Devers—Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project
COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

Comment Set E2
Southern California Edison Company

DPV2 DEIR/DEIS - SCE COMMENTS ON MITIGATION MEASURES - THIRD SCE SET OF COMMENTS AUGUST 2006
(SCE Comments Shown in Bold and Underlined)

Access Roads
BLM Right-of-Way Grant Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
1. Although the holder may restore and maintain existing
access roads, they cannot be either widened or upgraded
without approval of the Authorized Officer.
2. New access road construction will be kept to a minimum.
Geology
BLM Right-of-Way Grant
1. The line will be located to minimize the disruption of any | G-1. The line will be located to minimize the disruption of | There may be some disruption where the —E2-1
active mining operations. any active mining operations. proposed line crosses Granite Construction
north of Palm Springs.
2. Individual transmission towers will not be sited on nor | G-2. Individual transmission towers will not be sited on | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-2
straddle the mapped traces of any known fault that has nor straddle the mapped traces of any known fault | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
been designated active or potentially active (see Figure that has been designated active or potentially active.
4.2-1in the CPUC Draft EIR). In areas where known faults In areas where known faults are present, the Holders
are present, the Holders Geologist will visually check the Geologist will visually check the tower site area before
tower site area before clearing, and will check the tower clearing, and will check the tower footing holes for any
footing holes for any trace of a previously unmapped fault. trace of a previously unmapped fault. If manifestations of
If manifestations of a fault are found, construction will a fault are found, construction will immediately stop at
immediately stop at that site and the holder will consult that site and the Holder will consult with the Holders
with the Holders Geologist and the BLM Authorized Geologist and the BLM Authorized Officer. The Holders
Officer. The Holders Geologist and the BLM Authorized Geologist and the BLM Authorized Officer will determine
Officer will determine if it is a fault trace and if so, will if it is a fault trace and if so, will ascertain if it is active,
ascertain if it is active, potentially active, or inactive. potentially active, or inactive.
3. Towers will be located so that the line will span the surface | G-3. Towers will be located so that the line will span the SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-3
traces of active and potentially active faults such that a surface traces of active and potentially active faults | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
relative lateral surface displacement would shorten the such that a relative lateral surface displacement would
span between towers and thus avoid potential line breaks. shorten the span between towers, and thus avoid
Where this is not feasible, the holder will incorporate potential line breaks. Where this is not feasible, the
slack spans to bridge the fault(s) such that the projected Holder will incorporate slack spans to bridge the fault(s)
lateral surface displacement, as forecast by the Holder’s such that the projected lateral surface displacement,
Geologist and accepted by the BLM Authorized Officer, as forecast by the Holder’s Geologist and accepted
will not structurally affect the associated towers. by the BLM Authorized Officer, will not structurally
affect the associated towers.
October 2006 E-69 Final EIR/EIS



Devers—Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project
COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

Comment Set E2
Southern California Edison Company

DPV2 DEIR/DEIS - SCE COMMENTS ON MITIGATION MEASURES - THIRD SCE SET OF COMMENTS AUGUST 2006
(SCE Comments Shown in Bold and Underlined)

4. Appropriate-towerdesign-will be-used-to-mitigate the | G-4. Appropriate-tower design-witlbe used-to-mitigate | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-4
potential forvery strong seismic-ground shaking-In the-potential-for very strong seismic-ground shaking. | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
general, an appropriate tower design which accounts for In general, an appropriate tower design which accounts
lateral wind loads and conductor loads duringtine for lateral wind loads and conductor loads duringline
stringing will exceed any credible seismic loading (ground stringing will exceed any credible seismic loading
shaking). (groundshaking).

5. Towers will be located to avoid areas of highly sensitive | G-5. Towers will be located to avoid areas of highly sensitive | SCE has no comment on this measure.
dune_sand (see Map 10-AZ in the Draft EIS and Figure dune sand areas. Where these areas cannot be avoided,
4.5.1. in the CPUC Draft EIR). Where these areas cannot towers will be located to minimize disturbance to the
be avoided, towers will be located to minimize disturbance deposits at a site approved by the BLM Authorized
to the deposits at a site approved by the BLM Authorized Officer. (BLM B-2.5. Note: Text here omits references
Officer. to specific figures and maps in the original.

6. Wherever feasible pessible to minimize the potential for | G-6. Wherever feasible pessible to minimize the potential | SCE reguests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-5
slope instability, towers will be located to avoid gullies or for slope instability, towers will be located to avoid gullies | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
active drainages, and oversteepened slopes. or active drainages, and over-steepened slopes.

7. SCE will provide a list of sites where helicopter G-7. SCE will provide a list of sites where helicopter construc- | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-6
assisted construction is recommended. The Authorized tion is recommended. The Authorized Officer may as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
Officer will require, on a site specific basis, helicopter require, on a site-specific basis, helicopter assisted
assisted construction in sensitive areas. Sensitive areas construction in sensitive areas. Sensitive areas are
are those that exhibit both: (1) High erosion potential those that exhibit both (1) high erosion potential and/or
and/or slope instability; and (2) A lack of existing stub slope instability; and (2) a lack of existing stub aceess
aeeess-roads within a reasonable distance of the tower roads within a reasonable distance of the tower site
site (generally-no-mere-than-a-guartermile} or existing {generally no-more than-a-guartermile}, or existing
access that is not suitable for upgrading to accommodate access that is not suitable for upgrading to accommo-
conventional tower construction or line stringing equipment, date conventional tower construction or line stringing
and where it is determined that after field review the issues equipment, and where it is determined that, after field
of erosion and/or slope instability cannot be successfully review, the issues of erosion and/or slope instability
mitigated through implementation of accepted engineering cannot be successfully mitigated through implemen-
practices. tation of accepted engineering practices.
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8. Mitigation of potentially significant impacts to the western | G-8. Mitigation of potentially significant impacts to the west- | SCE reguests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-7
end of the proposed transmission line due to (1) potential ern end of the proposed transmission line due to (1) as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
surface fault rupture along the Banning, Mission Creek, potential surface fault rupture along the Banning, Mission
and Mecca Hills faults, and (2) potential for severe seismic Creek, and Mecca Hills faults, and (2) potential for
shaking can be achieved by standard design methods severe seismic shaking can be achieved by standard
listed below: design methods listed below:
a. Individual towers will be sited so as not to straddle a. Individual towers will be sited so as not to straddle
active fault traces active fault traces.
b. The alignment will be designed to cross an active fault b.The alignment will be designed to cross an active
such that future rupture on the fault would not cause fault such that future rupture on the fault would not
excessive stress on the line or the towers cause excessive stress on the line or the towers.
¢. Standard foundation and structural design measures c. Standard foundation and structural design measures
will be utilized to minimize the impact from severe will be utilized to minimize the impact from severe
seismic shaking seismic shaking.
9. Appropriate design of tower foundations will be used to | G-9. Appropriate design of tower foundations will be used | SCE has no comment on this measure.
reduce the potential for settlement and compaction. to reduce the potential for settlement and compaction.
EIR/EIS Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
G-1a. Protect desert pavement to the extent feasible. SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-8
as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
G-2a. Conduct geotechnical studies for soils to assess SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |[—E2-9
characteristics and design foundations appropriately. as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
G-3a. Conduct geotechnical surveys for landslides. SCE has no comment on this measure.
G-5a. Design project facilities to avoid impact from ground SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-10
failure. as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
G-6a. Coordinate with quarry operations. SCE has no comment on this measure.
G-7a. Minimize project structures within active fault zones. SCE has no comment on this measure.
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Soils

BLM Right-of-Way Grant

Mitigation measures to reduce adverse impacts on soil
resources are:

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

1. New access roads and soil disturbance will be avoided or
minimized in all areas designated as having high erosion
hazards or potential slope instability (see Map 9-AZ,
Appendix F in the Draft EIS; and Figures 4.2-1 and 4.3-1
in the Devers-Palo Verde #2 EIR). If the Authorized
Officer, after consultation and review of alternatives
(including helicopter or helicopter assisted construction)
deems the proposed new access road feasible, design
plans must be submitted for approval, in writing, prior to
construction.

