P.O. Box 24, Joshua Tree, CA 92252
www.mbconservation.org
May 21, 2018
Planning Commission for San Bernardino County
c/o Ms. Linda Mawby
County of San Bernardino Government Center
385 North Arrowhead Avenue
San Bernardino, California 92415
Sent my email: Linda.Mawby@lus.sbcounty.gov
Re: Policy 4.10 of the RECE
Dear Members of the Planning Commission:
The following comments are made on behalf of the Morongo Basin Conservation Association (MBCA), its
members and supporters in unincorporated communities throughout the Morongo Basin, Homestead Valley,
Landers, Lucerne Valley, Daggett and Newberry Springs. Our comments include by reference, and our
signature onto the comment letter submitted on May 21, 2018 by a coalition of community groups,
businesses, agencies and individuals, and to a video (https://youtu.be/NuOqSgLtKl8) prepared by
Newberry Springs resident, Ted Stimpfel.
MBCA and members of the unincorporated communities were active, engaged, and involved participants in
the multi-year planning and revision processes of the Renewable Energy and Conservation Element (RECE) of
the General Plan 2007. MBCA and unincorporated community members have been and continue to be active
in all phases of planning, commenting, reviewing, and living with the effects of construction and the after
effects of utility scale renewable energy (RE).
Please see list of solar projects in our communities in Appendix A.
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Based on our observations, Land Use Services has not reviewed a solar project for which they did not
recommend that a Conditional Use Permit be granted. You may recognize many of us by name or face as we
have written and/or appeared before this Commission multiple times stating, that based on our experience,
a proposed solar project would likely:
•
•
•

Have a substantial adverse effect on our scenic vistas
Substantially damage our surrounding scenic resources
Substantially degrade the existing visual character of our surrounding viewshed

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Create a new source of artificial glare by day and night when panels are stowed facing the moon and
stars
Violate existing air quality standards for PM10 and PM2.5
Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of criteria pollutant PM10 and PM2.5
Expose sensitive receptors to substantial PM10 and PM2.5
Have a substantial effect both directly and through habitat modification on threatened and
endangered species including the desert tortoise
Interfere substantially with wildlife corridors and the movement of native resident and migratory
wildlife species
Result in a substantial loss of soil
Substantially deplete groundwater supplies in areas of overdraft
Alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
Physically divide a community
Conflict with applicable land use plan policy
Result in a permanent increase in ambient noise levels
Displace people to who knows where because of air quality and noise levels
Substantially effect nearby schools and parks
Increase the need for Fire and Police Protection and emergency services without compensating tax
revenue.

Land Use Services, during the many months of delay in responding to the Board of Supervisors directive, have
crafted a Staff recommended Policy 4.10 option, in response to developers’ interests and without
consideration of the welfare of the residents of the unincorporated communities that would be affected by
utility scale solar developments.
The above list is taken directly from the CEQA Initial Study (IS) checklist of Issues with accompanying
questions intended to discover the significance a project’s effects on the environment. The IS substantiations
to questions can be challenged in a court of law. The Community Compatibility Report (CCR), as proposed in
the Staff recommended Policy 4.10 option, is a re-imagined Initial Study, outside the legal CEQA process,
intended to persuade a community of concerned citizens that they are safe in the hands of the developer
who is only looking to ‘protect their quality of life and economic opportunities’. The Staff recommended
Policy 4.10 option appears to have been written by developers to assuage concerns of un-aware residents in
unincorporated ‘backcountry’ communities.

THE COUNTY POSITION ON RENEWABLE ENERGY IN UNINCORPORATED COMMUNITIES IS
CONSISTENT
County Position on the Draft Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plan. February 2015
In February 2015 the County took issue with the DRECP and issued a Position Paper. At that time county land
was included with federal land in the designation of Development Focus Areas (DFA) for utility scale solar
development. The ratio was 3:1 in favor of county land over federal land for development. (See Appendix B).
Key priorities for the County, taken from the February 2015 Position Paper, are:
• Protect desert community values and economic development opportunities by focusing large scale
renewable energy development, mitigation and conservation on federal land in the County, and
minimizing it on private land in the County
•

Encourage distributed generation that addresses local needs while allowing excess energy to be sold
to the grid
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•

Seek means to improve the economic benefits of renewable energy development to the County, such
as:
o

Requiring property tax valuation on solar photovoltaic (PV) projects

o

Identifying opportunities for the County to partner with renewable energy developers on
microgrid projects

o

Developing mechanisms for direct financial benefits to local communities impacted by renewable
energy development, such as discounted electricity bill pricing or rebates

