liquid
called Thermadol (spelling uncertain) was being used as a heat transfer
medium., He seid there were regular spills of the Thermadol but that higher
up company supervisors were not reporting or under reportimg the liquid
spills.

If the chemicals in the ground-contaminated Thermadol spille is to be
disturbed by the proposed siting of new construction, wouldn't it be a

good idea to do some soil sample analysis at the Solar 1 and Solar 2 former
locations? And remove the contaminated soils?

2--A January 6, 2018 posting on Railfanlegal.org states ground under the
abandoned solar sites (abandonment to happen the moment that the suhaidy
vanishes) has fairly high concentrations of arsenic,lead, and an assortment
of other heavy metals leached out of the sclar panals by rain....."

So if applicable in any way to the proposed Daggett and Minneola proposed
locations, what's to prevent said heavy metals becoming windborn to downwind
residente in Newberry Springs and airport employees at the County airfield
just west of Minnecla Road?

3——Regarding the proposed alfalfa field sites for the two proposed solar fnstallatious,
in light of the heavy winds in thia area and that combined with the knowledge
of all the unregulated dumping of sewage sludge compost on said alfalfa
fields, amounting to many, many thousands of tons, isn't it iikely that
when the ground cover of a field crop is removed that that sewage sludge
compost 18 going to blow? Perhaps the solar farms could be required to
concrete the entire area of their project areas? Or why not site them out
cf s documented heavy wind-blow area? Why encourage a public health hazard?
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4-=Can anyoune guaramtes that the electrical enmergy produced at these two

very questionable locations in California is going to stay in California?
If not, why are these two projects even being considered by the County?

5—~A community plan was drafted for Newberry Springs/Harvard and County

Planners spent about two years putting it together. The Draft text

dated 12-7-84 consists of about 150 pages and the Draft EIR, dated February
1985 (SCH 84041614) ia nearly 200 pages. Although all that work was
completed, it was never adopted for the usual reasons in this County:
MASSIVE CORRUPTION. The alflafa farmers and the billbosrd industry were
unhappy with the draft plan and the draft RIR., They killed it. Right?

And ve heve been a dumping ground for the County Supervisors ever since.

Lately, the County has cobbled together a preliminary Community Plan
for Newberry Springs. If it has any beneficial substance to it, I am
unable to recognize it. Dumping Ground, Phase I, seams to be the
geperal idea.

6=-1'n not up~to-speed on the Stdtu-"s DRECP vhich is designeé to identify

good sites for industrial solar development. But my impression is that
said project has NOT identified Newberry Springs as a wonderful location.

7--I would like to imsert a document by reference into the scoping process

by the County Planning Diviaion, inre the two proposed solar projects

in and around Wewberry Springs: The title is SAND TRANSPORT PATHS IN THE
MOJAVE DESERT, LACK OF MONITORING STATIONS, SOTL AKALYSES, AMD THE OUTDATED
RULE 403.2 PUT COMMUNITIES AND THE ENVIRONMENT AT RISK, prepared by Ns. Pat
Flanagan, Board Member MBCA, and Technical Advisory Committee Mojave Desert
AQMD., Said study 1s about 30 pages and maps local sand sources and linear
dunes ss air quality problems inre the 5,533 acres involved in the Daggett
and Mioneola solar project proposals. If you don't already have this
document, I've fairly confident Ms. Flansgan will send it to you upoa
raquest to her at Patflanagan29@gmail.com.

Sincerely, . /f;i':_—
Fred Stearn ‘,T'yg/

cct
ce:?
cet
ces
ce:
ce!
ces
cec:
Ce:
eas
cc?
-1
ce:
ce:
ce:
ce:
ce3

-
joe nelson, reporter, san bernardino sun

steve hunt, editor, deily prese

mark gutglueck, publisher, san bermardinc county sentinpel

louis sahagun, envirvonmental reporter, los angeles times

kathleen rollinga~mcdonald, executive officer, lafco

san bernardinc county planning commission

tom hudson, director, =an bernardino county land use services department
terri rahhal, director, san barnsrdino county planming division

vickie paulsen, director, newberry springe community services district
xobert berkmsn, president, ceqa-now, newberry springs chapter

chuck bell, lucerne valley economic development mssociation

lorrie steely, president, mojave communities conservation cooperative
robert vassar, president, nawberry springs/harvard property owners assn.
patricial flanagan, morongo basin municipal advisory council

ted stimpfel, newberry springs community alliance

gavin erasmus, phd, attornay

supervisor robert lovingood, lst district, san barnardino county
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March 7, Z01B

Mr. Tom Nieves Mr. Kenm Alex, Director

Contract Plamner, San California Office of Planning
Bernardino County & Rasearch

Land Use Services Dapartment POB 3044

385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor Sacramento, CA 95814-3044

8sn Bermardino, CA 92415-0187

SUBJECT: MINNEOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679). EIGHITH SET OF COMVENTS ON POTENTIAL NEGATIVE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ON RURAL, ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY SPRINGS. AND POTEWTIAL CAUSES OF ACTION.

Dear Mr. Nievez and Mr. Alex:

This fs »ny elghth set of comments re the potential nasty envirommental impacts
of the proposed Mimneola Solar and Daggett Solar projects.

1==~To elaborate on my firat comment in my seventh set of proposed projects'
comments to you: The correct spelling of there referenced "Thermadol" is
Therminol a heat transfer agent manufactured by EASTMAN. Someone has
given me a SAFETY DATA SHEET off his computer for Therminol, which ssys,
among other cautions: Asplration Hazard, Category 1. Hazard Statement(s):
H304. May be fatal if swallowed and enter airways. There follows the
chemical name and first aid measures for eye contact and skin contact.
To remind you, my source, who worked at the(probably Solar 2)site between
the Edison power plant and Daggett Airport said frequesnt Therminol spills
were not properly reported and ¢leaned up.

The EASTMAX DATA SHEET 18 eleven pages explafning why it might he a pood
idea to further research how much Therminol remalns in the soil at the
proposad Daggett Solar site.

Gan veu econtact the Esstman Chemical Company for further advice on the
above isaue?

2--Not sure if I may have mentioned this in earlier comments: The County
General Plan st Page 11-46, under DESERT REGION GOALS AND POLICIES oF THE
LAND USE ELEMEN] at D/LU 1.2 states: Limit future industrial development
to those uses vhich are compatible with Community Industrial Land Use Zoning
District or zone, are necesgary to meet the service, employment and support
needs of the region, do not have excessive water requirements, and do not
adversely impact the environment.

There are many other goals and policies of the General Plan Land Use Element
that the Minnesola and Daggett proposed solar projects are in conflict with.
1sn't the General Plan the constitutlon for all County land use issuesa?

S0, is the Countv planning to rezone the west end of Newberry Springs as
Community Industrisal!
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3--The prevailing wind in Hewberry Springe is west to east, s0 both the Daggett
and Minneola fugitive dust, sand and PM~10 vill be visiting xesidences in
Newberry Springs, to the east of the project sitas.

4--Attached is a map prepared by Brian Hammer, Professor, Victor Valiey College,
Agriculture and Natural Resources Department, dated 3/5/18. The map locates
soils with high to very high potential for &olian dust in red. And it locates
both the Daggett and Mimmeola proposed solar industrial projects in the "red"
map areas. The map “X's" confuse the locations of the two solar sites, calling
the Daggett site the Minneola site and vice-versa, an unimportant typo.

Tt would appear that the solar proiect proponents have not done their preapplicationm
homework, or they simply den't care about the health hazards associated with
project dust and sand hlowing.

S—aAs far as L know no one here has been informed of all the assessor parcal
pumbers involved with the Daggett Solar project. Can you provide that
Information now?

6~=Arc vou looking into wind mpeed informatiom 1tkely available from the County
airport at Daggett, which happens to be in the very middle of the two
prepused projects? Can veu provide that information to the public at the
future local scoping session on the two projects?

7--If the sand and dust that i oradictable from these twr projecte cause
health 1ssues for surrounding residents, leading to large health expenses,
and wrongful /oegligent death claims, in perhaps clasg-action lawauits,
agalnst the County and the project owners, ian't it 1ikely that the ownersa
mlght go into bankruptey. leavinz the County holding the bag? So, looking
forward to that likely event, wouldn't it be smart t¢ require the solar
project ownera to maintain bonds for the 1ife of the preject and perhaps
a few vears hevonl proiuct 1ifei Something in the $100 million range
would seem a cantious appreach. wouldn't 1t? And perhape separate honds
ior decommiesioning expenses, after possible hankruptcy if solar subsidies
disappear.

8~--These two solar projects if approved by Supervisor Lovingood will devalue
adjacent and nearby property in an economically disadvantaged community of
Newberry Springs and surrounding townms. If the County ignores the issue
of emvironmental racism, and its potential legal consequences, thay would
seem to be asking to be sued in federal court, under the praviaions of
Title 42, Section J983, «t seq. if that Jawsuit is filed on behalf of this
community versus the County in federal court, we wonder if the Supervisors
realize that they can he held personally responsible for damages and attorney
fear?

9--When are we zoinyg to hear about the alternative sites that the appiicants
consldersd seriously but then rejected Ln favor of two now proposed sites?

2.
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10=~In an e-mail dated 6-13~15 from Chuck Bell, President, Lucerne Valley
Economic Development Assoclatiom, sent to Ma. Tracy Creason, Senior
Planner, lLand Use Services Department, San Bernardino County, Mr. Bell
references on the 6th page a report by (Miller) as recently submitted to
the County supporting the premise that industrial solar projects reduce
area property values when sited in residential areas.

Can you locate the above s-mail, take a look at it. snd inciude it 1in
the administrative record? 1f you cen't find it, let me know, and 1’11
send you & COpy.

11——last suvumer ] was advised by a party working on behalf of the Mimmeola
Solar project that their attorney had beem working with County cfficlals
or perhaps with just one official snd my contact was under the impression
that the Minneola Solar project was assured that their project would
be approved. (This before any environmental review or legal review had
even begun).

