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Energy - Docket Optical System

From: H. Marie Brashear [waterforwildlife@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 09, 2012 11:39 PM
To: Energy - Docket Optical System
Subject: DRECP Alternative Scenarios 7/25/12

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the July 25, 2012 renewable energy development 
alternatives. 
 
I am writing regarding the following concers: 
1.  Reconciliation between the BLM/Department of Energy Solar PEIS and the DRECP should 
happen now. 
2.  As best as can be told from the maps the REAT/DRECP does not reflect the promise to 
recreationists that no part of the OHV areas would be iincluded in the DFAs. 
3.  New maps were provided on August 30, 2012.  Not even two weeks were allowed to develop 
informed comments.  A subject this expansive and important, 30 days minimum should have been 
specified.  Again, inadequate review and comment time. 
 4.  We are concerned that the Energy Commission is wasting time preparing rules and 
designating appropriate areas for photovoltaic solar installations. We do not believe that 
the Energy Commission has the authority to regulate photovoltaic solar installations. 
5.  The five alternatives present too few scenarios.  At a minimum there should be an 
alternative which does not develop renewable energy resources on lands adjoining tourism 
based communities.  Each of your five alternatives surrounds Lucerne Valley with DFAs.  For 
this community there is NO acceptable alternative within the DRECP alternative scenarios. 
 
Millions and Millions of dollars have been spent developing and implementing the BLMs 
California Desert Plan.  This Plan is the single largest HCP/NCCP in the nation.  The DRECP 
is busiy dismantling it. 
The DRECP science advisors are not now and never have been "independent" and this should be 
remembered when commenting on the Plan.  What should be remembered is that there is an 
existing HCP and a NCCP. 
 
The Society for the Protection and Care of Wildlife does not believe that any of these 
alternatives protects all the wildlife waters or the wildlife corridors. 
 
The Society believes the DRECP should (1) extend the comment period 
(2) Hold at least one meeting at or near the towns and communities near DFA zones (3) include 
additional scenarios (alternatives) including one which has no DFAs adjoining desert 
communities. 
 
There is currenly insufficient infrastructure to support the objectives of California.  As 
interim steps the DRECP should give priority to 1) fallow agriculture lands close to existing 
infrastructure.  2) Provide a low or no interest loan/grant available to private property 
owners located near existing infrastructure, to install alternative energy sources on their 
homes and/or businesses. 
 
The Society cannot support any of the current alternatives until significant changes have 
been made.. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
H. Marie Brashear 
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Energy - Docket Optical System

From: DZANT738@aol.com
Sent: Thursday, August 09, 2012 9:58 PM
To: Energy - Docket Optical System
Subject: DRECP Alternative Scenarios of July 25, 2012, Docket No. 09-RENEW EO-01  

   
SUBJECT:  DRECP Alternative Scenarios of July 25, 2012, Docket No. 09-RENEW EO-01 
  
  
  
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the July 25, 2012, renewable energy development alternatives of the Desert 
Renewable Energy Conservation Plan (DRECP).  
  
  
  
I am writing regarding the Morongo Basin and its surrounding communities, where there is a long heritage of commitment 
and action to  protect desert lands.  This area is a unique collection of high-desert small towns and communities nestled 
amongst conserved lands:  Joshua Tree National Park, Big Morongo Canyon Preserve, Pioneertown Mountains Preserve, 
and Bighorn Mountain Wilderness.  In addition, these communities have pitched in their own money to acquire lands 
identified for protection, purchasing private lands and gifting them to Joshua Tree National Park.   
  
  
  
Threats to undo this conservation are a serious concern for me, because this geography is a foundational element of the 
area's quality of life and economic base.  The area's economy is significantly based on tourists who come to see the 
desert AS IT IS NOW.  In recent years, the spotlight has been shone on the high desert as a place for development of 
renewable energy projects.  While I support that effort in general, I believe that the siting of such development in locations 
like the Morongo Basin and its surrounding area would be disastrous to the local lifestyle and to the tourism-based 
economy. 
  