G-10. New access roads and soil disturbance will be avoided
or minimized in all areas designated as having high
erosion hazards or potential slope instability. If the
Authorized Officer, after consultation and review of
alternatives (including helicopter or helicopter assisted
construction), deems the proposed new access road
feasible, design plans must be submitted for approval,
in writing, prior to construction.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

2. New access roads which are required will be designed to
minimize ground disturbance from grading. They will
follow natural ground contours as closely as possible and
include specific features for road drainage, including
water bars on slopes over 25 percent. Other measures
could include drainage dips, side ditches, slope drains,
and velocity reducers. Where temporary crossings are
constructed, the crossings will be restored and repaired
as soon after completion of the discrete action associated
with construction of the line in the area as possible.

G-11. New access roads, which are required, will be designed
to minimize ground disturbance from grading. They
will follow natural ground contours as closely as pos-
sible and include specific features for road drainage,
including water bars on slopes over 25 percent.
Other measures could include drainage dips, side
ditches, slope drains, and velocity reducers. Where
temporary crossings are constructed, the crossings
will be restored and repaired as soon as possible
after completion of the discrete action associated
with construction of the line in the area.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

3. Side casting of soil during grading will be minimized Excess | G-12. Side casting of soil during grading will be minimized. | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-11
soil and excavated soil will be properly stabilized or, # I[I?l(cegs soil and excavated soil will be properly sta- | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
; lized or, H-necessary-end-hauled-to-an-approved
dispersed around tower construction sites or on stub disposal-site dispersed around tower construc-
or access roads. tion sites or on stub or access roads.
EIR/EIS Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
G-1a. Protect desert pavement to the extent feasible. SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-12
as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
G-2a. Conduct geotechnical studies for soils to assess soil SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-13

characteristics and design foundations appropriately.

as shown to the left in bold and underlined.

G-3a. Conduct geotechnical surveys for landslides.

SCE has no comment on this measure.
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G-5a. Design project facilities to avoid impact from ground

failure.

SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-14
as shown to the left in bold and underlined.

G-6a. Coordinate with quarry operations.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

G-7a. Minimize project structures within active fault zones.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

Hydrology
BLM Right-of-Way Grant Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
1. During the first year following construction potential soil SCE has no comment on this measure.

erosion sites will be inspected by the holder after each
major rain storm as access permits. For the purpose of
this measure, a major rain storm is defined as any
singular storm where the total precipitation exceeds the
arithmetic mean for similar events in the area and results
in flooding. Examples include cloudburst (high quantity -
short duration) or storms where saturated soils produce
runoff (high quantity - long duration).

2. Construction equipment will be kept out of flowing stream SCE has no comment on this measure.
channels except when absolutely necessary to construct
Crossings.

3. Erosion control and hazardous material plans will be SCE has no comment on this measure.
incorporated into the construction bidding specifications
to ensure compliance.

4. Appropriate design of tower footing foundations, such as | W-4. Appropriate design of tower footing foundations, such | SCE has no comment on this measure.
raised foundations and/or enclosing flood control dikes, as raised foundations and/or enclosing flood control
will be used to prevent scour and/or inundation by a 100- dikes, will be used to prevent scour and/or inundation
year flood. by a 100-year flood.

5. Towers will be located to the extent feasible to avoid | W-5. Towers will be located to the extent feasible to avoid | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-15
active drainage channels, especially downstream of steep active drainage channels, especially downstream of | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
hillslope areas, to minimize the potential for damage by steep hillslope areas, to minimize the potential for dam-
flash flooding and mud and debris flows. age by flash flooding and mud and debris flows.

6. Diversion dikes or other structural enhancements will | W-6. Diversion dikes or other structural enhancements | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-16
be required to divert runoff around a tower structure if: will be required to divert runoff around a tower struc- | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
(a) the location in an active channel cannot be avoided; ture if (a) the location in an active channel cannot be
and (b) where there is a very significant flood scour/depo- avoided; and (b) where there is a very significant flood
sition threat, unless specifically exempted by the BLM scour/deposition threat, unless specifically exempted
Authorized Officer. by the BLM Authorized Officer.

7. Runoff from roadways will be collected and diverted from | W-7. Runoff from roadways will be collected and diverted | SCE has no comment on this measure.

steep, disturbed, or otherwise unstable slopes.

from steep, disturbed, or otherwise unstable slopes.
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8. Ditches and drainage concourses will be designed to W-8. Ditches and drainage concourses will be designed to | SCE has no comment on this measure.

handle the concentrated runoff, will be located to avoid handle the concentrated runoff, will be located to avoid
disturbed areas, and will have energy dissipations at disturbed areas, and will have energy dissipations at
discharge points. discharge points.
9. Cutand fill slopes will be minimized by a combination of | W-9. Cut and fill slopes will be minimized by a combination | SCE has no comment on this measure.
benching and following natural topography where possible. of be_r;J(I:hing and following natural topography where
possible.
EIR/EIS Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
P-1a. Develop Hazardous Substance Control and Emergency SCE has no comment on this measure.

Response Plan
P-1b. Conduct environmental training and monitoring program.
P-1c. Ensure proper disposal of construction waste.
P-1d. Maintain emergency spill supplies and equipment.

P-4a. Prepare Spill Prevention, Countermeasure, and Control SCE has no comment on this measure.
Plans.

H-6a. Design diversion dikes or other site remediations to SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-17
avoid damage to adjacent property. as shown to the left in bold and underlined.

