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Correspondence  
 



 
 
Via Email and U.S. Mail 
 
January 31, 2014 
 
Mr. Dennis Draeger 
County Clerk 
County of San Bernardino 
222 W. Hospitality Lane 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0022 
ddraeger@asr.sbcounty.gov 
 

Ms. Laura H. Welch 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
County of San Bernardino 
385 N. Arrowhead Ave., 2nd floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0130 
COB@sbcounty.gov     

Secretary of the Planning Commission 
San Bernardino County  
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182 
 

Mr. Chris Conner, Senior Planner 
San Bernardino County - Land Use Services 
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182 
cconner@lusd.sbcounty.gov 

 
Re: CEQA and Land Use Notice Request for Clean Focus (CF SBC Owner One, LLC) 

Projects 
 

Dear All: 
 

I am writing on behalf of the Laborers International Union of North America, Local Union 783 
and its members living in San Bernardino County (“LiUNA”) regarding four solar photovoltaic (“PV”) 
projects proposed by Clean Focus (CF SBC Owner One, LLC) in San Bernardino County: 

 
 P201300556; APN 0620-021-01: A 2 megawatt solar PV project on 160 acres, on the 

southeast corner of Raymond Drive and Mesquite Springs Road in 29 Palms; 
 

 P201300557; APNs 0438-212-01 and 0438-212-02:  A 3 megawatt solar PV project on 
24 acres on the southeast corner of Central Road and Tussing Ranch Road in Apple 
Valley; 
 

 P201300558; APNs 0608-161-20, 0608-161-21 and 0608-161-22:  A 6.5 megawatt 
solar PV project on 56 acres east of Cascade Road, approximately 650 feet north of 29 
Palms Highway in Joshua Tree; and 

 
 P201300559; APNs 0588-131-02 and 0588-131-74:  A 5 megawatt solar PV project on 

55 acres on the south side of Alta Loma Drive, approximately 700 feet west of Olympic 
Road in Joshua Tree. 

 
(collectively, “Projects”) 

 
We hereby request that the County of San Bernardino (“County”) send by mail and electronic 

mail to our firm at the address below notice of any and all actions or hearings related to activities 
undertaken, authorized, approved, permitted, licensed, or certified by the County and any of its 
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subdivisions, and/or supported, in whole or in part, through contracts, grants, subsidies, loans or other 
forms of assistance from the County, including, but not limited to the following: 

 
 Notice of any public hearing in connection with the Projects as required by California Planning and 

Zoning Law pursuant to Government Code Section 65091. 
 
 Any and all notices prepared for the Projects pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 

(“CEQA”), including, but not limited to: 
 

 Notices of any public hearing held pursuant to CEQA. 
 Notices of determination that an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) is required for a 

project, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.4. 
 Notices of any scoping meeting held pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21083.9. 
 Notices of preparation of an EIR or a negative declaration for a project, prepared pursuant 

to Public Resources Code Section 21092. 
 Notices of availability of an EIR or a negative declaration for a project, prepared pursuant 

to Public Resources Code Section 21152 and Section 15087 of Title 14 of the California 
Code of Regulations. 

 Notices of approval and/or determination to carry out a project, prepared pursuant to Public 
Resources Code Section 21152 or any other provision of law. 

 Notices of approval or certification of any EIR or negative declaration, prepared pursuant to 
Public Resources Code Section 21152 or any other provision of law. 

 Notices of determination that a project is exempt from CEQA, prepared pursuant to Public 
Resources Code section 21152 or any other provision of law.  

 Notice of any Final EIR prepared pursuant to CEQA. 
 
Please note that we are requesting notices of CEQA actions and notices of any public 

hearings to be held under any provision of Title 7 of the California Government Code governing 
California Planning and Zoning Law.  This request is filed pursuant to Public Resources Code 
Sections 21092.2 and 21167(f), and Government Code Section 65092, which require local County 
to mail such notices to any person who has filed a written request for them with the clerk of the 
agency’s governing body. 