You likely don't know anything about who the unnamed County official or
officials were, but if this ever goes to Court, you might let the word out
that that name or names will surface in the "discovery" process.

12-~tan snyone explain why the two project applicanta have focused on an
existing residential community, when alternstive sites must be available
where a full-scale EIR would not even be required?

That's all for now.
Thank you for your consider

S$incerely, "4 /
¢

on of these issues,

Fred Stearn ~,
enc: map referenced in item #4

cc: joe nelson, reporter, san bernardino sun

cc: steve hunt, editor, dally press

cc: mark gutglueck, publisher, san bernardino county sentinel

cc: louis sshagun, environmental reporter, los angeles times

cc: kathleen rollings-medonald, executive officer, lafeo

cc: san bernardino county planning commission

cc: tom hudson, director, san bernardino county land use services department
cc: terri rahhal, director, san bernardimo county planning division

ce: vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community services district
cc: robert berkman, president, ceqa-now, newberry springs chapter

ec: chuck bell, lucerne valley economic development association

cc: lorrie steely, president, mojave communities conservation coopereative
ec: robert vagsar, president, newbearry springs/harvard property owners assn.
ce: patricia flanagan, morongo basin wunicipal advisory council

cer ted etimpfel, nmewberry springs community alliance

cc; gavin erasmus, phd, attorney

cct supervisor robert lovingood, lst district, san bernardine county
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- Pleage be advised that the

" the requested records are located and whether to dis
** records, or disclose the record in redacted form.

March 20, 2018

Fred Steam
44244 National Trails Highway
Newberry Springs, CA 82365

Re: Public Records Act Request-Documents pertalning to P20180004
_.-and P201700679_

Dear Mr. Steam,

" The Department s in recelpt of your request dated March 8, 2018, and recelved in

. our-office on March 8, 2018, requesting documents pertaining to P20180004 and
P201700679.

“The length of time it takes to conduct a records search largely depends upon the
complexity of the request and the location where the records are stored. Please be
advised that the Department. has commenced a search for records responsive to
your request and has made the foliowing determination:

Due to the need to the nieed to search for, collect, and appropriately examine a
voluminous amount of separaite and distinct records generated by the request, atwo:-..
week extension from the date of this corresponidence is needed to gather the:.
records. Once the Department has gathered together and ascertained what:
addltional records, If any, may be responsive to your request, staff will dstermine
what portion of them may be privileged and notify you when the documents will be
available.

Department Is unable to provide an inventory list of i

lg=Melan

pdlorwithheld; and-instead is-onlyo

Should you have any questions ar need an update regarding the status of your
request, please do not hesitate to contact our office.

Chrystale Sonick
Land Use Services Department

25c dasen Gosrios, Deputy. Cemnty Caunsel

Gary McBride

e Fat ot rop AT
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Livonss # 00702608

- March 8, 2018

Mr. Tom Hudson, Director

Land Use Services Department

San Bernardino County

385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

SUBJECT: PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUEST INRE THE MINNEOLA ‘SOLAR AND DAGGETT
SOLAR INDUSTRIAL SCALE SOLAR- ENERGY PROJECIS, IN AND AROUND
NEWBERRY SPRINGS, APPLICATION #(P20180004) AND (P201700679).
REQUEST MADE UNDER AUTHORITY OF GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 6250,
ET SEQ

Dear Mr. Hudson:

The defination of "public records" at Government Code Section 6252 (e) is

as fol a:- "includes any writing contairning information relating td the

éﬁh#ud& of the public's business prepared, owned, used or retained by any state
. of local agency regardless of physical form or characteristics...."

_3_;TQSgétiom:6259:relatgs to certain public records imp:opgrlylﬁithheld.
- “.gection 6252 (f) defines the word "Writing" to include electronic mail
and facsimile, etc. '

nllam”Willing to pay up to $500.00 for the below requested public records,

o ‘

to be mailed to me at above address, by certified mail. If you prefer 1 camn
send you the $500 now and have you meke any necessary refund at later date.

Can you provide an inventory list of whatever public records you will be
providing and which, if any, you will not be providing?

After I receive the requested public records, I may then request certified
coples of specific items.
}

3
My formal Publiic Records Act request is for all such records here described:

1--The formal applications for the Minneola and Daggett Solar Energy projects
(P20180004) and (P201700679). FPlus any revised application filings.

2—All County responses sent or provided to the two apﬁlicants.

3—A1] records concerned with any pre~application conferences any County
official has conducted with any representive of either solar project
applicant, including attendance sheets, notes, telephone records, e-mails,
faxes, written compunications, legal opinions/advice from County Counsel
or others and meeting minutes, and coples of the Edison purchase agreements,
if they even exist.

4—Any comment letters recelved from third parties, including elected officials
on either of the two proposed solar energy projects(Minneola & Daggett).

3 -Any communicatioms the County has sené:;r received from the California
Energy Commission pertaining to either of the two proposed solar enexrgy
projects slated for the Newberry Springs area.

‘:ﬂ&mmmv @%ﬂ, % (760) 257-3580



March 8, 2018

Mr. Tom Budson, Director .
Land Use Services Department
San Bernardino County

Page 2 :

.That concludes my Public Records Act request. If you have any questions
‘pertaining thereto, please give me a call.

‘Thank you for your essysjgnce in this matter.

Sincerely, iy
s

Fred Stearnf’

ce: tom nfevez, contract planner, san sermardino county

ce: ken alex, director, califormia office of planning & research

.cc; drew bohan, executive officer, california energy commission

cc: joe nelson, reporter, san bernardino sun

cc: steve hunt, editor, daily press

cc: mark gutglueck, publisher, san bernardino county, sentinel !
ec:. louis sashagun; environmental reporter, los angeles times

-cet kathleen rollings-mcdonald, executive officer, lafco

.cc: san bernardino county planning commission

‘éc: terri rahhal, director,san bernardino county plamoing division

cc: vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community services district
cc: robert berkman, president, ceqa-—now, newberry springs chapter

cc: chuck bell, lucerne valley economic development association

cc: lorrie steely, president, mojave communities conservation cooperative
cei robert vassar, president, newberry springs/harvard property owners asen.
‘cc: patricia flanagan, morongo basin municipal advisory council

ce: ted stimpfel, newberry springs community alliance

ce: gavin erasmus, phd, attorney .

cc: supervisor robert lovingood, lst district, san bernardino county



Setrer Cllpy Realty

44244 NATIONAL TRAJLS HIGHWAY
NEWBERRY SPRINGE, CA 02385 w &am, % {760} 257-3580
Livense # 00708008
March 9, 2018
Mr. Tom Nievez Mr. Ken Alex, Director
Contract Planmner, San California Office of Planming
Bernardino County & Research
Land Use Bervices Department POB 3044
385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor Sscramento, CA 95814-3044

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187"

SUBJECT: MINNEOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679), NINTH SET OF COMMENTS ON POTENTIAL NEGATIVE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ON RURAL, ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY SPRINGS. A REQUEST THAT THE GOVERNOR'S
OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH ASSUME DIRECT CONTIROL OF THE
PLANNING DIVISION REVIEW PROCESS FOR ALL INDUSTRIAL SOLAR
ENERGY PROJECTS IN SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY DUE TO ENOWN ETHICAL
ISSUES CONCERNING THE COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Dear Mr. Nievez and Mr. Alex:

It would appear to me that the Minnecle Solar and the Daggett Solar projects,
comprising about 5,000 acres of new industrial development in our econcmically
disadvantaged community of Newberry Springs were actually very quietly approved
by County Supervisor Robert Lovingood BEFORE the applications were formally
submitted. This besed on a conversation 1 had with an insider last summer.

It would appear that County Supervisor lLovingood has a very improper relationship
with the billboard imdustry (four drametically illegal freeway billboarda

were constructed in and adjacent to this community in 2017) along Interstate

40 and Interstate 15, with long-ago expired conditional use permits. And

were in violation of the State and Federal siting requirements.

And it would seem likely that Supervisor Lovingood als¢ has a very improper
relationghip with the cartel marijuana industry in Newberry Springs, now
flourighing with reportedly over 100 illegal grow sites, moetly outdoors.

And County Code Enforcement has evidently besn given a "hands off" direction
from Supervisor Lovingocd re marijuana growers, unlicensed junk yerds and
totally trashed out properties in Newberry Springs.

Judicial Watch,a good-government non—profit based in Washington D,C., in
their Fabruary, 2017 issue of The Verdict, rates the three most corrupt
governmants in the United States. Supervisor Lovingood's San Barnardino
County is ratad in the top three government sewers. He's Chairman of the
Board, which is a clue about the other four Supervisor's standards of
performance.

Without Stats or Federal imterventicn, this comnunity of Newberry Springs
doesn't stand & chance of receiving fair play on the above issues from the
County of San Bernardino,

We need HELP!



March 9, 2018
Mr. Tom Nievez
Mr. Kenr Alex
Page 2

Hopefully, Mr, Alex has the authority to step into the improper San Bernardino
County solar farm applications/reviews and violatione of . lsw....anticipated.

If some higher authority does not step in, it'se only going to get worse.

Thank you for your/inte sy/and consideration of thase issues.

Sincerely,

Fred Stearn
CC: PFBL ANT& .0RRUPTION TASK FORCE

e¢e: joe nelson, reporter, san bernardino sun

ce: steve hunt, editor, daily press

cc: mark gutlueck, publisher, san bernardino county sentinel

c¢: louis sahagun, environmental reporter, los angeles times

cc: kathleen rollings-mcdonald, executlve officer, lafco

ce: san bernerdino county planning commisasion

cc: tom hudson, director, san bernardino county land use services department
cc: terri rahhal, director, san bernardinc county planning division

ce: vickie paulsen, director, nmewberry springe community services district
cc: robert berkmsn, president, ceqa-now, newberry springs chapter

cc: chuck bell, lucerns valley economic development association

ce: lorrie steely, prasidant, mojave compunities conservation cooperative
cc: robert vassar, prasidant, newberry springs/harvard property owners assn.
cc: patricia. flanagan, moronge basin municipal advisory council

cc: ted stimpfel, newberzy springs compunity alliance

¢e: gavin erassmus, phd, attormey

ce: SUPERVISOR ROBERT LOVINGOOD, 1ST DISTRICT, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

ADDED HOTE: I do mot intend to cast any aspersions at County staff or the
contract planmner involved. The problem in this County is not
at the staff level, in my opinion., The rot is at the Board
of Supervisors.