Biological Resources - Vegetation

BLM Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment

1. Avoid direct disturbance of highly sensitive features (as | B-1. Avoid direct disturbance of highly sensitive features | SCE has no comment on this measure.
identified in E. Linwood Smith’s (1985) Impact Assessment/ (as identified in E. Linwood Smith’s (1985) Impact
Mitigation Planning Chart; see Appendix E) with spanning Assessment/Mitigation Planning Chart; see Appendix E)
and careful local adjustment in tower footing placement. with spanning and careful local adjustment in tower

footing placement. (BLM B-5.1 Vegetation) [Note: The

reference to Appendix E is inaccurate. There is no

Appendix E as part of the BLM right-of-way grant (pro-

vided from PEA Appendix A). The Smith report is found

in FSEIS (1988) as Appendix B, Study of Desert Bighorn

Sheep.]
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Provide additional detailed surveys and tower-specific B-8. Provide additional detailed surveys and tower-specific | Additional surveys are scheduled to be performed |—E2-18
adjustments as needed prior to construction for major adjustments as needed prior to construction for major | next spring, 2007.
sensitive feature sites (e.g., concentrations of sensitive sensitive feature sites (e.g., concentrations of sensitive
plants, individual palm trees, woody dune or wash com- plants, individual palm trees, woody dune or wash com-
munities) which cannot be easily avoided by spanning. munities) which cannot be easily avoided by spanning.
(See Appendix B of the Devers-Palo Verde #2 EIR and (See Appendix B of the Devers—Palo Verde No. 2 EIR
Appendix E of the SEIS.) The methodologies and results [1987] and Appendix E of the SEIS [1988].) The method-
of these surveys must be submitted to and approved in ologies and results of these surveys must be submitted
writing by the BLM Authorized Officer. to and approved in writing by the BLM Authorized Officer.
Minimize as much as practical, the area needed for equip- | B-14. Minimize, as much as practical, the area needed for | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-19
ment operation and material storage and assembly. equipment operation and material storage and assembly. | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
SCE will flag work areas and will confine work
activities to these areas to the greatest extent
practical. SCE will use old previous material
storage areas, if available. If not available, SCE
will try to locate material storage in previously
disturbed areas.
Initiate transplant efforts for Ferocactus and Coryphantha | B-9. Initiate transplant efforts for Ferocactus and Coryphantha | SCE has no comment on this measure. Applies |—E2-20
as soon as probable losses can be determined. Any plans as soon as probable losses can be determined. Any | to both Arizona and California? There are
for transplanting must be developed in consultation with plans for transplanting must be developed in consulta- | different requirements for Arizona vis-a-vis
a BLM botanist and approved in writing by the BLM tion with a BLM botanist and approved in writing by the | California where SCE may be required to buy
Authorized Officer. BLM Authorized Officer. Arizona plants of this type. See the next mitigation
measure.
The right-of-way Holder will have the Arizona State Depart- | B-10. The right-of-way Holder will have the Arizona State | SCE has no comment on this measure.
ment of Agriculture and Horticulture identify native plants Department of Agriculture and Horticulture identify
that would otherwise be destroyed by construction and native plants that would otherwise be destroyed by
sell them to the Holder. construction and sell them to the Holder.
The Authorized Officer may require vegetation in certain | B-11. The Authorized Officer may require vegetation in SCE requests information on where, and how  [—E2-21
areas be cleared by hand tools. Scalping of top soil and certain areas to be cleared by hand tools. Scalping of | extensive these areas are? It is difficult for us
removal of low growing vegetation will not be allowed top soil and removal of low growing vegetation will to agree to this without knowing the location
unless authorized by the Authorized Officer. not be allowed unless authorized by the Authorized | and extent of these areas.
Officer.
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7. Where possible, towers or access roads will be located
S0 as to avoid sensitive plants or plant communities.
Where this is not feasible, affected individual plants will
be transplanted. Towers will also be placed so that the
lines will span critical wildlife habitat.

B-12. Where possible, towers or access roads will be located
S0 as to avoid sensitive plants or plant communities.
Where this is not feasible, affected individual plants will
be transplanted. Towers will also be placed so that
lines will span critical wildlife habitat.

For the most part, SCE agrees with this measure.
Please note this is not a feasible mitigation
measure for annual plants. It would be more
effective to avoid these types of plants during
their growing season and wait until they have
set seed. Need to define what they mean by
critical wildlife habitat. Foe example, are we
talking about the Colorado River, all desert
tortoise habitat (which cannot be avoided), etc.?

8. To the greatest extent feasible, tower sites will be

selected to allow maximum spanning of sensitive features.

B-13. To the greatest extent feasible, tower sites will
be selected to allow maximum spanning of sensitive
features.

SCE requests revisions be made to this measure
as shown to the left in bold and underlined.

EIR/EIS

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

sation Plan

B-1b. Coordinate tower placement with USFWS/BLM

B-1a. Prepare and implement a Habitat Restoration/Compen-

B-1a: This measure requires “restoration of all
disturbed areas, including areas around tower
sites, laydown areas, etc. SCE must retain a
recognized habitat restoration specialist.
Hydroseeding shall be done”. While SCE does
not have a problem with restoring the contours
to match existing land forms, hydroseeding in
arid environments does not work. In fact,
revegetation in arid environments, or in areas
with less than 9-11 in. of annual precipitation is
not successful. If the agencies can provide SCE
documentation that this is a process that will
work in the desert, SCE would reconsider its
position on this condition SCE does not have a
problem with undertaking habitat restoration in
most areas of natural vegetation along the Devers-
Valley T/L alignment (e.q., where coastal sage

scrub exists).

B-1b: Does “coordinate with the BLM and
USFWS” mean the KOFA NWR with respect to
the USFWS. SCE requests confirmation that this

is the case.
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B-2a. Conduct invasive and noxious weed inventory SCE believes that a 500 ft. buffer around —E2-25
noxious weeds is excessive. Why is there a
B-2b. Implement control measures for invasive and noxious larger buffer around these weeds than around
weeds. sensitive species?. Please identify what is

considered to be noxious or invasive weeds.

Washing vehicles before and after entering all
project sites is not workable. Does this mean
washing all vehicles before leaving at the end
of the day to travel to town, and at the beginning
of the day once they come back to the job after
spending the night in a hotel or going to a
restaurant? The project area is a desert
environment and there may not be sufficient
water to accomplish this. Unless workers sleep
at the job site, and take all their meals there,
there will be a large line of vehicles at the
beginning and end of each day waiting to be
washed. This measure would make the project
a significant user of water from the Colorado
River in order to have enough water to daily
wash all these vehicles.

B-5. Construction activities during the breeding season would SCE believes that this measure is not feasible, |—E2-26

result in potential loss of nesting birds. nor is it necessary. This mitigation measure
unnecessarily constrains construction. A 500 ft.
buffer is excessive and could potentially place
large segments of the transmission line off-limits
for extended periods of time. Most birds can
handle disturbance within distances much less
than 500 ft. Other draft mitigation conditions don’t
even recommend these distances for sensitive
bird species (e.q., burrowing owls) and generally
exceeds what the USFWS requires for gnat-
catchers. Additionally, there is no requlatory
framework for establishing a 500 ft. buffer.
State and federal law requires avoiding “taking”
of a nest (which means to physically take the
nest while there are eggs or young birds on the
nest. It does require establishing a buffer.
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B-6a Develop a transplanting plan SCE requests information on what native plant |—E2-27
species transplantation is required. Does the
list include all native plant species, including
common species like creosote and burro bush?
This is unworkable. If such a measure applies
to some protected native plant species (e.q.,
those protected under California Desert Native
Plants Protection Act or Arizona’s comparable
law), it should be noted that California utilities
are exempt under California Law. As noted in
BLM Biological Resources Mitigation Measure
5, there are already measures in place for SCE
to deal with similarly protected plants in Arizona.
This mitigation measure needs to be revised.