  
  
Concerned citizens successfully opposed the ill-sited Green Path North transmission line proposed by LADWP to be built 
in undeveloped backcountry and along the viewshed of these high-desert communities.  That inappropriate project could 
have been the door that opened the floodgates to more inappropriate energy development and transmission.  That citizen 
effort led me to become a  proactive participant in renewable energy siting decisions, first with the RETI process, then the 
Solar PEIS and now the DRECP. 
  
  
  
The July 25 published scenarios of the DRECP were surprising.   I am very disturbed and oppose the scenarios siting 
solar and wind development in the Morongo Basin on BLM lands next to Joshua Tree National Park and in undeveloped 
backcountry surrounding Big Morongo Canyon Preserve, Pioneertown Mountains Preserve, and Bighorn Mountain 
Wilderness.  This siting and the addition of variance lands for more development is just inappropriate and inconsistent 
with the area's quality of life, its citizens' values, the tourism-based economy, and the San Bernardino County Master 
Plan.  
  
  
  
The DRECP process should involve some outreach to affected communities.  There were no workshops or meetings held 
in the Morongo Basin area, and its citizens received no correspondence or communication of any kind.  The alternative 
maps have changed with little or no explanation, and the iterations of these alternatives have not allowed ample time for 
thoughtful comment.  Considering the long-term effect of the plan, the comment period should be extended beyond the 
August 8 deadline. 
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I urge you to consider a scenario that does not develop renewable energy in the high-desert, tourism-based communities. 
I encourage adoption of Alternative 1 after first deleting the variance lands or adoption of Alternative 2. 
  
Sincerely David Zantiny, concerning DRECP Alternative Scenarios of July 25, 2012 
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From: Ron Radziner [ron@marmol-radziner.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 09, 2012 6:22 PM
To: Energy - Docket Optical System
Subject: DRECP Alternative Scenarios of July 25, 2012, Docket No. 09-RENEW EO-01

SUBJECT:  DRECP Alternative Scenarios of July 25, 2012, Docket No. 09‐RENEW EO‐01 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the July 25, 2012, renewable energy development 
alternatives of the Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plan (DRECP).  
 
 
 
I am writing regarding the Morongo Basin and its surrounding communities, where there is a 
long heritage of commitment and action to  protect desert lands.  This area is a unique 
collection of high‐desert small towns and communities nestled amongst conserved lands:  
Joshua Tree National Park, Big Morongo Canyon Preserve, Pioneertown Mountains Preserve, and 
Bighorn Mountain Wilderness.  In addition, these communities have pitched in their own money 
to acquire lands identified for protection, purchasing private lands and gifting them to 
Joshua Tree National Park.   
 
 
 
Threats to undo this conservation are a serious concern for me, because this geography is a 
foundational element of the area's quality of life and economic base.  The area's economy is 
significantly based on tourists who come to see the desert AS IT IS NOW.  In recent years, 
the spotlight has been shone on the high desert as a place for development of renewable 
energy projects.  While I support that effort in general, I believe that the siting of such 
development in locations like the Morongo Basin and its surrounding area would be disastrous 
to the local lifestyle and to the tourism‐based economy. 
 
 
 
Concerned citizens successfully opposed the ill‐sited Green Path North transmission line 
proposed by LADWP to be built in undeveloped backcountry and along the viewshed of these 
high‐desert communities.  That inappropriate project could have been the door that opened the 
floodgates to more inappropriate energy development and transmission.  That citizen effort 
led me to become a  proactive participant in renewable energy siting decisions, first with 
the RETI process, then the Solar PEIS and now the DRECP. 
 
 
 
The July 25 published scenarios of the DRECP were surprising.   I am very disturbed and 
oppose the scenarios siting solar and wind development in the Morongo Basin on BLM lands next 
to Joshua Tree National Park and in undeveloped backcountry surrounding Big Morongo Canyon 
Preserve, Pioneertown Mountains Preserve, and Bighorn Mountain Wilderness.  This siting and 
the addition of variance lands for more development is just inappropriate and inconsistent 
with the area's quality of life, its citizens' values, the tourism‐based economy, and the San 
Bernardino County Master Plan.  
 