 
Please send notice by mail and electronic mail to: 
 
Richard Drury 
Christina Caro 
Stacey Oborne 
Lozeau Drury LLP 
410 12th Street, Suite 250 
Oakland, CA  94607 
richard@lozeaudrury.com; christina@lozeaudrury.com; stacey@lozeaudrury.com 
 

Please call should you have any questions.  Thank you for your attention to this matter.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Stacey Oborne 
Paralegal 
Lozeau | Drury LLP 





 
 
 
Dear Mr. Conner, 
 
It was a pleasure speaking with you on January 7th regarding a development  
proposal notice (Parcel #0438-212-01) for the proposed solar energy  
generating facility located near the intersection of Central and Tussing  
Ranch Roads in Apple Valley. 
 
After living at any adjacent property for over fifteen years, I must voice  
my concerns/opposition regarding such development/installation based on the  
following: 
 
1) The western most portion of the proposed development parcel does not have  
any natural wind breaks, and as such, prevailing winds produce excessive  
dirt / dust even with the current existing natural vegetation.  This will be  
multiplied upon vegetation removal and grading. 
 
2) It is a known fact that the reflective surface of solar panels generate  
heat and transmit light (glare) at certain periods of the day.  These  
factors will have a direct impact on our adjacent property which I am  
unwilling to accept. 
 
3) Although the referenced parcel currently remains undeveloped, a solar  
facility will definitely not increase the value of our property.  In fact, I  
am not sure what future potential buyer (including myself) would want to  
look at 24 acres of solar panels and deal with excessive dust during dry  
conditions or street flooding / runoff during rainy/winter periods.  So much  
for our desert/mountain views. 
 
4) The environmental impact (during grading) could potentially force the  
natural inhabitants to migrate to adjacent properties thereby endangering  
domestic animals (pets) and/or children. 
 
While I understand that the proposed project is in it's early stages, I hope  
that further (detailed) information (i.e., transmission line data/points,  
fencing/screening details, etc.) will be provided to all property owners in  
the immediate area for review/comment. 
 
I look forward to your response.  
 
Regards, 
 
Mr. and Mrs. Byrd 

Subject: RE: Proposed Solar Energy Generating Facility (Apple Valley) - Parcel #0438-212-01 

From: Mike Byrd (mkebyrd@verizon.net) 

To: cconner@lusd.sbcounty.gov; 

Date: Wednesday, January 8, 2014 3:01 PM 
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Ms. Byrd, 

It was a pleasure to meet you at the 4/28/14 community meeting regarding the Clean Focus Apple 
Valley Solar Project. We took notes of your comments/questions made during the meeting and 
attempted to respond/answer them in the attached document. I’ll call you as well, but please do not 
hesitate to call me or Matt if you have any questions.  

  

Thank you, 

  

Jeremy Krout 

E|P|D Solutions, Inc. 

  

jeremy@epdsolutionsinc.com  

949.794.1181 direct 

949.751.8993 cell 

  

  

Subject: responses to comments from 4-28-14 community meeting 

From: Jeremy Krout (jeremy@epdsolutionsinc.com) 

To: mkebyrd@verizon.net; 

Cc: matt.coleman@cleanfocus.us; psouthard@oreillypr.com; 

Date: Wednesday, May 7, 2014 5:57 PM 
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Apple Valley Solar Project  

Responses to Community Comments at 4/28/14 Meeting 

Topic 1: Noise level 

The project calls for two inverters to convert electricity generated by the solar panels to alternating 

current for Edison’s electrical grid. The inverters will only operate during the day; therefore, they will 

not produce any sound at night. One inverter is along Tussing Ranch Road and one is along Central 

Avenue. The inverter along Tussing Ranch Road is located about 105 feet from the property boundary, 

which is approximately 125 feet from the nearest home, north of the property, across Tussing Ranch 

Road. In total, the inverter will be around 230 feet from the nearest home. The inverter located along 