Biological Resources — Wildlife

BLM Right-of-Way Grant Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
1. Inthe vicinity of the Colorado River, existing tower spacings | B-15. In the vicinity of the Colorado River, existing tower | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-28
and conductor heights will be matched to the greatest spacings and conductor heights will be matched to the | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
extent practical. This would reduce the potential for bird greatest extent practical. This would reduce the poten-
collisions with the powerline. tial for bird collisions with the power line.
2. Wash communities along the entire route and sand dune | B-26. Wash communities along the entire route and sand | SCE has no comment on this measure.
communities in the Coachella Valley (see Map 10-AZ in dune communities in the Coachella Valley (see Map
the Draft SEIS and Figure 4.5-1 in the CPUC Draft EIR) 10-AZ in the Draft SEIS and Figure 4.5-1 in the CPUC
will be spanned to the extent possible. Draft EIR, 1987) will be spanned to the extent possible.
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The Holder will be required to purchase lands to compen-
sate or enhance lands or conduct studies for the distur-
bance of public lands that are within areas of moderate to
high value desert tortoise habitat. This will include dis-
turbance caused by tower pad clearance and new stub
aeeess roads. Acquired lands will be in a nearby area of
good tortoise density, within tortoise crucial habitat, and
within an area where tortoise conservation is a priority
(e.g., Chuckwalla Bench ACEC). Compensation utilizing
land acquisition will be for disturbance of desert tortoise
habitat in California only. The land to be acquired is esti-
mated to be between 92 acres and 197 acres based
upon a pre-construction review. BLM and the Holder will
conduct a field inspection of the disturbed areas after
completion of construction of the transmission line to
determine the exact acreage. The Department of Fish
and game and the Desert Tortoise Council must also be
consulted. The lands purchased will be transferred to the
United States and be administered by the BLM.

SCE requests revisions be made to this measure
as shown to the left in bold and underlined.

SCE requests information how the land is
acquired. Does SCE purchase the land, or write
a check to the BLM (or other suitable agency)
to cover cost of land purchase. If the latter
situation is the case, how much per acre? Is
this for permanent or temporary disturbance? If
both, are they treated the same? While the
requirement seems appropriate, additional
discussion is required.

Prior to construction activities, the Holder shall have a
qualified tortoise biologist present a class or briefing to
construction workers. Subjects addressed shall include
tortoise sensitivity to human disturbance, daily and sea-
sonal activity patterns, and proper handling for removal
from roadways.

B-27. Prior to construction activities, the Holder shall have
a qualified tortoise biologist present a class or briefing
to construction workers. Subjects addressed shall
include tortoise sensitivity to human disturbance, daily
and seasonal activity patterns, and proper handling
for removal from roadways.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

The Holder shall hire a qualified tortoise biologist to con-
duct daily inspections of roads and work areas within
tortoise habitat during the tortoise season of activity
(February 15 to June 15, July 15 to October 15). Tor-
toises found to be in jeopardy will be removed to a
nearby site. Tortoises may be held for short periods, if
judged necessary, to allow construction crews to pass
through an area. The Holder will provide proper facilities
for such temporary holding.

B-28. The Holder shall hire a qualified tortoise biologist to con-

duct daily inspections of roads and work areas within
tortoise habitat during the tortoise season of activity
(February 15 to June 15, July 15 to October 15). Tor-
toises found to be in jeopardy will be removed to a
nearby site. Tortoises may be held for short periods, if
judged necessary, to allow construction crews to pass
through an area. The Holder will provide proper facil-
ities for such temporary holding.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

The Holder shall restrict the speed on all roads within
tortoise habitat to a maximum of 25 miles per hour. The
Holder is responsible for ensuring compliance with this
limit by its employees.

B-29. The Holder shall restrict the speed on all roads within
tortoise habitat to a maximum of 25 miles per hour.
The Holder is responsible for ensuring compliance

with this limit by its employees.

SCE has no comment on this measure.
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Within tortoise habitat in California, spur roads shall not | B-30. Within tortoise habitat in California, spur roads shall | This condition is contrary to CAISO requirements |—E2-30

be bladed except where necessary to allow access for not be bladed except where necessary to allow access | that SCE has access to every tower. This includes

construction vehicles. Required vehicles shall enter on for construction vehicles. Required vehicles shall enter | the ability to reach every tower in the event of

one pathway which is flagged and developed only by the on one pathway which is flagged and developed only | an emergency. This mitigation measure will

passage of vehicles crushing vegetation. The spur shall by the passage of vehicles crushing vegetation. The | require revision.

be flagged by a qualified tortoise biologist prior to use. spur shall be flagged by a qualified tortoise biologist

The spur shall avoid tortoise burrows and large perennial prior to use. The spur shall avoid tortoise burrows and

plants, yet be as short as possible within these require- large perennial plants, yet be as short as possible

ments. Due to the presence of silty soils in Arizona, blad- within these requirements. Due to the presence of

ing may occur. silty soils in Arizona, blading may occur.

Any desert tortoise observed on access roads or work B-31. Any desert tortoise observed on access roads or work | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-31

areas will be moved immediately 189-yards away from areas will be moved immediately 189-yards away from | as shown to the left in bold and underlined. It

the roadway into safe areas. the roadway into safe areas. would be better to leave the distance unspecified
S0 as to allow for placing tortoises closer or
further away depending on terrain, vegetation,
shade, etc.

In areas considered to comprise suitable tortoise habitat, | B-32. In areas considered to comprise suitable tortoise SCE has no comment on this measure.

or other areas where tortoise are observed, all access habitat, or other areas where tortoise are observed,

roads and tower construction sites will be surveyed by a all access roads and tower construction sites will be

qualified biologist to delineate burrows or individuals for surveyed by a qualified biologist to delineate burrows

protection. Burrows near construction sites will be clearly or individuals for protection. Burrows near construction

delineated on the ground. Road, footing, and work area sites will be clearly delineated on the ground. Road,

alignments should be modified to the extent possible to footing, and work area alignments should be modified

avoid adversely affecting any tortoise burrows encoun- to the extent possible to avoid aversely affecting any

tered during these surveys. Where tortoise burrows will tortoise burrows encountered during these surveys.

be unavoidably destroyed, they should be excavated Where tortoise burrows will be unavoidably destroyed,

carefully using hand tools, under the supervision of a they should be excavated carefully using hand tools,

field biologist with demonstrated prior experience with under the supervision of a field biologist with demon-

this species. See Map 11-AZ in Appendix F in the Draft strated prior experience with this species. See Map

EIS and Figure 4.5-2 in the Devers-Palo Verde #2 EIR. 11-AZ in Appendix F in the Draft EIS (1988) and

Also see Appendix E for link and milepost descriptions Figure 4.5-2 in the Devers—Palo Verde No. 2 EIR

and mitigation measures. (1987). Also see Appendix E for link and milepost

descriptions and mitigation measures.
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10. If possible, no new roads, tower sitings, or spur roads will | B-33. If possible, no new roads, tower sitings, or spur roads | SCE has no comment on this measure.
be built in blow sand areas. However, if new spur roads are will be built in blow sand areas. However, if new spur
required through wind-blow sand habitat, the road will be roads are required through wind-blown sand habitat,
returned to natural conditions and effectively closed (gated the road will be returned to natural conditions and
or bermed) following construction. Pre-construction sur- effectively closed (gated or bermed) following con-
veys will identify wind-blown sand dune habitats. struction. Pre-construction surveys will identify wind-

blown sand dune habitats.