Setver Villoy Realty
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Sioanss ¥ 00703004
March 10, 2018
Mr, Tom Nievez Mr. Ken Alex, Director
Contract Plannmer, San California O0ffice of Planning
Bexnardino County & Research
Land Use Bervices Department POB 3044
385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor Sacramento, CA 95814

Sgn Bernardino, CA 92415=-0187

SUBJECT: MINNEOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679) , TENTH SET OF COMMENTS ON POTENTIAL NEGATIVE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ON OUR RURAL, ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY SPRINGS

Dear Mr. Nievez and Mr. Alex:

This is my tenth set of comwents on the clear and obvious environmental danger
the Minneola Solar and the Daggett Solar projects would ilmpose on our
small, rural, economically disadvantaged community of Newberry Springs.

1—-If the CPUC's Office of Rate Payer Advocatea {ORA's) recent determination is that
no additional renewable emergy procu nts are needed until 2033, or the foresee-
gble future, why 1s San Bernardiﬁhn en entertaining applicatiome from
industrial solar ccmpanies? Ien't ORA's finding as stated above based on
Southern Californiz Edison and PGAE formal input?

2--1s it even legal to build enviroomental negative projects in California
to provide eleetricity to out-of-state end ussrae?

3-~Why did not County staff, in Last year's scoping of iesues in Newberry Springs
even raise the prospect of industrial scale solar development invading our
community? Certainly, they wers aware of the ilmpending invasion, sven 1f
our Community Services District was not. Iasn't it probable that Supervisor
Lovingood instructed County planning staff to keep us in "the derk?”

4—-Does the Countywide Vision Statament say "no industrial scale in comrunity
plan areas." Isn't Newberry Springs well into the creation of a Community
Plan?

5—-Doesn’t the County Gemeral Plan Vieion Statement say "We envision a model community
which 1s governed in an open and ethical manner, where great ideas are replicated
and brought to scale, and all sectors work collaboratively to reach- shared
goala."

Isn't Mister Lovingood's industrial sclar plan for Newberry Springs
in violation of the entire atatement asbove? Model community? Open and
Ethical manner? Great ideas? Shared goals?

Clearly, the Minneola Solar and Daggett Solar project proposals don't meet
aoy of the Vision Statement definations described above.




Mareh 10, 2018
Mr, Tom Nievez
Mr. Een Alex
Fage 2

6=—In light of the expected hazards from project adverse health
impacts on ares regidents from solar project near-term and lomg-term
blowing of fugitive dust and sand, shouldn't the County be requiring
a Sand Transport Path study by the solar project applicants?

Won't axpectad project-related fugitive dust be coating the lungs of
Nevberry Springs residents, especlally affecting asthmatics and the
elderly, during high-wind events? This i1s a PM10 issue.

7—S8houldn't the appliants be required to install air quality monitors
all over Newberry Springe and some adjacent areas, at sites recommended
by the Mojave Desert Alr Quality Managemsnt District? Are you soliciting
technical advice Irom said district on the likely adverse impacts of
Supervisor Lovingood's solar farme in Newberry Springs and surrounding areas?

8—-What is the succese racord for the County’s solil stabalization over the
past few ysars at tha environmental disaster 20-acre industrial solar
energy facility at Mt. View Road and Cottonwocd Road]l This is the
same project that the Boerd of Supervisors approved for 7-foot tall
panels, that them got built to a height of 27 feet, based on a angineer's
drawing that lacked an engineer's signature. No problem in San Bernmardino
County. The requirement for-a "living fence" arcund the project perimeter
to protact neighbors from sand blowing and visual eyesores. also somehow
disappeared into the ether. The two families across the road have been
victimized via the County's utter lack of interest in monitoring satd
solar project's fugitive sand and dust,

So why should anvone believe that any so-called sand blow and fugitive dust
problems that will come along with the twe proposad solar projects, of many
times lerger in scale, will be professionally addreessed by San Bernardinn
County?

G--Another example of the County disregerd for the health and welfare of
the good people of this community: Supervigor Lovingocd personally
viasited the gite of about 100 truck loads of sewage sludge compost
1llegally dumped by a local alfalfa farmer on an Innocent pergon’s
vacant land parcel at Bedford Road and Fremont Road. Everyone in
Newbarry Springs, or nearly everyone,knows who dumped the sewage sludge
compost, without parmiseion, and in vioclation of the public nuisance laws
in State law. What action has the County taken against the dumper? ZERO.
Whent did the above event occur? About four years agoll!!!l! Ig the

gludge compoet still there? Last time I locked a few months ago, it was.
Wa can axpect the same lack of County concern for our citizens 1f and
when the Minnecla and Daggett projecte are approved by Supervisor
Lovingood, Somaone desmwind has developed 2 breathing problem, vaery
likely caueed or aggravated by tha blowing sludge dust, which was
evidently blessed by San Bernardino County, by it's lack of action.

2.




March 10, 2018
Mr. Tom Nisvez
Mr. Ker Alax
Page 3

10-—-If the County wante to read up omn a critical subject related to the
Minneolas and Daggett solar prolect applications, my suggestion is they
asplgn someone to read SAND PATHS TN THE MO.JAVE DESERT, SOUTHWESTERN
UNITED STATES, 1995, Zimbelman, Williams and Tchakerian,

Another science publication that should be of interest to the County
project review process is NRCS Plant Commmities by the United States
Department of Agriculture.

There are likely many scientific sources on the adverse impacts of FM10
on humans and animals. What does the GCounty Public Health Department
hava to say on this subject?

Thank you for your intarest apd coumsideration of the sbove issues.
Bincerely,
Fred Stearn

cc: joe nelson, reporter, sar bernardino sun

ce: steve hunt, editor, dailly press

ec: mark gutiueck, publisher, san bernardino county sentinel

ce: louis sahagun, environmental reporter. los angeles times

ce: kathleen rollings-mcdonald, executive officer, lafco

ece: san bernardino county planning commission

cct tom hudsom, director, san bernardino county land uae services department
ect terri rahbal, director, sen bernardino ccunty planning division

eet viekie pauslsen, director, newberry springs community services district
cc: robert berkman, president, ceqa-now, newberry springs chapter

ce3 chuck bell, lucerme valley economic development association

cct lorrie steely, president, mojave communities conservation cooperative
cc: robert vassar, president, newberry springs/harvard property owners assn.
cc: patricia flanagen, morongo basin municipal advisory council

cc: ted stimpfel, newberry springs community alliance

cc: pgavin erasmus, phd, attorney

cc: SUFERVISOR ROBERT LOVINGODOD, 187 DISTRICT, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY



Sitver Vlloy Realty

“NEWRERIY GPRINGS CA 12088 Fwd Shoaon, Brokon (ro0y257.0080

Lovomse B o0T02808
March 13, 2018
¥Mr. Tom Hudson, Director Mr. Ker Alex, Director
Land Use Services Department California Office of Planning
S8an Bernardino County & Regearch
385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor POB 3044
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0]187 Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

Ban Barnprdino County

385 North Arrowhead Ave, Firgt Floer
San Bernardimno, CA A 92415-0187

SUBJECT: MINREOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679). ELEVENTH SET OF COMMENTS ON POTENTIAL NEGATIVE
ENVIRONMENTAL. IMPACTS ON OUR RURAL, ECCNOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY SPRINGS

Dear Mr. Hudson, Mr. Alex apd Mxr. Nlieveg:

This is my eleventh set of cocmments on the devastating environmemntal impacts
the Minneola Solar and Deggett Solar projects would have on our, K small, rural,
economically disadvantaged ccumunity of Newberry Bprings.

It 1s & mystery as to why the County bas apparently encouraged these two
industrial scale sclar applications with theilr obvious avervhelming negative
environmantal impacta...impoasible to mitigate.

To better understand the situstion I have sent & Public Records Act request
—to Director-TomHudson—on March Bth with six specific-records requests:; — -

Prom the magnitude of the industrial solar projects proposed in Lucerne Valley
and Newberry Springe my guese is that these projects have bean in the private
discussion phase for & very, very, long time. All without any notice to
anyone that I know of in Newberry Springs, until just recently.

My questions or comments follow:

l--Inre Government Code Section 65040.12, it seems to require a reviasion to
the California General Plan Guidelines at subdivision (¢) which requires
any County General Plan to ensure environmental justice: and would require
that industrial facilities posing a significant health hagard to rasidential
dwelling reasidente do- not occur.

But isn't exactly that which is being proposed in Newberry Springs by
Supervisor Lovingood?

2--Environmental Justice is described as “the fair treatment of people of
all races, cultures and incomes with respect to the development, adoptiom,
implementation, and enforcement of environmentsl laws. regulations, and
policies.” Govermment Code 65040.12.




March 13, 2018

Mr. Tom Hudson, Director

Mr. Ker Alex, Dirsctor

Mr, Tom Nievez, Contract Planmner
Paga 2

3—=Doss Szn Bernardino County msintain that the two proposed industrial scale
solar projects in Newberry Eprings meet the standards for emvironmental
. Justice, as required in the General Flan Guidelinee? If so, how so?

4==-The California Solar Initiative, 8B 1, Chapter 132 (2006} ARA Million Dollar
Roofs, set a goal of installing 3,000 megawatts of roof solar by 2017.
How, if at all, has San Bernardino County participated in or encouraged
meating that standard?

5—1Inre environmental justice, does San Bernmardino County have any evidence thatit
is in conformance with Ffederal Executive Order 12898 on the issue of
environmantal justice?