Key Priorities of the Renewable Energy and Conservation Element (RECE) Adopted August 8, 2017 (See the
Executive Summary Guiding Principles pages 4-6).
Guiding Principles of RECE
Community-Oriented (selected)
• Encourage community-oriented renewable energy generation facilities, with emphasis and
priority given to roof-top and parking lot installations of solar energy systems.
• Keep utility-oriented projects separate from, or sufficiently buffered from existing communities
to avoid adverse impacts on community development and quality of life.
• Encourage local renewable energy production to meet local energy demand while allowing
excess energy to be sold to the grid.
• Pursue energy security and independence.
• Ensure that new renewable energy development is located, designed, and constructed in a
manner that reflects Core Values and respects private property rights.
• Encourage more direct benefits to the county from renewable energy.
• Inform affected communities and stakeholders about proposed renewable energy development
in a manner that allows meaningful, timely engagement in the review process.
• Collaborate with county residents and other stakeholders to improve understanding of
renewable energy issues.
• Provide residents more affordable, reliable, diverse, and safe access to energy, especially
renewable energy.
• Ensure that development of County-owned properties is consistent with the goals and policies of
the Renewable Energy and Conservation Element.
Environmentally-Oriented (selected)
• Emphasize and promote energy efficiency and the utilization of rooftop and other onsite
accessory generation.
• Guide community and regional development to meet the needs of the present without
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs.
• Reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in response to state mandates.
• Improve air quality.
• Direct renewable energy facilities to suitable areas in the unincorporated county - especially to
areas that have been previously disturbed, leverage the existing transmission network, and/or
respond to local demand.
• Conserve and sustain sensitive natural resources and habitats.
• Prohibit renewable energy production in areas identified as critical habitat or as a wildlife
corridor for species of special concern as defined in the Conservation Element, without
comprehensive and feasible mitigation or avoidance of potential impacts.
Economically-Oriented (selected)
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•
•
•

•

Encourage economic growth that complements local values, needs and lifestyles.
Encourage renewable energy development that promotes a strong economy.
Maintain a system of fees, taxation, and other compensatory tools that adequately covers the
County costs of providing necessary public services, including the costs associated with the
regulation of renewable energy project sites.
Optimize the benefits of renewable energy to county residents, businesses, organizations, and
government, while ensuring fiscal integrity, accountability, and consistency with the county’s
core values.

In favoring the Staff recommended Policy 4.10 option, it is apparent that Land Use Services supports the
placement of Utility Scale Renewable Energy within existing unincorporated communities. Land Use
Services is now doing what the 2015 County Policy requested the DRECP NOT DO to unincorporated
communities on County land. Currently:
•

•
•
•
•
•

Utility scale renewable energy developments are focused on private land designated by the
county as Prime Developable Land thereby threatening community values and economic
development. (See Map Appendix B)
Local Communities do not benefit from the RE projects since all the energy is transmitted to the
grid.
The County receives no long term economic benefit from RE projects. There is still no
mechanism for the County to collect property tax valuation on PV projects.
The County remains the provider for emergency services rising from RE projects.
The County is not partnering with developers on microgrid projects
Local communities receive no direct financial benefits from the utility scale RE development,
such as discounted electricity bills pricing or rebates.

Contrary to the Staff recommended Policy 4.10 option, we believe there is no doubt that the original version
of Policy 4.10 is consistent with the County’s often stated positions supporting unincorporated communities,
the environment, and the economy. These positions originate in the 2007 General Plan and in the
incorporated individual community plans and are defensible under the law.
Please support the communities, the environment and the economy by voting for the original Policy 4.10 to
exclude the placement of utility scale renewable energy projects from Rural living Districts and from existing
Community Plan Areas.
Thank you.

Pat Flanagan
Board member MBCA
Sarah Kennington, President
Steve Bardwell, Treasurer
Marina West, Secretary

4|Page of 6

Laraine Turk
Meg Foley
Seth Shteir

Claudia Sall
Ruth Rieman
Mike Lipsitz

Appendix A: List of Renewable Energy projects by community, acreage, and current status as of March 26,
2018. The master list can be found at
http://cms.sbcounty.gov/Portals/5/Planning/Renewable%20Energy/SolarProjectList.pdf
Project Name
Sienna Solar No. & So.
Camp Rock Solar Farm
Ord Mountain Solar
Sienna Solar East & West
Calcite Solar
Agincourt Solar
Marathon Solar

Community
Lucerne Valley
Lucerne Valley
Lucerne Valley
Lucerne Valley
Lucerne Valley
Lucerne Valley
Lucerne Valley

Acreage
400
20
483
902
645
80
152

Status
Under Review
Under Review
Under Review
Under Review
Under Review
Complete/ Operating
Complete/Operating

Daggett Solar Power
Sunpower Solar
Sunray Energy

Daggett
Daggett
Daggett

3500
1200
333

Under Review
Under Review
Complete

Silver Valley
Ned Araujo
Soitec Solar

Newberry Springs
Newberry Springs
Newberry Springs

105
14
22

Conditionally Approved
Conditionally Approved
Complete/Operating

Joshua Tree Solar Farm
Cascade Solar
SEPV2 Solar
SEPV8 Solar
SEPV9 Solar

Joshua Tree
Joshua Tree
29 Palms
29 Palms
29 Palms

115
150
20
100
80

Conditionally Approved
Complete/Operating
Complete/Operating
Complete/Operating
Complete/Operating
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Appendix B: Map answering the Question 9b: How much of the DFA land is within prime developable
land in the County? (Page C-18 County of San Bernardino Position Paper on the Draft Renewable Energy
Conservation Plan, 3 February 2015)
Designations: DFA within Prime Developable Land
DFA not within Prime Developable Land
Prime Developable Land
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298,700 acres (dark blue)
100,699 acres (pink)
(light blue)