 
 
The DRECP process should involve some outreach to affected communities.  There were no 
workshops or meetings held in the Morongo Basin area, and its citizens received no 
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correspondence or communication of any kind.  The alternative maps have changed with little 
or no explanation, and the iterations of these alternatives have not allowed ample time for 
thoughtful comment.  Considering the long‐term effect of the plan, the comment period should 
be extended beyond the August 8 deadline. 
 
 
 
I urge you to consider a scenario that does not develop renewable energy in the high‐desert, 
tourism‐based communities.  I encourage adoption of Alternative 1 after first deleting the 
variance lands or adoption of Alternative 2. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Ron Radziner 
 
 
 
Ron Radziner, FAIA 
Design Principal 
  
Marmol Radziner 
12210 Nebraska Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 
310 826 6222 phone 
310 826 6226 fax 
Ron@marmol‐radziner.com 
www.marmol‐radziner.com 
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From: Patricia Leary [pattileary@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 09, 2012 4:47 PM
To: Energy - Docket Optical System
Subject: SUBJECT:  DRECP Alternative Scenarios of July 25, 2012, Docket No. 09-RENEW EO-01

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the July 25, 2012, renewable energy development alternatives of 
the Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plan (DRECP).  
 
  
 
I am writing regarding the Morongo Basin and its surrounding communities, where there is a long heritage of 
commitment and action to  protect desert lands.  This area is a unique collection of high-desert small towns and 
communities nestled amongst conserved lands:  Joshua Tree National Park, Big Morongo Canyon Preserve, 
Pioneertown Mountains Preserve, and Bighorn Mountain Wilderness.  In addition, these communities have 
pitched in their own money to acquire lands identified for protection, purchasing private lands and gifting them 
to Joshua Tree National Park.   
 
 
 
Threats to undo this conservation are a serious concern for me, because this geography is a foundational 
element of the area's quality of life and economic base.  The area's economy is significantly based on tourists 
who come to see the desert AS IT IS NOW.  In recent years, the spotlight has been shone on the high desert as a 
place for development of renewable energy projects.  While I support that effort in general, I believe that the 
siting of such development in locations like the Morongo Basin and its surrounding area would be disastrous to 
the local lifestyle and to the tourism-based economy. 
 
 
 
Concerned citizens successfully opposed the ill-sited Green Path North transmission line proposed by LADWP 
to be built in undeveloped backcountry and along the viewshed of these high-desert communities.  That 
inappropriate project could have been the door that opened the floodgates to more inappropriate energy 
development and transmission.  That citizen effort led me to become a  proactive participant in renewable 
energy siting decisions, first with the RETI process, then the Solar PEIS and now the DRECP. 
 
 
 
The July 25 published scenarios of the DRECP were surprising.   I am very disturbed and oppose the scenarios 
siting solar and wind development in the Morongo Basin on BLM lands next to Joshua Tree National Park and 
in undeveloped backcountry surrounding Big Morongo Canyon Preserve, Pioneertown Mountains Preserve, and 
Bighorn Mountain Wilderness.  This siting and the addition of variance lands for more development is just 
inappropriate and inconsistent with the area's quality of life, its citizens' values, the tourism-based economy, and 
the San Bernardino County Master Plan.  
 
 
 
The DRECP process should involve some outreach to affected communities.  There were no workshops or 
meetings held in the Morongo Basin area, and its citizens received no correspondence or communication of any 
kind.  The alternative maps have changed with little or no explanation, and the iterations of these alternatives 
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have not allowed ample time for thoughtful comment.  Considering the long-term effect of the plan, the 
comment period should be extended beyond the August 8 deadline. 
 
 
 
I urge you to consider a scenario that does not develop renewable energy in the high-desert, tourism-based 
communities.  I encourage adoption of Alternative 1 after first deleting the variance lands or adoption of 
Alternative 2. 
 
Patricia Leary 
 

 