6—Are 1llegal -freeway billbeards and the local marijuana cartel operation
in compliasnce with State and Federal enviroumental justice laws? We know
the freeway billboards that went up here in 2017 are in violation of State
and Pederal law, as are the marijuana farme, :These are subjects that County
officialg don't talk about,Seems like could be basis of a federal enviroomental
Justice 1swsuit? No illegal billboards or marijusna farms permitted
in Beverly Hillas. Or industrial scale solar farms either!

7--To imnediate east of Newberry Springs are the Cady Mountains, within the
Mojave Trails National Monument. In recent decades they have been besmirched
with blowsand accumulations, deposited from winds blowing. from the weat.

The defacement of the Cady Mountains by blowsand is an iesue that the County
needs to consider in it's appraisal of potential 1ill effects of the Daggett
and Minnecola Solar projects. Three likely sources for said blowsand occur
to me: The Edison ensrgy projects in Daggett, Mojave River sand woving due

* to water table drawdown due to alfalfa irrigation and fallowed fields not
resaaded with native vegetation.

What does the BIM office in Barstow heve to say on the issus of blowsand
defacing the Cady Mountains? Will the County be contacting them?

8--How about the County or federal government suing the land disturber sources
of the blowsand on the west face of the Cady Mountains? Instead of rewarding
them for ervironmental abuse.

9—When thes President of the Newberry Springs/Harvard Property Owners Assoclation,
Robert Vasseur on March 13th, at the San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors
meeting, during the Public Commant Period, began to state his objections to
proposed industrial solar's negative impscts on Rewbarry Springs, the lst
District Supervisor, Robert Lovingcod, got out of his chair and walked out
of the room. Hia arrogance is only possibly exceedad by his contampt for
his constituents....and the law,

10-«We are on the path to an irreversible environmental catastrophe in and
around Newherry Springs.



March 13, 2018

ur-
Mr.
Mx.

Tom Hudson, Director
Ren Alex, Diractor
Tom Niavez, Contract Planmer

Page 3
Thank you for your comsideration of these issues.

Sincerely, %
fred Stearn

ces
ce:
ces
cc:
cc:
ce:s
cc?
cel
ces
ce:
cct
cc?
cc:
ce:
ces
ces

joe pelson, reporter, sam bernardino sun

steve hunt, editor, delly press

mark gutlueck, publisher, sar bernardinec county esentinel

louls sahagun, environmental reporter, los angsles times

kathleen rollinga-medonald, executive officar, lafco

san bernardino county planning comrission

terri ¥shhal, @ivrector, san bernardino county planning division
vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community services district
robert berkmen, president, cega-now, newberry springs chapter

chuck bell, lucerne valley economic development association

lorrie steely, president, mojave communities conservation cooperative
robert vassar, president, newberry eprings/harvard property owners assn.
patricia flanagan, morongo basin municipal advisory coumeil

ted stimpfel, nexberry springs community alliance

gavin erasmus, phd, attornay

SUPERVISOR ROBERT LOVINGOCD, 1ST DISTRICT, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
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March 15. 2018
Mr. Tom Hudson, Director Mr. Ken Alex, Director
Land Use Services Department California Office of Planning
San Bernardinoe County & Research
385 Norxth Arrowhead Ave, Firet Floox POB 3044
San Bernardino, CA 92415=0187 Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Tom Nievez, Contract Planner
San Bernardinoe County

383 Noxrth Arrowhead Ave, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

SUBJECT: MINNEOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679) . TWELFIH SET OF COMMENTS ON POTENTIAL NEGATIVE
ERVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ON OUR RURAL, ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY SPRINGS

Dear Mr. Hudeon, Mr, Alex and Mp. Nievez:

I have Just come across a 1991 PM-10 draft report for the Searles Vallay
Planning Area, prepared by the San Bermardino County Air Pollution Control
District and other agencies. It seems like the Coumty would find it helpful
in reviewing the Minneola and Daggett Solar projects.

We already have a wind related PM-10 isgue here, which the two proposed industrial
scale projects, in vicinity of 5,000 acres, will clearly aggravate.

Just leafing through the 1991 study, about one inch thick, it seems very likely
that it's findings have some relevance to the Minneola Solar and Daggert Solar
project applications. Some quotes of interest or paraphrases are!

1=~A characteristic of Californla desert regions, tends to be windy as rapid daytima
heating of the lower air accelerates surface winds during the warmest part of
the day....(I1.4)
In most instances, the native desert soil found in the region would not
ordinarily blow if left undisturbed. Rather,wind srcsion generally occurs
as & result of human activities on the land....(II.6)

Based on studies at Owens Dry lLake, wind speeds from 20 to 25 mph can initiate
wind erosion....(II.13)

2—Some interesting fugitive dust control strategy methode listed in TABLE IV=-1:
15 measures are listed, including pave, vegetate or chemically stabilize certain

aATrais.
And TABLE IV-~2 has some suggested related Wind Entrainment suggestions.

And Page IV.12 has a list of fugitive dust control measures.

And Paga IV.13 suggests a prohibition of unpaved roads, parking or staging
areas.

And Page IV.2] suggests control measures during construction/demolitiom,
continued on IV.22



March 15, 2018

Mr. Tom Hudason, Director

Mr. Ken Alex, Director

My, Tom Nievez, Contract Plamnar
Page 2

Moving on to verbage not in the above-referenced 1991 air quality study:

3--The problem in Nawberry Springs is that the County has had a "who cares"
attitude. We are the semi-official dumping ground for tens of thousands
of tons of sewage sludge compost, the spreading of which is entirely
unregulated. A 2015 draft ordinance to protect this community from
sludge-hasard health related issues can't seem to get adopted by the
Board of Supervisors, of which Iet District Supervisor Robert Lovingood
is the chairman.

If there is anyone in County government who cares leas about the health,
safety and welfare of Newberry Springs residents than does Supervisor
Robart Lovingood, I'd like to know who it is. Isn't he blocking the
adoption of the draft sewage sludge compost ordinance? If not, who is?

4euWa had & vest wind event yesterday in Newberry Springs, stirring up a
wall of dust and eand in one particular srea most severely. If you guassad
that said wind/sand/dust event was exactly over and across the proposed
Minneols Solar location north of the BNSF railroad tracks you are correctl
Visability seemed to be about zero when observed from a short distance away.

5=-Re the sawage sludge compost that is blowing around Newberry Springa, referenced
it Item #3 above, it should be noted that the State Water Resources Control
Board has recently cited the Hawes composting facility with six violations, all
aince 2016 for receiving bilosolids from the City of Barstow's Wastewater
Treatment Facility that did not meet the Class A or B Pathogen Reduction
standards.

S0, ig substandard biosolids compost, which local alfalfa farmers are likely
getting paid to accept, floating around in the local air, -totally unregulated
apparently? Another Lovingood gift to the people of Newberry Springs?

6==A bit of positive news: County Code Enforcement is finally cracking down on the
monster solar farm at Mt, View Road end Cottonwood Road, with some enforcement
threats 1f they don't clean up their sct. The new owners are hiding out in
Canada and the County used a specialist attorney to find them.

7--This all raises the prospect of a preferred alternative site for the Minneola
Solar and Daggett Solar devalopment projects: How about Haweas as & lees
environmentally offensive site? I've never been there but am guessing it
is more suitable than Newberry Springs or Daggett. Maybe the solar project
developers can figure how to make electricity out of aevaga sludge.

Thank you for your considerationm.
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Mr.
Mr,
Mr.

Tom Hudson, Director
Ken Alex, Diractor
Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

Page 3 .
Sincerely, '
Fred Stearn

cc:
cel
cc?
cec?
[
ec:
cee
ces
cece
el
cesl
(-] 1
cel
cet
ce:

CCs

joe nelson, reporter, san bermardino sun

steve hunt, editor, daily press

merk gutlueck, publishar, san bernardino county sentinel

louis sshagun, environmental reporter, los angeles times

kathleen rollings-mcdonald, exscutive officer, lafco

sen bernardino county planoing commission

terrli rahhal, director, san bernardino county planning division
vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community services district
robart berkman, president, ceqa-mow, newberry eprings chapter

chuck bell, lucerne valley economic development association

lorrie steely, president, mojave communities comservation cooperative
robert vesseur, president, newberry springs/harvard property oumers assn.
patricia flanagan, morongo basin municipal advisory council

ted stimpfel, newberry springs commmity alliance

gavin eresmus, phd, attorney

SUPERVISOR ROBERT LOVINGOOD, 1ST DISTRICT, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY




Sitver Villey Realty

44244 NATIONAL TRAILS HIGHWAY
NEWBERRY SPRINGS, CA 82365 @e«/ &mm, % {780) 257-3560

Fivomss # 00703504
April 12, 2018
Mr. Tom Hudson, Director Mr, Ken Alex, Director
Land Use Services Department California Office of Planning
San Bernardino County & Research
385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor POB 3044
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 Sacramento, CA 95814

My, Tom Nievez, Contract Planner
San Bernardino County

385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415=0187

SUBJECT: MINNEOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679) . THIRTEENTH SET OF COMMENTS ON POTENTIAL NEGATIVE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ON OUR RURAL, ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY SPRINGS

Dear Mr. Hudson, Mr. Alex and Mr.Nievez:

I attended the scoping meeting for the Daggett Solar Project yesterday in
Daggett at 4 PM where Bob Stark from Michael Baker International,
James Kelly from NRG and Tom Neivez, San Bernmardino County contract planner, made
a 22 minute presentation on the Daggett Solar Project. It was hardito hear as

no microphone was utilized. Of the comments I could hear from the public, what

I heard was:

1--Ted Stimpfel requested a 60-day extension of the public comment period and
said RL zoning does not permit industrial projects. And he cited County
Development Code Section 84.29.035: Required Findings For Approval Of A
Commercial Energy Facility, which includes 31 mandatory findings before
the proposed Daggett or Minneola Solar Projects can legally be approved by
the County. He also raised General Plan 4.10, economic justice and public
health issues, County culpability issues, failure to seriously examine
alternative sites and a suggestion that a $2 billion bond be posted by the
applicant to cover future health related c¢laims.