Central is further away from the nearest home. As mentioned during the community meeting, just like 

standing next to a piece of equipment like a refrigerator, the sound quickly dissipates as you move 

further away. Similarly, the invertors produce a humming sound that is noticeable when standing next 

to the equipment, but once you are 50 feet or further away, the noise drops significantly to less than 55 

dBA (decibels).  The noise level drops to even less at over 200 feet, to around 40 dBa, which is far below 

the County’s noise threshold of 65 dBA during the daytime. As shown on the chart below, 40 dBA is a 

noise level that is compared to quiet urban area, nighttime.  And most important, it is perfectly silent at 

night. In addition, the County will apply the following requirement to the project to ensure the project 

will not impact neighboring uses: 

The applicant shall perform any repairs or upgrades to the components of the solar power facility at such 

times and in such a manner that noise and glare will not be significantly disruptive to adjacent 

properties, roads, or traffic. 
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Topic 2: Graffiti 

The County applies very stringent requirements to solar projects, which include the requirement to 

remove graffiti within 48 hours. If these requirements are not followed, they could fine the owner or 

revoke the permit. To address this issue, panel slats similar to those shown in the image below are 

proposed that are easy to remove and replace if they are vandalized.  

 

 

Topic 3: Glare 

The panels would not be expected to cause any visual discomfort or impairment of vision for residents 

south of the project location or drivers driving north on Central Road because the panels are designed to 

absorb as much sunlight as possible and therefore would have minimal reflectivity. The type of glare 

that could be expected in the most extreme conditions, when the sun is rising in the eastern sky, is a 

level of veiling reflection that may cause viewers to be less able to distinguish levels of contrast, but not 

cause a temporary loss of vision.  Additionally, for most local residents, glare effects would be further 

reduced by intervening elements in the immediate viewshed, such as vegetative screening, fence slats, 

and other homes or structures, which would obstruct views of the panels.  When the sun is higher in the 

sky, reflection from the panels are not an issue.  The following diagram is from a solar panel glare impact 

analysis and explains why the glare from the panels will not be an issue for adjacent home owners or 

drivers on Central Avenue. The diagram shows that any reflection from the panels would be upward, far 

above ground level. This is also illustrated in the attached glare “FAQ” provided by a consulting firm in 

Oregon for a different solar project but the analysis is directly applicable to our site.  Our panels will be 

angled at 30 degrees, as are the panels in this diagram.  As you can see, what light is reflected will be 

reflected much higher than the height of the hill south of our installation and much higher than the peak 
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of Central Road.  In summary, with these obstructions and their inherent low reflectivity, the panels 

would not be expected to cause any visual impairment for motorists on area roadways or residents 

south of our installation. 
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Potential Impacts from the Reflection of Proposed Solar Panels 
 

 
 
Does a solar panel absorb sunlight or reflect it? 
Photovoltaic solar panels are designed to absorb sunlight in order to convert it into electricity.  The more sunlight 
that is absorbed, the more energy that can be produced.  A monocrystalline silicon solar cell, similar to those used 
at the Solar Highway Demonstration site, absorbs two-thirds of the sunlight reaching the panel’s surface.  This 
means that only one-third of the sunlight reaching the surface of a solar panel has a chance to be reflected. 
 
How does an anti-reflective coating on panels reduce the amount of sunlight that is reflected? 
An anti-reflective coating or glass can reduce the sunlight that is reflected and increase the amount of sunlight that 
is absorbed.  Most solar panels are now designed with at least one anti-reflective layer and some panels have 
multiple layers.  These measures further reduce reflectivity. 
 
Is the amount of reflected sunlight from the solar panels a concern? 
The reflectivity of a surface, or albedo, varies with the type of material that covers it. These solar panels have a 
reflectivity of around 30% – similar to the reflectivity of current site surface materials such as dry sand at 45%, 
needle-leaf coniferous trees at 20%, grass-type vegetation at 25% and broadleaf deciduous trees at 10%.  The 
solar panels therefore do not noticeably alter the site’s current amount of reflected, indirect sunlight. 
 