11. Where the project crosses through the Coachella Valley | B-34. Where the project crosses through the Coachella | New gates have already been installed. Based |—E2-32
Preserve, the Holder will cooperate with the preserve in Valley Preserve, the Holder will cooperate with the | on discussions with the Preserve Manager, the
closing (gating) existing access roads. (a) A qualified Preserve in closing (gating) existing access roads. | area of construction of the transmission line
biologist will also be present with work crews to survey (a) A qualified biologist will also be present with work | does not constitute habitat for the CVFTL, and
and clear work areas daily for Coachella Valley fringe- crews to survey and clear work areas daily for Coachella | it is considered unlikely habitat for the FTHL. Is
toed lizard (CVFTL), flat-tailed horned lizard (FTHL), and Valley fringe-toed lizard (CVFTL), flat-tailed horned | this mitigation measure really necessary in light
other sensitive species in the Preserve and sand dune lizard (FTHL), and other sensitive species in the of this?
communities from Link 14 (milepost 7.6) to Link 16 (mile- Preserve and sand dune communities from Link 14
post 5.0) to identify if any additional areas of occupied (Milepost 7.6) to Link 16 (Milepost 5.0) to identify if any
CVFTL or FTHL habitat are present along the route or at additional areas of occupied CVFTL and FTHL habitat
construction staging areas. (b) This survey will be con- are present along the route or at construction staging
ducted during appropriate seasons (March 15 to May 15) areas. (b) This survey will be conducted during appro-
and conditions for species identification. For any areas of priate seasons (March 15 to May 15) and conditions
suitable habitat, mitigation measure number 11 will apply. for species identification. For any areas of suitable

habitat, this measure will apply.
In the Coachella Valley, compacted soils should be scar- In the Coachella Valley, compacted soils should be | SCE has no comment on this measure.
ified and seeded with a mix of native plant seeds, including scarified and seeded with a mix of native plant seeds,
bugseed (Dicoria canescens), to promote revegetation of including bugseed (Dicoria canescens), to promote
plant species valuable to the lizard. revegetation of plant species valuable to the lizard.
Construction activity and surface disturbance will be pro- Construction activity and surface disturbance will be | SCE does not agree with this measure. The
hibited during the period from January 1 to March 31 for prohibited during the period from January 1 to March | requirements seem to be in excess of what KOFA
the protection of the bighorn sheep lambing areas. These 31 for the protection of the bighorn sheep lambing | NWR personnel have recommended.
areas along the proposed route include Link 2 (milepost areas. These areas along the proposed route include
29.0 to 34.0) and Link 6 (milepost 0.0 to 6.0). Link 2 (Milepost 29.0 to 34.0) and Link 6 (Milepost
0.0t0 6.0).
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15. Holder shall take all necessary precautions to protect SCE has no comment on this measure.
wildlife species. By advance written notice from the
Authorized Officer, key wildlife areas may be closed to
construction activities for specified periods of time to
protect designated wildlife species. No firearms shall be
allowed on the project under any circumstance(s), and
employees shall be instructed to refrain from needlessly
harming wildlife. The advance written notice to the Holder
shall be within 30 days after submittal by the Holder of
the final preconstruction wildlife surveys.

16. The Holder, its contractors or employees are requested SCE has no comment on this measure.
to report to the District Biologist observations of any
threatened or endangered animals, through the Holder's

biologist.
17. Avoid upland areas where desert tortoises might occur | B-35. Avoid upland areas where desert tortoises might occur | _SCE has no comment on this measure.
and/or have a biologist present during construction activ- and/or have a biologist present during construction
ities that involve earth moving in order to move any activities that involve earth moving in order to move
tortoises (in burrows or cover-sites, or on the surface) any tortoises (in burrows or cover-sites, or on the
that would likely be impacted. surface) that would likely be impacted.
18. Avoid construction activities that would tend to create | B-36. Avoid construction activities that would tend to create | SCE has no comment on this measure.
wind barriers that might result in sand stabilization in order wind barriers that might result in sand stabilization in
to minimize impacts to populations of the Coachella Valley order to minimize impacts to populations of the Coa-
fringe-toed lizard. chella Valley fringe-toed lizard.
EIR/EIS Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
B-5a Conduct pre-construction surveys and monitoring for B-5a: SCE believes that this measure is not —E2-33
breeding birds necessary. Please refer to SCE’s earlier comments

about this mitigation measure under Biological
Resources-Wildlife, BLM ROW Grant ltem #B-5.
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B-1a. Prepare and implement a Habitat Restoration/Compen-
sation Plan

B-7a. Avoid Colorado River

B-7b. Conduct pre-construction tortoise surveys

B-1a: See earlier comments on Biological
Resources — Vegetation Item B-1a.

B-7a: We assume this measures means to
avoid placing structures within the river, and
does not prohibit spanning the river.

B-7b: SCE believes that there are aspects of
this mitigation measure that cannot be complied
with or are excessive. For example, it should
not be necessary to avoid moving equipment
until a tortoise monitor is summoned. The
worker should be allowed to move the vehicle
with assistance from another worker to ensure
the tortoise is not crushed or injured. Additionally,
it is physically impossible to construct a tortoise
burrow that replicates an existing burrow. The
best SCE can do is construct an artificial burrow
to move the tortoises to temporarily.

B-7c. Purchase mitigation lands for impacts to tortoise habitat.

B-7d. Purchase mitigation lands for impacts to fringe-toed
lizard habitat

B-7e. Conduct focused surveys for California gnatcatchers

B-7f. Conduct focused surveys for Stephens’ kangaroo rat
and San Bernardino kangaroo rat
B-8a. Conduct surveys for listed plant species.

B-7c: See earlier comments with respect to this

mitigation measure.

B-7d: This mitigation measure is unnecessary
and onerous. Most of the Critical Habitat for the
CVFTL through which this line passes does not
possess FTL'’s. Instead, this portion of the CH
has been so designated in order to protect the
flow of sand necessary for Aeolian sand deposits.
The T/L will not interfere with the movement of
sand. Therefore, is mitigation required? SCE
needs additional discussion of this matter.

B-7e. SCE has no comment on this measure.

B-7f: SCE has no comment on this measure:

B-8a: SCE has no comment on this measure.
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B-9a. Conduct pre-construction surveys B-9a: SCE has no comment on this measure.  |—E2-36
B-9b. Conduct biological monitoring B-9b: SCE has no comment on this measure.
B-9c. Implement a Worker Environmental Awareness Program B-9c: SCE has no comment on this measure.
B-9d. Conduct pre-construction reptile surveys B-9d: Acceptable, if this can be done as part of
B-9e. Conduct pre-construction surveys and owl relocation B-9e: Why is there only a 246 ft: buffer for this
sensitive species and 500 ft: for all other breeding
bird species, which are not considered to be
sensitive?
B-9f. Perform construction outside of breeding and lambing B-9f: The recommended avoidance period seems
period to be in excess of what is required by AG&FD
or USFWS: What is rationale? Has AG&FD
identified Burnt Mountain as bighorn habitat?
B-9g. Conduct pre-construction surveys and relocation for B-9q: SCE does not agree with this measure:
American badger Digaing up an active badger den could be very
dangerous
B-9h. Conduct pre-construction surveys for roosting bats B-9h: SCE requests information on where this |—E2-37
may occur: What provisions of state or federal
law requires this?
B-9i. Schedule construction when the Coachella Valley round- B-9i: SCE requests information on where this
tailed squirrel is dormant may occur: What provisions of state or federal
law requires this?
B-13a. Demonstrate compliance with the Western Riverside B-13a: SCE has no comment on this measure.
County MSHCP. SCE shall provide documentation
that it has complied with the provisions of the MSHCP
B-13b. Implement the Best Management Practices required B-13-b: SCE has no comment on this measure.
by the Western Riverside County MSHCP
B-15a. Utilize collision-reducing techniques in installation of B-15a: SCE has no comment on this measure.
transmission lines
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B-16a. Prepare and implement a raven control plan SCE believes this measure is not feasible to  |—E2-38
implement. What is the value of this measure
when there are existing transmission lines nearby
that provide nest sites for ravens. Moreover, it
is important to recognize that not all ravens feed
on tortoises. In order to remove raven nests,
SCE would be required to move continuously
up and down the transmission line for 5+ months
in perpetuity. Additionally, SCE will not be placed
in a position of killing raven chicks. SCE’s
experience has been that it is difficult if not
impossible to get rehabilitation centers to accept
raven chicks. We need to have additional
discussion on this mitigation measure, because
as currently written, this is overly burdensome
and has limited practical benefits.
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Visual

