
KERNCREST AUDUBON SOCIETY 
PO Box 984 
Ridgecrest, CA 93555 
 
May 21, 2010 
 
Eric K. Solorio, Project Manager 
Siting, Transmission and Environmental Protection Division 
California Energy Commission 
1516 Ninth Street, MS-15 
Sacramento CA  95814 
 
Re: Ridgecrest solar Power Project 09-AFC-9 
 
Dear Mr. Solorio, 
 
The Kerncrest Audubon Society appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments 
regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Staff Assessment (DEIS/SA).  
 
Kerncrest Audubon Society (KAS) agrees with the California Energy Commission (CEC) 
Staff recommendation that the project not be placed in this location because this site is a 
unique and irreplaceable habitat for a variety of listed species and therefore should be 
protected from development.  
 
We further note that the applicant's exclusion of El Paso wash from the project footprint 
has not lessened the impact on these species; it has simply shifted the cause of this impact 
from project-related grading to the probable increase of off-road vehicle (OHV) use in 
the wash that will result from the closing of existing trails. In addition, the greatest 
impact on the Burrowing Owl will likely be from the loss of prey in the project area, an 
impact that will not be mitigated by relocating that prey to other areas, or by relocating 
the owls. 
 
We also do not believe that applicant has provided evidence that the corridor remaining 
after project development is adequate for providing species connectivity for the desert 
tortoise or Mojave ground squirrel population, or habitat for dispersal of juvenile ground 
squirrels, also necessary for species connectivity. The Mojave ground squirrel is not 
migratory. Its populations connect through range expansion, a phenomenon that appears 
to us not as likely to occur through a narrow corridor as through the existing open terrain. 
  
The DEIS/SA also concludes that this project will have immitigable significant adverse 
impact upon the visual resources of the area. This site is the first view visitors to the 
Indian Wells Valley (IWV) have of our area as they approach from the south on Highway 
395. That view now is a sweeping one of the largely untouched desert, the El Paso 
Mountains, the valley floor and the rugged Sierra Nevada Mountains across the valley. If 
this project were built, the view would be dominated by thousands of acres of industrial 
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solar site.  Swapping unique largely undisturbed habitat for visual pollution is a poor 
exchange to which KAS is opposed.  
 
The Indian Wells Valley is currently in water overdraft. In general, we believe any new 
use of water in an already-declining water table to be immitigable, unless that mitigation 
reverses the current water table decline. That said, if the project is approved we request 
the following: 
 1. The “cash for grass” mitigation should be abandoned for Indian Wells Valley 
Water District (IWVWD) customers.  Fallowing agricultural land is the only mitigation 
measure that will be clearly effective and measurable.  Our reasoning for this is: 
  a. While the IWVWD would like to use the proposed "cash for grass" program as 
funding for providing incentive for its customers to turn to xeriscaping  it has created 
other incentives to reach this goal. The IWVWD is raising water rates over the next few 
years to levels that by 2012 will result in many homeowners turning to xeriscape 
landscaping without the additional “cash for grass” incentive. 
  b. The IWVWD has conducted a widespread education program encouraging 
homeowners to adopt xeriscaping instead of turf, and many homeowners are turning to 
xeriscaping as a result of this program without the “cash for grass” incentive. 
  c.  There is no way to separate those homeowners who would turn to xeriscaping 
only because of the additional "cash for grass" incentive from those who will turn to 
xeriscaping to lower their water bills or because of their desire to save water. Thus there 
is no way to measure the real impact of this additional "cash for grass" incentive as 
mitigation for this project. We have no objection to using this incentive for people who 
are currently watering grass from their own wells to switch to xeriscaping.  
 2.  The proposed project will bring into the valley up to 600 construction workers and 
possibly their families. After construction the facility will attract about 80 permanent 
workers and their families to operate the plant. Water usage data for mitigation purposes 
should include the impact of these new water users to the IWV water basin. 
 
As representative of approximately 200 members who are residents of the Indian Wells 
Valley, KAS also wishes to express concern about the issue of Valley Fever. We believe 
it highly unlikely that dust control during construction will be adequate, especially within 
the restricted amount of water available. Indeed, the applicant has already requested relief 
from the staff-recommended requirement of allowing no dust plume off-site, indicating 
applicant also thinks that will not be possible. 
 
In a BLM press release on May 20, 2010 discussing the new fund to be established for 
alternative energy projects to pay into to provide a coordinated mitigation program, it was 
stated that "Funds from individual energy projects that are deposited to the REAT 
account can be pooled in order to acquire contiguous blocks of quality wildlife habitat 
that will provide for wildlife connectivity and climate change adaptation." What we have 
here at the RSPP site is just such a block of quality wildlife habitat, one that contains 
populations of Mojave ground squirrel, desert kit fox, American badger, burrowing owl,  
a thriving and reproducing population of desert tortoise, and others. An alternative block 
is very unlikely to be found in the vicinity; and if it is, it should be protected as well. To 



sacrifice this site with its species richness and allow a developer to pay into a fund to 
acquire habitat of potentially lower quality is absurd. 
  