2--Eric ? from Fort Irwin raised concerns about project impacts on
military alrcraft using the Daggett Airport, right in the middle of the
proposed Daggett Solar Project. He expressed concern about proposed
120" power line towers and glare as specific concerns. He wondered 1if
the County had contacted the FAA., He was accompanied by several military
personnel in uniform.

3—-Paul Deel from Newberry Springs raised concerns about alfalfa farmer
water pumping rights being transferred from the project site to pumping
locations further east in the Baja water basin, thereby increasing over-
drafting of the Newberry Springs water basin,...He also raised the issue
of a "heat island" being created at proposed solar energy development sites
if gravel is used to control project site soll/sand from blowing. A heat
i1sland would add to global warming, he said.

4--Vickie Paulsen from Newberry Springs also raised County Development Code
Section 84.29.035 as a legal obstacle to the proposed project. Damage to
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community aesthetics in Newberry Springs: was another concern, stating that
solar panels up to 20 feet tall can't be mitigated inre sesthetics.

At this point I observed the manager of the County Planning Division laughing
in-the rear of the room. The manager being Ms. Terri Rahhal.

5--Robert Berkman, from CEQA-Now, in Newberry Springs, wants an extended
public comment period. He has just received a 517 page reply to a
Public Records Act request, pertaining to the Daggett and the Minneola Solar
projects, and needs additional time to review those 517 pages concerning
the two proposed solar energy projects. He mentioned, &s an example, that
in that 517 pages just received, on page 5 of the Daggett Solar Project
Land Use Application Questionnaire that 2,400,000 cubic yards will be
cut and filled during comstruction. And how will that relate to the
existing blowing sand and dust issues at the 22-acre solar energy farm
on Mt. View Road In Newberry Springs, a site from which sand and dust has
been blowing on the neighbors across the road for several'years, uncontrolled
by the site owner or the County of San Bernardino....He also cited SBC
Development Code Section 84.29.035 as not being complied with. And dust
related health issues.

6--Robin McMullen from Newberry Springs cited blowing sand from a farmer's
field and sand buried houses at the north end of Newberry Road.

7=-=Cindy ! from Newberry Springs asked the three people mentioned
in paragraph #l1 where they live. All lived, they sald in far away places.
Cindy suggested they put the proposed project in their home towns. At
that point- she probably could have been elected to public office in Newberry
Springs. She sald the Mo]ave River dynamics have changed due to local
high winds and resulting blow sand. She wants more information on project
water use,

8--Patricia Flanagan from a Morongo Basin conservation group said comments
on the project should be sent to Mojave Desert Air Quality Management
District. She sald the proposed project impacts will exceed PM 10
standards. And that a one-year study is needed on wind speedrand PM 10.
We are a moderate to very high dust blow area. And 70 acre-feet of water
will be needed for every 200 acres of project area. And the airport will
be an issue that needs to be addressed.

9--Steve Brown from a tourism related group suggested that the National Park
Service should bé contacted re impacts on tourism along historic old highway
66, nearly adjacent to the proposed Daggett solar project proposal.

10--Marsha ? from Daggett spoke of historic sites in Daggett and
they needed to be preserved. Once again I observed County Planning
Division Manager, Ms. Terri Rahhal giggling into her I-phone in the
rear of the room.

2.
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l1l-Richard Selby, with a rural water association, said he is working with the
Daggett CSD and asked what would EFthe community benefit to Daggett. He
cited some 111 Impacts from a 22£ksolar project bullt in Lucerne Valley.

12-Rose Fisher, who works for BLM, but speaking just for herself,expressed
concern for the negative impacts on old Highway 66, which is seeking a
National Scenic Highway designation. Re economic impacts, she sald ABnB
visitors come to see the desert, NOT solar energy plants.

13==Robert Vasseur, from Newberry Springs, sald the Cady Mountains used to
be red rock, but are now much covered with blow sand. He sees negative
impacts from Industrial solar development in and around Newberry Springs.

14-—-Jack Unger; a pilot, dust and glare will be an issue for pillots at
Daggett Adlrport, with dust being the main issue, on vision and with
ingestion into alrplane engines.

15=«When the meeting concluded at about 5:15FM, I approached Tom Nievez, the
County contract planner for the Daggett and Minneola Solar project applications.
I sald I had Just recelved 517 pages that day from San Bernardin County in
reply to my request for ALL public records, including comments, records
concerning pre-application conferences, communications to or from the
California Energy Commission, etc., etc., etec. And that a quick look
through the 517 pages did NOT find the twelve submitted letters submitted
by me to himself and to Mr. Tom Hudson, County Land Use Services Dept.
Director, nor did I find much else of interest.

Mr. Nlevez apologized and sald he had not submitted certain documents
into the County system, as he wasn't sure how to do that. He assured me
that records he had control over would be sent to me. And other records.

16--As the ongoing Newberry Springs Community Plan process is a half-hearted
effort to placate this community, it 1s my request that the 12-7-84 Newberry
Springs/Harvard Community Plan Draft, completed after about two years of
County professional staff effort, bereferred to by Mr. Nievez, so he can
get a better i1dea of Newberry Springs. Read that 100-plus page document,
along with the separate Draft Environmental Impact Report, which argued
agailnst future alfalfa farming. And that was the fatal argument, in my
opinion, causing both documents to be dumped in the trash.

17==And how could such an outrage occur to Newberry Springs, as cited above
in Item #16? No surprise. It's the history of this County. Anyome
remember when the FBI ralded the San Bernardino County Planning Division
with search warrants, during the Rail-Cycle fiasco? Crooked freeway
billboard approvals. Which brings us to Item #18.

18--The Verdict is a publication by Judical Watch, a good-government 501(c)3
in Washington, D.C. Thelr February 2017 issue, on page one, first paragraph,
states: "....as every serious student of crime and punishment knows, the
swamp is not one, but many. The swamp contains multitudes. It is Washington.
It 1s New York. It is San Bernmardino County...."



April 12, 2018

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Tom Hudson
EKen Alex
Tom Nievez

Page 4

19~=There is not a high level of confidence among the citizens of this

community about the concern that high-level County officials have
for the citizens of Newberry Springs, an economlcally disadvantaged
community. In fact, based on the public comments yesterday re the
proposed Daggett Solar Project, one might venture to say there is
almost zero confidence.

20--1 am informed that the wind speed in Newberry Springs this morning at

Riverside Road, east of Newberry Road, at a personal weather stationm,
is a measured high of 49 MPH. That location would be approximately
due east, -niortheast, of the Daggett and Minneola Solar projects.
Plenty of sand and dust in the air.

Thank you for your interest and consideration of the above issues.

Sincerely, . 27

A
Fred Stesarh /j/

ccs
cc:
ces
ce:
cc:
cc:
cec:
ccs
CC:
cece
(o] 3+
cc:
cc:
cc:
cct
ccs

cec:

joe nelson, reporter, san bernardino sun

steve hunt, editor, dally press

mark gutlueck, publisher, san bernardino county sentinel

louis sahagun, envircnmental reporter, los angéles times

kathleen rollings-mcdonald, executive officer, lafco

san bernardino county planning commission

terri rahhal, director, san bernardino county planning division
vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community services district
robert berkman, president, cegqa-now, newberry springs chapter

chuck bell,. lucerne valley economic development assocciztion

lorrie steely, president, mojave communities conservation cooperative
robert vasseur, president, newberry springs/harvard property owners assn.
patricia flanagan, morongo basin conservancy association

ted stimpfel, newberry springs community alliance

gavin erasmus, phd, attorney

SUPERVISOR ROBERT LOVINGOOD,1ST DISTRICT, SAN BERNARDINC COUNTY

mojave desert alr quality management district
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April 16, 2018
Mr. Luther Snoke, Interim Director Mr, Ken Alex, Director
Land Use Services Department California Office of Planning
San Bernardino County & Research
385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor POB 3044
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Tom Nievez, Contract Planner
San Bernardino County

385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

SUBJECT: MINNEOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P20180004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679) . FOURTEENTH SET OF COMMENTS ON POTENTIAL NEGATIVE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ON OUR RURAL, ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY SPRINGS AND ADJACENT COMMUNITY OF DAGGETT.

Dear Mr. Snoke, Mr. Alex and Mr. Nievez:

1--On March 8th, I made a Public Records Act reqiest to the County, ~
inre the above two industrial solar energy project proposals. On April
11th I recelved 517 pages in pongey. That County response was clearly-
incomplete, which I spoke to g%oﬂi‘?t the Daggett Solar scopling meeting
on April 1llth. You sald you would provide missing public records.

There were zero public comment letters in the 517-page reply, including

my previously submitted 13 project comment letters. All 13 are missing.

Also not included in the 517 pages were anything in response to my request

for records concerning pre-application conferences, including attendance

sheets, notes, telephone records, e-mails, faxes, written communications,

legal opinions/advice from County Counsel or others and meeting minutes, and coples
of the Edison purchase (or PG&E) purchase agreements.

I also had asked for any communications the County has had with the California
Energy Commission inre the two projects. If the Daggett project was proposed
to the County in 2014, are we to belleve that there has been no communication
since then between the County and the Energy Commission?

2--Among the 517 pages 1s a November, 2017 written communication from
DUDEK te the County Planning Division, concerning the Minneola Solar I,
LLC project. It contalns seven pages of text and is UNSIGNED.

Under AESTHETICS AND VISUAL QUALITY topic on first page, it makes some
very questlionable and misleading statements inre the scenic highway status
of National Tralls Highway, adjacent to the proposed solar project sites.

It informs the County that National Trails Highway 1s NOT designated as
a federal or state scenic highway. And then there is a migsleading comment
referring to 08 5.2 and 5.3, without stating the source of 0S8 5.2 and 5.3.
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General Plan 0S 5.3 states Historic route 66 from Oro Grande to the Arizona
state line, excepting those those areas within incorporated cities, is a scenic
route. That fact was NOT clearly admitted by DUDEK.