Is there a time of day or year that the panels could reflect directly into the surrounding area? 
Due to the path of the sun over West Linn and Oregon City, sunlight would reach the solar panels at varying angles 
before it is absorbed or reflected over the course of a day.  Based on the position of the south-facing system and 
the sun path diagram,1 the summertime at high noon would present the highest potential for impact to the 
surrounding area, namely for Oregon City residents.  There is no potential impact of glare or reflection for I-205 
drivers or for West Linn residents. 
 
Will Oregon City residents experience direct reflection from the solar panels? 
No.  In the summertime noon scenario of highest potential for impact, rays of sunlight reach the panels at a 
maximum angle of 80 degrees; 30% of those rays are reflected in the direction of Oregon City at a minimum angle 
of 40 degrees.  Performing a few calculations determines that Oregon City residents who are one mile away would 
need to be at an elevation of over 4,400 feet higher than the panels in order to experience direct reflection from the 
solar panels.  Concerned Oregon City residents are at an elevation of 400 feet and will not experience direct 
reflection from the solar panels. 

                                                
1 GAISMA sun path diagram for West Linn (the location of the panels) is available at http://www.gaisma.com/en/location/west-linn-oregon.html 

Administrator
Typewritten Text
Reference glare info from similar project in Oregon City



 
 
Thank you for your comments/questions. I’m working on addressing them and will get back to you shortly 

  

Jeremy Krout 

E|P|D Solutions, Inc. 

  

jeremy@epdsolutionsinc.com  

949.794.1181 direct 

949.751.8993 cell 

  

EPD has moved! Effective April 1, our new address is 2030 Main St., Ste. 1200, Irvine, CA 92614. 

  

From: Mike Byrd [mailto:mkebyrd@verizon.net]  
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 11:31 AM 
To: Jeremy Krout 
Subject: Re: responses to comments from 4-28-14 community meeting 

  

Mr. Krout, 
 
Thank you for responding to the major items discussed during the community  
meeting conducted on April 28th.  However, not all presented issues were  
clarified in writing as I originally thought would occur.  I would still  
like to see a reply regarding the following: 
 
(1) Fire related danger to fire fighting personnel/residents and/or  
potential panel toxic emissions in the event of a wild fire. 
 
(2) Impact to the resident wild life. 
 
(3) Noise relative to wind passing over the panel assemblies. 

Subject: RE: responses to comments from 4-28-14 community meeting 

From: Jeremy Krout (jeremy@epdsolutionsinc.com) 

To: mkebyrd@verizon.net; 

Date: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:30 AM 
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With respect to the written responses provided, I still have concerns that  
require further input on your part.  These are as follows: 
 
Item 1 (Noise Level) - Please provide a site specific evaluation with  
published findings regarding emitted sound from the inverters being  
redirected by refraction (wind). 
 
Item 2 (Graffiti) - OK. 
 
Item 3 (Glare) - Although you indicate that glare should not be an issue, it  
is still disturbing that your written response mentions that "Veiling  
Reflection" will occur under certain conditions.  If I accurately understand  
the term "Veiling Reflection", also known as Reflected Glare, this is still  
a form of Glare that partially or totally obscures details to be seen by  
reducing contrast.  And since the human eye adjusts to the highest level of  
a glare source, I am not convinced that there will be no impact to those  
South of the panel installations.  While this may not directly impact  
residents to the North, I must ask if the home owners South of the proposed  
installation have been advised and/or notified of this? 
 
I look forward to your reply.  
 
On Wednesday, May 7, 2014 5:57 PM, Jeremy Krout <jeremy@epdsolutionsinc.com> wrote: 

Ms. Byrd, 

It was a pleasure to meet you at the 4/28/14 community meeting regarding the Clean Focus Apple 
Valley Solar Project. We took notes of your comments/questions made during the meeting and 
attempted to respond/answer them in the attached document. I’ll call you as well, but please do not 
hesitate to call me or Matt if you have any questions.  

  

Thank you, 

  

Jeremy Krout 

E|P|D Solutions, Inc. 

  

jeremy@epdsolutionsinc.com  

949.794.1181 direct 

949.751.8993 cell 
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