In conclusion, KAS fully supports the No Project option recommended by CEC Staff. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Daniel G. Burnett 
For 
 
Kerncrest Audubon Society 
PO Box 984 
Ridgecrest, CA 93555 
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APPLICANT 
Billy Owens 
Director, Project Development 
Solar Millenium 
1625 Shattuck Avenue, Suite 270 
Berkeley, CA  94709-1161 
owens@solarmillennium.com 
 
Alice Harron 
Senior Director, Project Development 
1625 Shattuck Avenue, Suite 270 
Berkeley, CA  94709-1161 
harron@solarmillennium.com 
 
Elizabeth Copley 
AECOM Project Manager 
2101 Webster Street, Suite 1900 
Oakland, CA  94612 
elizabeth.copley@aecom.com  
 
Scott Galati  
Galati/Blek, LLP 
455 Capitol Mall, Suite 350 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
sgalati@gb-llp.com 
 
Peter Weiner 
Matthew Sanders 
Paul, Hastings, Janofsky & Walker 
LLP 
55 2nd Street, Suite 2400-3441 
San Francisco, CA  94105 
peterweiner@paulhastings.com 
matthewsanders@paulhastings.com 
 
 
 
 
 

INTERVENORS 
California Unions for Reliable Energy 
(CURE) 
Tanya A. Gulesserian 
Elizabeth Klebaner 
Marc D. Joseph 
Adams Broadwell Joseph & 
Cardozo 
601 Gateway Boulevard, Suite 1000 
South San Francisco, CA  94080 
tgulesserian@adamsbroadwell.com  
eklebaner@adamsbroadwell.com 
 
Desert Tortoise Council 
Sidney Silliman 
1225 Adriana Way 
Upland, CA  91784 
gssilliman@csupomona.edu 
 
Basin and Range Watch 
Laura Cunningham  & Kevin Emmerich 
P.O. Box 70 
Beatty, NV 89003 
bluerockiguana@hughes.net 
 
Western Watersheds Project 
Michael J. Connor, Ph.D. 
California Director 
P.O. Box 2364 
Reseda, CA  91337-2364 
mjconnor@westernwatersheds.org 
 
*Kerncrest Audubon Society 
Terri Middlemiss & Dan Burnett 
P.O. Box 984 
Ridgecrest, CA 93556 
catbird4@earthlink.net 
imdanburnett@verizon.net 
 
 
 

*Center for Biological Diversity 
Ileene Anderson 
Public Lands Desert Director 
PMB 447, 8033 Sunset Boulevard 
Los Angeles, CA 90046 
ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org 
 

*Center for Biological Diversity 
Lisa T. Belenky, Senior Attorney 
351 California Street, Suite 600 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
lbelenky@biologicaldiversity.org 
 
INTERESTED AGENCIES 
California ISO 

  E-mail Preferred 
e-recipient@caiso.com 
 
Janet Eubanks, Project Manager, 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
 Bureau of Land Management 
 California Desert District 
22835 Calle San Juan de los Lagos  
Moreno Valley, California  92553 
Janet_Eubanks@ca.blm.gov 
 
ENERGY COMMISSION  
JAMES D. BOYD 
Vice Chair and Presiding Member 
jboyd@energy.state.ca.us 
 
ANTHONY EGGERT 
Commissioner and Associate Member 
aeggert@energy.state.ca.us 
 
Kourtney Vaccaro 
Hearing Officer 
kvaccaro@energy.state,ca.us 
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Eric Solorio  
Project Manager 
esolorio@energy.state.ca.us 
 
Tim Olson 
Advisor to Commissioner Boyd 
tolson@energy.state.ca.us 
 
Jared Babula 
Staff Counsel 
jbabula@energy.state.ca.us 
 
Jennifer Jennings 
Public Adviser 
publicadviser@energy.state.ca.us 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE 

 

I, Daniel G. Burnett, declare that on, 21 May 2010, I served and filed copies of the attached Kerncrest Audubon 
Society Comments Regarding the SA/DEIS , dated May 21, 2010.  The original document, filed with the Docket 
Unit, is accompanied by a copy of the most recent Proof of Service list, located on the web page for this project at:  
[http://www.energy.ca.gov/sitingcases/solar_millennium_ridgecrest]. 

 
The document has been sent to both the other parties in this proceeding (as shown on the Proof of Service list) and 
to the Commission’s Docket Unit, in the following manner:   
 
(Check all that Apply) 
 
For service to all other parties: 
 

    XX   sent electronically to all email addresses on the Proof of Service list; 

_____ by personal delivery;  

_____ by delivering on this date, for mailing with the United States Postal Service with first-class postage thereon 
fully prepaid, to the name and address of the person served, for mailing that same day in the ordinary 
course of business; that the envelope was sealed and placed for collection and mailing on that date to those 
addresses NOT marked “email preferred.”   

 

AND 

For filing with the Energy Commission: 

_XX   sending an original paper copy and one electronic copy, mailed and emailed respectively, to the address below 
(preferred method); 

OR 

____depositing in the mail an original and 12 paper copies, as follows: 

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION  
Attn:  Docket No. 09-AFC-9 
1516 Ninth Street, MS-4 
Sacramento, CA 95814-5512 

 docket@energy.state.ca.us 
 
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct, that I am employed in the county where this 
mailing occurred, and that I am over the age of 18 years and not a party to the proceeding. 
 
 
      __________________ 
      Daniel G. Burnett 
 For  
 Kerncrest Audubon Society 
 


