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Response to Comment Set A.16: Department of Fish and Game, South Coast 
Region 

A.16-1 The proposed Project and existing 66 kV transmission line are located primarily in an existing SCE 
utility right of way. Section A.2 (Proposed Project/Action and Alternatives) describes the existing 
transmission line corridor and alternatives routes selected for inclusion in the Draft EIR/EIS. Costs 
are only an appropriate consideration in an EIR/EIS if they would render an alternative or a 
mitigation measure infeasible. 

A.16.2 The Draft EIR/EIS does provide language regarding the removal of existing 66 kV transmission line 
within the ANF. The Draft EIR/EIS also agrees that NFS lands provide habitat for a wide variety of 
plants and wildlife in addition to supporting large areas of contiguous open space. However, it is 
important to note that the ANF LRMP provides for multiple use activities on NFS lands including 
but not limited to utilities, mining, off highway vehicle use, and hunting. In addition as discussed in 
General Response GR-4, the USDA Forest Service was directed in a letter dated January 24, 2003 
that National Energy Policy (NEP) goals “should be an important consideration when responding to 
proposals for the siting of energy and energy related facilities on NFS lands.” 

A.16.3 Please see Response to Comment A.16.2.  

A.16.4 Thank you for your comment regarding project alternatives. Please see Response to Comment 
A.16.2.  

A.16.5 Table C.3-3 does provide specific information regarding the potential for the presence of 
Swainson’s hawk in the project area. In addition, nesting Swainson’s hawks were not identified in 
the project area. Region wide this species is known to nest and forage near Avenue 110 
approximately 8 miles north of the project terminus. Mitigation Measure B-6 (Conduct Pre-
construction Surveys and Monitoring for Breeding Birds) identified under Impact B-6 (Construction 
activities during the breeding season would result in a potential loss of nesting birds) would be 
implemented prior to construction. In addition, as a matter of law impacts to State listed species 
would be addressed through the 2081 process with the CDFG.  

A.16.6 Focused Phase I and Phase II burrowing owl surveys were conducted in areas supporting suitable 
habitat consistent with the requirements identified in Section 1 of the Burrowing Owl Survey 
Protocol Guidelines. As indicated in the Draft EIR/EIS although this species was not identified in 
the project area, burrowing owls may still occur. Implementation of Phase III surveys would be 
required if burrows or owls are identified during the preconstruction surveys. Mitigation Measure 
B-19 (Relocate Individual Burrowing Owls During the Non-Breeding Season) specifically requires 
that focused surveys for this species be conducted prior to construction and if present to coordinate 
with CDFG regarding any relocation efforts that may be required.  

A.16.7 Mitigation B-7 (Conduct Surveys for Listed Plant Species) provides specific language regarding 
survey periods and avoidance mechanisms for State and federal listed species. In addition, as a 
matter of law impacts to State listed species would be addressed through the 2081 process with the 
CDFG.  

A.16.8 SCE has indicated that impacts to State or federal waters would be avoided to the extant feasible 
during construction of the proposed project. In addition, Mitigation Measure B1b- (No Activities 
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will occur in Riparian Conservation Areas) would avoid impacts to riparian areas on NFS lands. 
Impact B-28 (The Project would result in the loss of jurisdictional waters and wetlands) has 
language indicating that SCE would comply with CDFG requirements regarding the 1600 process. 
The author agrees with the CDFG comment in that SCE should consult with the CDFG if impacts 
would occur to areas requiring a 1602 permit. 