3—-Please take a look at the County Planning Commission meeting minutes
for the January 5th,2012 meeting of that body. Look at the Open Space
Element comments on pages 8 and: 9. James Squire briefed the purpose of
adding our local section of Historic Route 66 to the General Plan list
of scenic routes. And his recommendation was subsequently approved by
the Planning Commission and the County Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Squire advised the County Planning Commissioners that adding our
local segment of Historic Route 66 to the list of County scenic routes
would mean; for projects along the route:

-4 speclal viewshed analysis may be required.

——Structure placement shall be compatible with and shall not detract from
the visual setting or obstruct significant views.

——Development will be designed to blend into the natural landscape.

—-Right-of-way access drives shall be minimized.

=-The remocal of native vegetation shall be minimized.

—=Screening requirements.

—=Utilities will be done underground where possible.

==0ff-gite freestamdingr~signs will be limited to 18 square feet.

4==The Newberry Springs Community Plan Draft Hazards Overlay Map prepared for
a community plan that was never adopted, for no offlecial reason, was
completed in 1984 by County Planning Staff, Draft EIR was also prepared. év
W

It shows Airport Hazard Zone extending for slightly over one mile east gfé.p‘/ ¥
of Minneola Road, inre the County Airport at Daggett, which is utilized by Cq A
the U.S. Army and others. And it extends about three miles to the east of € “zn 0
Minneola Road....Alrport Safety Zone #1 extends about 3/8 of a mile east bnw“

of Minneola Road and about 2.5 miles west of Minmeola Road.

Isn't much of the Minneola Soldr and Daggett Solar project proposals-
inside one or the other of the two Alrport Safety Zones?

5--1 have reason to believe that Supervisor Lovingood's office has been
closely assoclated with these two projects for a long time and I find it
hard to believe that the County has mno records concerning any such association
or contact documenting those presumed contacts. Can you give me a written
statement that no such records exist, 1f that is the case?
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6--DUDEK's comments on page 5 of their November, 2017 memorandum, make
reference to RE Policy 4.1 and 6.1.3 in the General Plan, concerning
avolding air quality issues and dust mitigation issues.

Perhaps 1f the County would conduct a guided tour of the solar energy
project on Mt. View Road, consisting of 22 acres, DUDEK &nd NGR might get a
first-hand education as to what they might be dealing with concerning

sand and dust mitigation. You could alaso take ThHéli on a guided

tour of the sand-buried homes at the north end of Newberry Road.

7-—Someone has sold NGR and Sun Power a bill-of-goods. Who!?
8--There is some speculation that ROLLING STONE or another publication

1s considering or committed to an exposf article. Have you had any
inquiries along these lines?

Thank you for yourfg;nﬁTEZr ion of tI
hearing from youu.jﬁqujjj%;

se isgues and I look forward to

P
Sincerely, .~ <.

cc: }oe-nelson, reporter, san bernardino sun

cc: steve hund, editor, daily press

cc: mark gutlueck, publisher, san bernardino county sentinel

cc: louls sahagun, envirommental reporter, los angéles times

cc: kathleen rollings-mcdohald, executive officer, lafco

cc: san bernardino county planning commission

cc: terrl rahhal, manager, . san bernardino county planning division

ce: vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community services district

cc! robert berkman, president, ceqa-now, newberry springs chapter

cc: chuck bell, lucerne valley economic development associlation

ce: lorrie steely, president, mojave communities conservation cooperative

cc: robert vasseur, president, newberry springs/harvard property owners assn.

ce: patricia flanagan, morongo basin municipal advisory council

cc: ted stimpfel, newberry springs community alliance

cct gavin erasmus, phd, attorney

cc: alan desalvo, director, operation, mojave desert air quality management
district

cct: supervisor robert lovingood, 1ST DISTRICT, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

P.S, The off-gite freeway-adjacent billboard (50" x 10') comstructed in
2017, with long-expired conditional use permit, and in vidlation of
the California Outdoor Advertising Act and the federal Highway Beautification
Act and the federal Department of Transportation Bonus Act, and located
on a land parcel that fronts Historic Route 66 1s also in violation
of County General Plan 0S 5.3, referenced above in item's #2 and #3.
Said 1llegal billboard in on Ord Street on APN 0528-161-11.adjacent to I-40.
A mass of 1llegal billboards along I~15 have served to identify Yermo, the
town,as undesireable. Are we next?
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Mr. Ken Alex, Director, California Office of Planning & Research
Mr, Tom Nievez, Contract Planner, San Bernardino County

SUBJECT: CORRECTION OF TYPO

Inte my April 16, 2018 letter re the Minneola Solar and Daggett
Solar project proposals, there is a mistake on page 2, Item #4,
2nd paragraph, 3rd sentence, which should read "And it extends
about three miles west of Minneola Road.” And it is referenced as
Airport Safety Zone #3, the County prepared map.

Sincerely,

Fred S
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Mr. Ken Alex, Director, California Office of Planning & Research
Mz, Tom Nievez, Contract Planner, San Bernardino County

SUBJECT: CORRECTION OF TYPO

Inre my April 16, 2018 letter re the Mipneola Solar and Daggett
Solar project proposals, there is a mistake on page 2, Item #4,
2nd paragraph, 3rd sentence, which should read "And it extands
about three miles west of Minnecla Road,."” And it {s referenced as
Alrport Safety Zone #3, the County prepared map.

Sincerely,

Fred §
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Mr. Luther Snoke, Interim Director Mr. Ken Alex, Director
Land Use Services Department California Office of Planning
San Bernardino County & Research
385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor POB 3044
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 Sacramento, CA 95814

Mr. Tom Nievez, Contract Planner

San Bernardino County

385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

S8UBJECT: MINNEOLA SOLAR PROJECT (P2018004) AND DAGGETT SOLAR PROJECT
(P201700679) . FIFTEENTH SET OF COMMENTS ON POTENTIAL NEGATIVE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ON OUR RURAL, ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITY OF NEWBERRY SPRINGS AND ADJACENT COMMUNITY OF DAGGETT.

Dear Mr. Snoke, Mr. Alex and Mr. Nievez:

1-—From Mr. Nievez, I am still awaiting an unexpurgated reply to my March 8th
Public Records Act request for everything and anything the County has inre
the above two proposed industrial solar emergy projects. Wé discussed the
missing public records at the end of the April 1lth scoping session on the
Daggett solar project, in Daggett. Mr. Nievez conceded that some public
records were missing from the 517 pages provided. For example how about
the meeting notes from the Minneola project resulting from the conferences
that the Sun Power attorney had with high-level county officials, as referred
to by a real estate broker representing Sun Power, in a telephone conversation
with me last summer?

2—-1 sometimes wonder if anyone in County Planning Division management is the
least bit familiar with the County General Plan. Or do they see it as
an inconvienence without the force of law? Some months ago, when I spoke with
Planning Division Manager, Ms. Rahhal, about.the Newberry Springs Planning
Study by six students from Cal Poly Pomona's School of Urban & Regional Planning,
and theilr recommendation for creation of two enterprise zones in Newberry
Springs, Ms. Rahhal snickered. Her snicker was as at Policy ED 4.2.

And yet, isn't that exactly what the County General Plan sets as Goal ED 4?

But it's not a Goal, apparently, if the County has unofficially designated

a community as a "dumping ground" due to it's being economically disadvantaged,
as 1s Newberry Springs, and probably Daggett. Isn't Lucerne Valley also
designated economically disadvantaged, based on federal census data?
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3--General Plan Economic Development Policy ED 15.3 says "Encourage economic
development within community planning areas that 1s sensitive to their
reapective visions of a rural lifestyle." So how does over 5,000 acres of
ugly industrial solar energy development in Newberry Springs and Daggett
meet that standard?

4-=As for speclal General Plan standards for the desert region: Take a look
at Goal D/ED 1: "Promote economic development that is compatible with
the rural desert character of the Desert Region."

That is followed by Policy D/ED 1.1, which states: "Support commercial
development that is of a size and scale that compliments the natural setting,
is compatible with surrounding development A:dd enhances the rural character."

And that's in reference to COMMERCIAL development, so shouldn'’t the standards
for industrial devélopment be tighter asnd more restrictive?

5=-In the County General Plan Goals and Policles of the Land Use Element,
we find Goal LU 1. "The County will have a compatible and harmonious
arrangement of land uses by providing a type and mix of functionally
well-integrated land uses that are fiscally viable and meet general
soclal and economic needs of the residents.” Isn't this a problem?

Policy LU 1.2 says siting of new development should be compatible with
adjacent land uses and community character. But it's not compatible.

GOAL LU 10. says "Encourage distinct communities with a sense-of "place"
and identity."” Seems like this could become a legal obstacle.

6—-—General Plan Desert Region Goals and Policies of the Land Use Element
says, at D/LU 1.2 "Limit future industrial development to those uses
which are compatible with the Community Industrial Land Use Zoning
District or zone, are necessary to meet the service, employment and
support needs of the region, do not have excessive water requirements,
and do not adversely impact the desert environment." Another hurdle.

7--GOAL $ 4. says "THE COUNTY WILL MINIMIZE DAMAGE DUE TO WIND AND WATER
EROSION WHERE POSSIBLE." Policy S 4.1 says "Map high wind areas as part
of the hazard overlay." Then we have a PROGRAMS caption, under which it says:

1--Conduct ‘detailed mapping of potential blowsand hazard areas for use as a
hazard overlay.

2~~Map potentlal wind eroslon areas on the basis of soll characteristics
for use as a hazard overlay.

Has any of the above been done for the proposed Minneola and Daggett
solar project areas? Can you provide sald hazard overlay maps?

8--GOAL S 4.2 says "Apply the provisions of the Revised Erosion and Sediment
Control Ordinance countywide." How will that impact the two solar projects?
Please provide a copy of sald ordinance and consider this a Public
Records Act request for same. I will pay up to $10.00 to have the ordinance
malled te me. And any wind and soll erosion maps that you have.
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9--County General Plan Air Quality Goal 4 states "The County will ensure good
alr quality for its residents, businesses, and visitors to reduce impacts
on human health and the economy."