BLM Right-of-Way Grant Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment

1. Nonspecular conductors will be used. V-1 (500 kV). Non-specular conductors will be used [to | SCE has no comment on this measure.

reduce glare and visual contrast]. (BLM B-6.1)4 [bracketed
text added by SCE]

2. For the proposed alignment, tower spacing will correspond | V-2 (500 kV). For the proposed alignment, tower spacing | The new towers may be slightly taller in some |—E2-39
to the spacing of the existing transmission line structures, | will correspond to the spacing of the existing transmission | areas depending on factors such as engineering
where feasible; line structures, where feasible. Additionally, where feas- | design and landforms. SCE requests revisions
warrant: Additionally, where feasible, new tower heights | ible, new tower heights will be adjusted such that the top | be made to this measure as shown to the left in
will be adjusted such that the top elevations of each set | elevations of each set of towers (new and existing) are bold and underlined
of towers (new and existing) are horizontal with each horizontal with each other. This will coordinate perceptions
other. This will visually coordinate perceptions of towers | of towers and conductors as one element. Site-specific con-
and conductors as one element. Site specific conditions | ditions will determine when such mitigation is feasible. Other
will determine when such mitigation is feasible. Other | exceptions to these two measures are where towers will be
exceptions to these two measures are where towers will | sited to avoid sensitive features and/or to allow conductors
be sited to avoid sensitive features and/or to allow con- | to clearly span features. (BLM B-6.2) [PEA adds: “SCE will
ductors to clearly span the features. comply with the above mitigation measure to the extent pos-

sible. However, the ISO has specified that the capacity of the
line be 2700 amps under normal conditions and 3600 amps
under emergency conditions. This capacity rating is an
increase from the 1988 DPV2 capacity rating. This capacity
rating necessitates that the heights of some of the proposed
Devers-Harquahala towers be slightly taller than [adjacent
towers], and in some locations tower spacing may not
correspond to the adjacent DPV1 structures, to provide
adequate ground clearance.” (PEA, p. 6-31)

3. Atall highway and recreation routes-of-travel crossings, | V-3 (500 kV). At all highway and recreation routes-of-travel | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-40
including the Colorado River, towers will be placed at the | crossings, including the Colorado River, towers will be placed | as shown to the left in bold and underlined
maximum feasible distance, and when feasible at right at the maximum feasible distance, and when feasible, [except
angles, to the crossing. in locations where matching existing tower spacing is deemed

appropriate]. (BLM B-6.3) [From “and where feasible,” the
BLM text reads “...at right angles, from the crossing.” SCE has
replaced this phrase in the bracketed text.]
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4. QOrocopia Mountains (Link 13, Milepost 52 to 53.5). As SCE has no comment on this measure.
depicted in Figure 5.7-4 of the Devers-Palo Verde #2
EIR, existing access road and fill areas which create a
significant visual impact will be treated with Eonite or
similar treatments. This will reduce the visual contrast
created by the light-valued disturbed soils with the
darker-valued, vegetated surroundings. The Holder will
consult with the Authorized Officer on a site by site basis
for the use of Eonite. No new access roads will be con-
structed or upgraded. No widening or upgrading of exist-
ing roads will be constructed or upgraded. No widening
or upgrading of existing roads will be undertaken. New
towers in this section will ideally be constructed downhill
from existing towers to avoid the potential for skylining.
Towers will be placed to avoid sensitive features.

5. Interstate 10 Crossing (Link 13, Milepost 65). Where fea- SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-41
sible, new towers will be aligned such that the top align- as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
ment of the towers is horizontal to the eye. To the extent
possible, towers immediately adjacent to the highway at
the crossing will be placed to match the existing towers
to the extent possible at+ isti
towers and as parallel to the Interstate as possible to
avoid a “scalloping” effect of the conductors crossing over
the highway.

6. Holder shall provide for the protection and enhancement SCE has no comment on this measure.
of aesthetic values in the planning, construction, and main-
tenance of the line. Support facilities will be constructed
in a manner that harmonizes with their natural setting or
as otherwise approved by the Authorized Officer.

7. The Authorized Officer may require any additional reason- SCE has no comment on this measure.
able measures he deems necessary to protect the aes-
thetic values in critical areas.
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Several general mitigation measures to reduce the visual
impact of the proposed project have been suggested by
the holder in the PEA. These measures are listed below:

a. Standard tower spacing would be modified to corre-
spond with spacing of existing transmission line
towers where feasible and within limits of standard
tower design to reduce visual contrast.

b. Towers would be placed so as to avoid features
and/or to allow conductors to clearly span the fea-
ture (within limits of standard tower design) to mini-
mize the amount of sensitive feature disturbed and/or
reduce visual contrast (e.g., avoiding skyline situ-
ations through placement of tower to one side of a
ridge or adjusting tower location to avoid highly
visible locations and utilize screening of nearby
landforms).

¢.  Conductors will be nonspecular.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

Where the existing corridor crosses Interstate 10, or
where the line is close to residential areas, non-specular
wire would be used to decrease the visibility of the con-
ductors. In the few locations where new construction
access may be required, grading would be done to min-
imize visual impacts; and where roads are not required for
maintenance, they would be returned to pre-construction
conditions.

SCE has no comment on this measure.
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EIR/EIS

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

V-1a. Reduce visibility of construction activities and equipment.

Substation construction sites and all staging and mate-
rial and equipment storage areas, including storage sites
for excavated materials shall be appropriately located
away from areas of high public visibility. If visible from
nearby roads, residences, public gathering areas, or
recreational areas, facilities, or trails, substation con-
struction sites and staging and storage areas shall be
visually screened using temporary screening fencing.
Fencing will be of an appropriate design and color for
each specific location. Additionally, avoid construction
in areas visible from recreation facilities and areas during
holidays and periods of heavy recreational use. This
measure encompasses BLM permit requirements B-7.1
and B-7.2. (SCE will be notified by the Authorized
Officer 30 days in advance of curtailment in speci-
fied areas). SCE shall submit final construction plans
demonstrating compliance with this measure to the BLM
and CPUC for review and approval at least 60 days
prior to the start of construction.

SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-42

as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
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V-1b. Reduce construction night lighting impacts. SCE shall
design and install all lighting at construction and storage yards
and staging areas such that light bulbs and reflectors are not
visible from public viewing areas; lighting does not cause reflected
glare; and illumination of the project facilities, vicinity, and
nighttime sky is minimized. SCE shall submit a Construction
Lighting Mitigation Plan to the BLM and CPUC for review and
approval at least 90 days prior to the start of construction or
the ordering of any exterior lighting fixtures or components,
whichever comes first. SCE shall not order any exterior lighting
fixtures or components until the Construction Lighting Mitiga-
tion Plan is approved by the BLM and CPUC. The Plan shall
include but is not necessarily limited to the following:

m Lighting shall be designed so exterior light fixtures
are hooded, with lights directed downward or toward
the area to be illuminated and so that backscatter to
the nighttime sky is minimized. The design of the
lighting shall be such that the luminescence or light
sources is shielded to prevent light trespass outside
the project boundary

m Al lighting shall be of minimum necessary brightness
consistent with worker safety

m  High illumination areas not occupied on a continuous
basis shall have switches or motion detectors to light
the area only when occupied.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

V-2a. l—H—thGSG—&FBﬁS—WhGF&—VIGWS—GH&Hd—SG&FS—&F&

Reduce in-line views of land scars. Construct access or spur
roads at appropriate angles from the originating, primary travel
facilities to minimize extended, in-line views of newly graded
terrain. Contour grading should be used where possible to
better blend graded surfaces with existing terrain. SCE shall
submit final construction plans demonstrating compliance with
this measure to the BLM and CPUC for review and approval
at least 60 days prior to the start of construction.

V-2a: SCE requests revisions be made to this  |—E2-43
measure as shown to the left in bold and
underlined.
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V-2h. Reduce visual contrast from unnatural vegetation lines.
All graded roads and areas not required for on-going operation,
maintenance, or access shall be returned to pre-construction
conditions. This measure partially encompasses BLM permit
requirement BLM B-6.9. SCE shall submit final construction
and restoration plans demonstrating compliance with this
measure to the BLM and CPUC for review and approval at
least 60 days prior to the start of construction.

V-2c. Reduce color contrast of land scars. In those areas where
views of land scars from sensitive public viewing locations are
unavoidable, disturbed soils shall be treated with Eonite or
similar treatments to reduce the visual contrast created by the
lighter-colored disturbed soils with the darker vegetated sur-
roundings. SCE will consult with the Authorized Officer on a
site-by-site basis for the use of Eonite. This measure partially
encompasses BLM permit requirement BLM B-6.4. SCE shall
submit final construction and restoration plans demonstrating
compliance with this measure to the BLM and CPUC for review
and approval at least 60 days prior to the start of construction.

V-2b: SCE requests the addition of the following

note:

Note: “Construction and Restoration plans”
should indicate mitigation to reduce scarring
and the need for restoration and/or re-seeding
where warranted at specific locations where
water is available. Revegetation is not feasible
and typically has a low rate of success in desert
areas where irrigation is not available. Alternative
mitigation (e.q., overland travel) may be advised
by BLM to avoid the introduction of invasive
species in the seed mix.

SCE requests that the CPUC replies to and
approves the required SCE Compliance and
Restoration plans within 30 days of submittal

by SCE.

V-2c: SCE requests that the CPUC replies to
and approves the required Construction and
Restoration plans within 30 days of submittal

by SCE
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V-3a. Reduce visual contrast of towers and conductors. The
following design measures shall be applied to all new struc-
tures and conductors in order to reduce the degree of visual
contrast caused by the new facilities:

All new and replacement structures are to be paired
as closely as possible, where feasible, with the
existing structure(s) in the corridor in order to avoid
or reduce the number of off-setting (from existing
structures) tower placements.

All new and replacement structures are to match the
heights of the existing DPV1 structures to the extent
feasible possible as dictated by variation in terrain
and engineering requirements.

All new and reconductored spans are to match exist-
ing conductor spans as closely as feasible-possible
in order to avoid or reduce the occurrence of unnec-
essary visual complexity associated with asynchro-
nous conductor spans, particularly at sensitive cross-
ings such as Salome Highway, I1-10, U.S. 95, Colo-
rado River, SR 78, Dillon Road, SR 62, Whitewater
Canyon Road, and San Timoteo Canyon Road.

All new conductors are to be non-specular in design
in order to reduce conductor visibility and visual
contrast.

To the extent feasible, no new access roads are to
be constructed downhill from existing or proposed
towers to reduce the potential for structure skylining.

V-3a: SCE requests revisions be made to this  |—E2-44

measure as shown to the left in bold and

underlined.
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V-6a. Reduce visual contrast associated with ancillary facil-
ities. SCE shall submit to BLM and CPUC a Surface Treatment
Plan describing the application of colors and textures to all
facility structures, buildings, walls, fences, and components
comprising all ancillary facilities including substations/switch-
yards, series capacitor banks, and optical repeater stations.
The Surface Treatment Plan must reduce glare and minimize
visual intrusion and contrast by blending the facilities with the
landscape. The Treatment Plan shall be submitted to BLM
and CPUC for approval at least 90 days prior to (a) ordering
the first structures that are to be color treated during manufac-
ture, or (b) construction of any of the ancillary facility compo-
nent, whichever comes first. If the BLM or CPUC notifies SCE
that revisions to the Plan are needed before the Plan can be
approved, within 30 days of receiving that notification, SCE
shall prepare and submit for review and approval a revised
Plan. The Surface Treatment Plan shall include:

m  Specification, and 11"x17" color simulations at life
size scale, of the treatment proposed for use on
project structures, including structures treated during
manufacture

m  Alist of each major project structure, building, tower
and/or pole, and fencing specifying the color(s) and
finish proposed for each (colors must be identified by
name and by vendor brand or a universal designation)

m  Two sets of brochures and/or color chips for each
proposed color

A detailed schedule for completion of the treatment

A procedure to ensure proper treatment maintenance
for the life of the project.

SCE shall not specify to the vendors the treatment of any build-
ings or structures treated during manufacture, or perform the
final treatment on any buildings or structures treated onsite,
until SCE receives notification of approval of the Treatment
Plan by the BLM and CPUC. Within 30 days following the start
of commercial operation, SCE shall notify the BLM and CPUC
that all buildings and structures are ready for inspection.

V-6a: SCE has no comment on this measure.
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V-6b. Screen ancillary facilities. SCE shall provide a Screening
Plan for screening vegetation, walls, and fences that reduces
visibility of ancillary facilities (except Devers Substation) and
helps the facility blend in with the landscape. The use of berms
to facilitate project screening may also be incorporated into
the Plan. SCE shall submit the Plan to the BLM and CPUC for
review and approval at least 90 days prior to installing the
landscape screening. If the BLM or CPUC notifies SCE that
revisions to the Plan are needed before the Plan can be
approved, within 30 days of receiving that notification, SCE
shall prepare and submit for review and approval a revised
Plan. The plan shall include but not necessarily be limited to:

m  An 11"x17" color simulation of the proposed land-
scaping at 5 years

m  Aplan view to scale depicting the project and the
location of screening elements

m  Adetailed list of any plants to be used:; their size and
age at planting; the expected time to maturity, and
the expected height at five years and at maturity.