If the County has had zero interest, until just recently, in the fugitive
sand and dust blowing off the one industrial solar project in Newberry
Springs, over the past few years, which 1s 22 acres Iin size, why would
anyone expect the County to be much concerned about sand and dust created
by 5,000 acres, plus, of industrial solar development, upwind from Newberry
Springs?

10-—Air Quality Policy CO 4.3 says "The County will continue to ensure through
coordination and cooperation with all airport operators....an air transportation
system, which generates the minimum feasible pollutants.”

Other than some people from Fort Irwin, who apparently heard about the
two solar -project proposals centered around the Daggett Airport
accidently, what input has the County Alrport Department provided to

the County Planning Division? I didan't find one word from them, or the
Alrforce, or the FAA or Fort Irwin, in the 517 page response to my Public
Records Act request.

11--80 far, I can't find anything in the General Plan on the subject of
soclal Justice. But no doubt there is some federal law, case and statute,
that will argue with the invasion of these two industrial solar projects

into economically disadvantaged communiijas.
| :::::ééz:;jiijf;;“} -
Sincerel “:,aﬂff,i:’#frf - j;-ﬂEzég:—*f" ——
3 W // —

Fred Stearn .

cc: Joe nelson, san bernardino sun

cc: steve hunt, editor, daily press

cct mark gutlueck, publisher, san bernardino county sentinel

ce: louis sahagun, environmental reporter, los angeles times

cc: kathleen rollings-mecdonald, executive officer

cc: san bernardino county planning commission

cc: terrl rahhal, manager, san bernardino county planning division

cc: vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community services district
ce: robert berkman, president, ceqa-now, newberry springs chapter

cc: chuck bell, lucerne valley economic development assoclation

cc: lorrie steely, president, mojave communities comservation cooperative
cc: robert vasseur, president, newberry/harvard property owners association
cc: patricia flanagan, morongo basin municipal advisory council

ce: ted stimpfel, newberry springs community alliance

ces gavin erasmus, phd, attorney

cc: alan desalvo, director, operations, mojave desert air quality management district
cc: SUPERVISOR ROBERT LOVINGOOD, 1ST DISTRICT, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
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Mr. Luther Sonoke, Interim Director
Land Use Services Department, San Bernardinc County
385 North Arrowhead Ave, First Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187 Mr. Ken Alex, Director

California Office of Planning
Mr. Tom Nievez, Contract Planner & Research

8an Bermardino County POB 3044

Land Use Services Department

385 North Arrowheed Ave, First Floor Bacramanto, CA 95814
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0187

SUBJECT: FOLLOW-UP REQUEST FOR PUBLIC RECORDS WITBHELD BY SAN BERMARDINO
COUNTY INRE THE MINNEOLA AND DAGGETT SOLAR PRQJECTS IN AND ARDUND
NEWBERRY SPRINGS, APPLICATIONS (P201B0004) AND (P201700679)

Dear Mr. Snoke, Mr, Alex and My, Nievez:

On March 8, 2018 I sent a polite letter to tha then-director of the County
Land Use Services Department, Mr. Tomr Hudson, with five specific requosts
for public records of all types related to the above two projects.

On April 1lith 1 received approximately 517 pages in response to my Public
Records Act request. It is obvious, clear and undisputed by Mr. Nievez,

in a conversation with ma on April lilth, at the solar project scoping session
in Daggett, that various requested public records were NOT provided to me,
because, he said, he d1d not know how to enter them in the "system." Whatever
that means. Rineteen days later and still no corrected, updated PRA replyl

Government Code Section 6259 of the Government Code states it is ILLEGAL
to withheld legally requested public recerds. Clearly the County is in
violetion of thet section of law. Undisputed by Mr. Nieve=z.

At first 1 thought that the farcical County bshavior inre the two industrial
projects, proposad in violation of the County Gereral Plan and the County
Development Code, was the result of political pressure, but I'm beginning

to think otharwise. Could it rather be GROSS incompetence at upper menzgement
levels of the County Planning Division? Is it perhape time for new laadership
at the Planning Division? Until we know who authorized the four flatly 4llegal
billboards in 2017, hereabouts on I 40 and I 15, I caen't be sure. Or maybe
it's 2 mix of politicel mischief and gross incompetence.

Mr. Snoke, will you kindly send me the March Bth requested, but subsequently
unprovided public records inre the Daggett and Minneola Solar projects?
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1 will pay up to $100 to have the missing, improperly withheld, public records
mailed to me at the above addrass.

1 have restrained myself from conmenting too much on the level of competence
of various actors, but see if anyone down there can make sense of the following:

On Sunday, April 29th, 2018, during & not soc uncommon windblow event, on Temescal
Street in vicinity of Mt. View Road, in Newberry Springs, which is due east of
the two genius-proposed industrial solar projects, referemced above, Mr. Robert
Berkman got a rathar startling reading at 2:58PM on his Purpleair Monitor.

And the Air quality index reading for short-term PM 2.5 particulate matter waa:

A03008E121LY
If the bigwigs at the County Planning Division don't understand the significance
of the 403 number, perhaps you could call Mr. Alan DeSalvio at the Mojave Desert
Air Quality Management District.

In case you dida't know, the prevailing wind hereabouts blows west to eaat.

A thought just flashed into my brain: To stop the PM 2.5 adverse-~health dust
from impacting downwind residents and school children, what about a wall of
100-foot tall billboards stretched across the impact area, with one row

west of the County Daggett Airport, amother at Minmeola Road and another row
across Harvard Road and a final row of L0O0-foot tall billboards stretched

along Newberry Road. To be mitigations proposed in the Final Euvironmental
Impact Report. Thia also gight help increase produfﬁ}on at_tive marijuans farms.

Very sincerely, i e T —_—

P e —

Frederic Stearn e <ﬁi;fk_:is'“' = i
#

ce: joe nelaon,.gpﬁbrter. gan bernurdino sun

cc: steve hunt, éditor, daily prégs

cc: mark gutlueck, publisher, san bernardino county sentinel

cc: louis sshagun, environmental reporter, los angeles times

cc: kathleen rollings-medonald, executive officer, lafco

ce: san bernardine county planning commisgsion

cc: terri rahhal, manager, san bernardino county planning division

ce: vickie paulsen, director, newberry springs community services district

ce: robert shaw, director, newberry springs community services district

cc: chuck bell, lucerne valley economic development association

ce: lorrie stealy, president, mojave communities conservation cooperative

cc: robert vasseur, president, newberry springs/harvard property owners assn.

cc: patricia flanegan, morongo basin municipal advisory council

cc: ted stimpfel, newberry springs community alllance

ce: gavin erasmus, phd, attorney

ce: alan degalvio, director, operatioms, mojave desert air quality management district

cc: SUDERVISOR ROBERT LOVINGOOD, 1ST DISTRICY, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
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Daggett Solar Power Facility EIR
Scoping Meeting Summary

The County of San Bernardino (County) held a Project Scoping Meeting on April 11, 2018 from
4:00 pm to 7:00 pm at the Daggett Community Services Center at 35277 Afton Street, Daggett,
CA 92327. The meeting provided the opportunity to provide input on the range of environmental
issues to be addressed in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). The DEIR is being
prepared to address California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements for the County’s
consideration of the proposed Project. Approximately 40 members of the public were in
attendance, as well as County staff, Michael Baker staff, and applicant representatives.

Attendees were asked to sign-in and were provided a comment sheet and a speaker card. A
presentation was provided, followed by an opportunity for attendees to make oral comments.
Attendees were encouraged to provide written comments, either via the comment sheet, or by
submitting comments during the scoping review period.

This document summarizes oral and written comments relevant to the scope of the DEIR which
were provided at the meeting and are generally organized by topic. Numerous attendees voiced
general opposition to the project. These comments and others related to non-CEQA issues (e.g.
effect on property values) are not incorporated into this document as they do not relate to the
scope and content of the EIR.

Air Quality/Dust/Sand

e PM10 and PM2.5 have the potential to be exceeded and should be monitored on-site.

e The whole area of Daggett has a very high content of very fine sand/soil which is a
problem with future winds and sand storms.

e The bushes that are currently in place serve to mitigate dust. Removing them would
trigger dust storms and would exacerbate current dust problems.

e The project would cause homes to be vacated due to dust storms.

e Health hazards related to dust should be addressed.

e The consequences of cutting/grading soil could be devastating because once the main
soil/top layer is removed, sand erosion cannot be stopped. This is true for both Newberry
Springs and Daggett.

e Dust in air craft engines will be damaging to the aircraft.

Biological Resources

e Current extreme wind/dust patterns are changing the pattern of the nearby river. The
implementation of the project could exacerbate this current condition.

o Clearing the project area from native plants will drive snakes, squirrels and other animals
into neighboring homes.

e ltis requested that water usage statistics for other comparable solar farm projects be
made available and compare them to water use projections for the proposed project.

Page 10of 3
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Historical Resources

Daggett historical society is concerned about the project since Daggett is overall a
historical area. For example, the Daggett ditch extends through the community.
Additionally, Daggett provided electricity to the first mines in the area. All of these features
could be jeopardized with the project disturbing such a large area.

The Route 66 Historical Society should be consulted because the project would have the
potential to disturb historical areas and the Route 66 Corridor.

The Santa Fe Spur Rail Road Line is of WWII historical significance and could be
damaged.

There are portions of the airport that are historical in nature.

Aesthetics/Views/Community Character

Solar panels have potential to block views, considering that solar panels can be up to 20
feet high.

Considering the potential height of the solar panels, it is not believed that that any type of
fence will be able to block the solar panels from being visible.

Fences, proposed buildings, and certain structures would completely block neighbors’
scenic views.

Rural character is treasured. Project would impact community character.

Glare of solar panels is not good for pilots and residents.

Environmental Process

No Initial Study was prepared; it is believed that not enough time was given to assess and
provide comments on the potential impacts. Thus, a 60-day NOP review extension is
requested.

It is requested that an extension to the usual 45-day review period be given to provide
comments on the forthcoming EIR.

120 ft. tall transmission towers could affect the military facility and operations of the
helicopters. The airport/military base would like to be integrated in the process.

FAA and DOD should be consulted in this process.

The Daggett Historical Society and the Route 66 association should also be consulted.

Land Use and Planning

This industrial project should not be located in residential areas (i.e., the project site)
which is surrounded by residential properties. The project should be located on the
opposite side of Interstate 15 (I-15) where no one lives and consequently, the project and
eventual sand storms would not affect anyone.

The project description should state that the project is located near the Mojave Desert
National Monument.

Traffic and Circulation

Traffic accidents already occur on highway 40 due to sand storms. The project would only
worsen that situation.

Page 2 of 3
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Water Resources

e Water supply/groundwater/drought concerns were presented by the California Rural
Water Association.

Attachments:

Sign-in Sheets
Completed Comment Forms

Page 3 of 3



Sign-In Sheet
Daggett Solar Power Project
Scoping Meeting
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Sign-In Sheet
Daggett Solar Power Project
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Daggett Solar Power Project
Scoping Meeting
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County of San Bernardino
Public Scoping Meeting
Daggett Solar Power Project
April 11,2018

SAN BERNARDING

COUNTY

We welcome your comments and suggestions in regards to environmental issues that should be included in the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Daggett Solar Power Project.

Comments:

The A‘ef/{’!wn\m+ utths preject will he Sur¢ to />/m4
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alvdet sk imisgebant 15 5ur” Fhat brcefits Lrow the
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Chayles Borllew,
TT} Feaseprmt) L_'U L{7 7

Organlzatlon

(96 Yy thmfw/;/m/ﬂ/”l Ave MPI( CO’7 Red lomd s CA423 7

Mailing Address

(qe1)8lo~3(CY

Tele hone No. (daytime)

leeleyyag @ Mma.{. COM
Emauladdre‘sf

Written comments on the environmental document can be provided at the scoping meeting, or written comments
may be provided directly to the County of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department. Comments provided by
e-mail should include the name and address of the sender. Please send all written and/or e-mail comments to one
of the following:

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez

Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Phone: (909) 387-5036
Email: Tom.Nievez@Ius.sbcounty.gov

Public Scoping comments must be received no later than 4:30 p.m. by April 26, 2018.

To mail: fold, seal, and affix stamp



County of San Bernardino
Public Scoping Meeting
Daggett Solar Power Project
April 11,2018

SAN BERNARDING

COUNTY

We welcome your comments and suggestions in regards to environmental issues that should be included in the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Daggett Solar Power Project.

up. 7ra chS

Comments:
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Name (please print)
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Organization
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Mailing Xddress

P.2, Box Jeo/ ﬂd??i/i‘ e PRI
Telephone No. (daytime)

o5 D= 55T S

E-mail address

Ciroledees ) Labor Do
=

Written comments on the environmental document can be provided at the scoping meeting, or written comments
may be provided directly to the County of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department. Comments provided by
e-mail should include the name and address of the sender. Please send all written and/or e-mail comments to one
of the following:

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez

Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Phone: (909) 387-5036
Email: Tom.Nievez@Ilus.sbcounty.gov

Public Scoping comments must be received no later than 4:30 p.m. by April 26, 2018.

To mail: fold, seal, and affix stamp



County of San Bernardino

Public Scoping Meeting
Daggett Solar Power Project

April 11, 2018 Z I

COUNTY

We welcome your comments and suggestions In regards to environmental issues that should be included in the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Daggett Solar Power Project.

Comments:

Name (please print)
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Written comments on the environmental document can be provided at the scoping meeting, or written comments
may be provided directly to the County of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department. Comments provided by
e-mall should include the name and address of the sender. Please send all written and/or e-mall comments to one

of the following: _I- U N{)Eis\rﬂﬂo THAT FoR THE SHKE
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Public Scoping comments must be recelved no later than 4:30 p.m. by April 26, 2018.
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County of San Bemardino

1
|

Public Scoping Meeting- COUNTY
Daggetlt Solar Power Project
April 11, 2018

We welcome your comments and suggestions in regards to environmental issues that should be Included In the
Draft Environmental impact Report {EIR) for the proposed Daggett Solar Power Project.

Comments: | . disastrous, __
Solac project will be disestppes  TA-10l/

_ e 2 Qisastor o Quc communities
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e Cewoved |eoving +he atucal Qaiivals

. N C— Jd ;
wittoudr Lood awnd Pic feation,

I; - ant Solac iminrors.
Please £ind anckher locatian where

‘ - " -
L—l— 1S V\°+' ca::.}nt} 44 TuAly VAL “;c‘. “)h-il"‘?-
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Name (please print) .
vevonica. Sl auw
Organization

Rc-HVed Teacher fTom Silver Valley Unified Scheel Disirick
Malling Address '

PO. fi’:‘«:_-s. 250 A/E L:.:b&f'f'i-f Shnas . OF 92365
Telephone Mg, (daytime ) J 7 77
[ oo 25-6333
E-mall addriss .
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Written comments on the environmental document can be provided at the scoping meeting, or written comments
may be provided directly to the County of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department. Comments provided by
e-mall should Include the name and address of the sender. Please send all written and/or e-mall comments to one
of the following:

County of San Bernardino
' Land Use Services Department
Tom Nievez
Contract Planner
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Fioor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Phone: (909) 387-5036
Emall: Tom.Nlevez@lus.shecounty.gov

Pubiic Scoping comments must be recelved no later than 4:30 p.m. by April 26, 2018.

To mail: fold, seal, and affix stamp



County of San Bernardino
Public Scoping Meeting °
Daggeit Solar Power Project
Aprit 11, 2018

i‘ix AFRNARDING

We welcome your comments and suggestions In regards to environmental issues that should be Included In the
Draft Environmental Impact Report {EIR) for the proposed Daggett Solar Power Project.

Comments:
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Written comments on the environmental document can be provided at the scoping meeting, or written comments
may be provided directly to the County of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department. Comments provided by
e-mail should Include the name and address of the sender. Please send all written and/or e-mall comments to one
of the following:

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez

Cantract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Phone: {909) 387-5036
Email: Tom.Nlevez@lus.shcounty.gov

Public Scoping comments must be received no later than 4:30 p.m. by April 26, 2018.

To mail: fold, sed, and affix stamp



County of San Bernardino
Public Scoping Meefing -
Daggett Solar Power Project
Aprit 11, 2018

T@C AERNARDING

We welcome your comments and suggestions In regards to environmental Issues that should be Included In the
Draft Environmental iImpact Report {EIR) for the proposed Daggett Solar Povyer Project.

Comments:
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Written comments on the environmental document can be provided at the scoping meeting, or written comments
may be provided directly to the County of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department. Comments provided by
e-malt should include the name and address of the sender. Please send all written and/or e-mall comments to one
of the following:

County of San Bernardino

Land Use Services Department

Tom Nievez

Contract Planner

385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Phone: {909) 387-5036
Emall: Tom.Nlevez@lus.shcounty.gov

Public Scoping comments must be received no later than 4:30 p.m. by Aprll 26, 2018.

To mall: fold, sedl, and affix stamp ‘



County of San Bemardino
Public Scoping Meeting -
Daggett Solar Power Project
April 11,2018
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COUNTY

We welcome your comments and suggestions In regards to environmental Issues that should be Included in the
Draft Environmental impact Report (EIR]} for the proposed Daggett Solar Power Project.
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Written comments on the environmental document can be provided at the scoping meeting, or written comments
may be provided directly to the County of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department. Comments provided by
e-mall should Include the name and address of the sender. Please send all wriiten and/or e-mall comments to one
of the following:

County of San Bernardino
Land Use Services Department
*  Tom Nlevez

Contract Planner
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Phone: (909) 387-5036
Email: Tom.Nlevez@®lus.shcounty.gov

Public Scoping comments must be received no later than 4:30 p.m. by April 26, 2018.

To malt: fold, sedl, and affix stamp



County of San Bernardino w "I
Public Scoping Meéeting - IRy
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We welcome your comments and suggestions in regards to environmental Issues that should be included In the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Daggett Solar Power Project.
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Solay Pland ProectWill Be DisasTRoUS.
As 4 memmber of e Seniar/ Fimlly Centfer
_Z_t'_a_m__ggu;gm.ed_m&bihi-aﬂa—%uﬂ;ﬂj ‘hat will

_ nee Jawd (< 3@.&;{, and ‘aqnd will
bf' blawa‘:ﬁ hon- '\,-J-e!h., A led Crf': Senmiars - etifta

ngp[e live it dhése Commmunctres aund ma.%¥ have
[éj_piv‘o;‘ro\rj - bmﬂi%a problewns, his Pmpasggl. &gcpcg!'gd'
pould weake bf'tL‘I-thfj c leb vy OLY— { v !‘JOSS'.L-J;—
Ko e Mountaipn View Sejar Pliant .
P ’CASQ T'E.IOCA.‘{'C “+hig D.ﬁja;r_# 50 Ia.rfr‘oj‘dd' Some. P:’i’i{"u‘_ wixre / WL 4TINS

Name (please print} | .
Vevoriea Dhaw doh'(' lﬂ/e,

Organization

F{.’unt JIL,- C_{;q -k.f' e 5-Sfﬂ- '\/él,db@frpj 5;3”'153'; \SCI“YI'C< ﬁ‘.—;'—;ff,

Malling Address
Ro. Box 280 A/w)béﬂf:fs’f}l‘l'ﬂ?ﬂl CH G2345

| No. {d : .
TelephoneNo. (e /7L0) 2 S - 0333
E-mall address ' E

Quuntronnie sha W@ Quaél cer

Written comments on the environmental document can be provided at the scoping meeting, or written comments
may be provided directly to the County of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department. Comments provided by
e-mall should Include the name and address of the sender. Please send all written and/or e-mall comments to one
of the following:

County of San Bernardino
Land Use Services Department
Tom Nievez

Contract Planner
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Phone: (909} 387-5036
Emall: Tom.Nievez@lus.sbecounty.gov

Public Scoping comments must be received no later than 4:30 p.m. by Aprii 26, 2018.
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