SCE shall complete installation of the screening prior to the

start of project operation. SCE shall notify the BLM and CPUC
within seven days after completing installation of the screen-
ing, that the screening components are ready for inspection.

V-6b: SCE requests that this measure be required |—E2-45
only for new facilities that would be constructed
in areas of high public visibility and where
significant visual impacts may result. No
additional screening would be required at
existing ancillary facilities including Devers
Substation, Harquahala Switchyard, Valley
Substation, series capacitor banks, and other
existing substations where new equipment is
installed within SCE’s substation properties.
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V-6¢. Reduce night lighting impacts. SCE shall design and install
all permanent lighting such that light bulbs and reflectors are
not visible from public viewing areas; lighting does not cause
reflected glare; and illumination of the project facilities, vicinity,
and nighttime sky is minimized. SCE shall submit a Lighting
Mitigation Plan to the BLM and CPUC for review and approval
at least 90 days prior to ordering any permanent exterior light-
ing fixtures or components. SCE shall not order any exterior
lighting fixtures or components until the Lighting Mitigation Plan
is approved by the BLM and CPUC. The Plan shall include but
is not necessarily limited to the following:

m  Lighting shall be designed so exterior light fixtures
are hooded, with lights directed downward or toward
the area to be illuminated and so that backscatter to
the nighttime sky is minimized. The design of the
lighting shall be such that the luminescence or light
sources is shielded to prevent light trespass outside
the project boundary

m Al lighting shall be of minimum necessary brightness
consistent with worker safety

High illumination areas not occupied on a continuous basis
shall have switches or motion detectors to light the area only
when occupied.

V-6¢: SCE requests that this measure be required
only for new facilities where permanent night
lighting is needed. It will only be implemented
for those facilities that would be constructed in

areas of high public visibility.
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V-19a. Reduce visual contrast by painting towers with appro-
priate colors. Existing and proposed transmission towers within
the DPV1/DPV2 corridor from proposed tower location 2209
to 2239 in the vicinity of the Indio Hills shall be painted an
appropriate color to more effectively blend the structures with
the light tan color of the background vegetation and soils of
the Indio Hills. This measure is limited to only the 31 tower
locations (2209 to 2239) because the Indio Hills provide an
immediate light-tan backdrop to sensitive views from resi-
dences and recreational facilities to the immediate south of
the corridor. It is recommended that a light-tan color be used
to match the background soils. SCE shall submit a Tower
Painting Plan demonstrating compliance with this measure to
the BLM and CPUC for review and approval at least 60 days
prior to (a) the start of construction or (b) ordering the first
structures that are to be color treated during manufacture,
whichever comes first. If the BLM or CPUC notifies SCE that
revisions to the Plan are needed before the Plan can be
approved, within 30 days of receiving that natification, SCE
shall prepare and submit for review and approval a revised
Plan.

The Tower Painting Plan shall include:

O Specification, and 11"x17” color simulations at life
size scale, of the treatment proposed for use on
project structures, including structures treated
during manufacture

O A map showing the towers to be painted

[ Two sets of brochures and/or color chips for each
alternative color

O A detailed schedule for completion of the
treatment

O A procedure to ensure proper treatment mainte-
nance for the life of the project.

V-19a: SCE recommends that this measure not |—E2-47
be implemented. This measure would be inef-
fective for the following reasons:

(1) The proposed DPV2 towers would be con-
structed to match the critical visual design ele-
ments of the existing DPV1 towers including
color, line, form, and texture. Matching tower
designs would result is a unified appearance
and is consistent with mitigation measure V-3a.
From the analysis presented in the EIR/EIS,
and documented in the simulation (Figure D.3-
14A/14B), the visual impact in these locations
is characterized as "moderate;” the proposed
DPV2 towers would not add a substantially
higher level of visual contrast or visual impact

in general.

(2) An unpainted or dulled galvanized steel finish
is the most appropriate technique for the
proposed towers to match the visual elements
of the existing setting, and thereby minimize
visual impacts. If the DPV2 towers are painted,
the new towers would contrast with the existing
DPV1 towers to a greater degree. The towers
shown in the simulation from the viewpoint
presented in Fiqure D.3-14A/14B are backdropped
by the hills, and therefore the contrast level is
minimal. This viewpoint is referred to as
"representative of project views from other
residential and golf developments.” However,
where the towers appear above the hills (skylined),
or are backdropped by hills of different colors,
the level of contrast would be particularly
heightened where tan-colored structures are
installed.
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SCE shall not specify to the vendors the treatment of towers (3) Painted steel structures require periodic re- |~ E2-47
or tower components treated during manufacture, or perform painting because of deterioration from the cont.
the final treatment on any towers until SCE receives notification elements. In between re-painting cycles, the
of approval of the Tower Painting Plan by the BLM and CPUC. steel surfaces can fade and peel, resulting in a
Within 30 days following the start of commercial operation, low quality aesthetic appearance. Because the
SCE shall notify the BLM and CPUC that the towers are ready proposed galvanized steel surfaces don't require
for inspection. re-painting, the aesthetic guality improves as the
surface dulls and glare is reduced over time.
Park and Recreation Area
BLM Right-of-Way Grant Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
1. Construction will be curtailed during heavy recreational use SCE requests that recreational areas affected |—E2-48
periods, including major holidays, at the discretion of the by this measure be identified.
Authorized Officer. The Holder will be notified by the Author-
ized Officer 30 days in advance of construction curtailment.
2. Schedule construction activities to avoid major holiday SCE has no comment on this measure.
periods where the route crosses Indio Palm’s State Park
in Link 14,
Acoustic Considerations
BLM Right-of-Way Grant Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
Construction Noise. To substantially reduce the short-term noise
impacts during construction, the mitigation measures are as
follows:
1. Limit the hours of construction occurring within 500 feet Construction will need to be implemented on  [—E2-49
of noise sensitive receptors (human occupied facilities weekends as well as weekdays. SCE requests
such as residences and hospitals) to between 7:00 am clarification on hours of construction allowed
and 5:00 pm during weekdays. on weekends.
2. Locate construction yards at least 500 feet away from SCE has no comment on this measure.
residences.
3. Minimize the use of helicopters within 500 feet of SCE has no comment on this measure.
residences
4. Notify residents within 500 feet of any upcoming noisy SCE will prepare and implement a resident —E2-50
construction activities and schedule the activities, when notification program.
possible, to minimize conflicts with the neighbors.
EIR/EIS
N-1a. Implement best management practices for construction SCE asks for a copy of best management —E2-51
noise. practices (BMP) manual for construction noise.
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Cultural Resources

BLM Right-of-Way Grant

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

The following tasks shall be carried out to ensure compliance
with applicable laws and regulations in accordance with Pro-
grammatic Memoranda of Agreement for California and Arizona
among the BLM, the State Historic Preservation Officers (SHPO)
and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP).

1. Prior to construction and all other surface disturbing activ-
ities, the Holder shall have conducted and submitted for
approval by the Authorized Officer an inventory of cultural
resources within the project’s area of potential effects.
The nature and extent of this inventory shall be determine
by the Authorized Officer in consultation with the appro-
priate SHPO and shall be based upon project engineering
specifications.

C-1. Prior to construction and all other surface disturbing activ-
ities, the Holder5 shall have conducted and submitted
for approval by the Authorized Officer an inventory of
cultural resources within the project’s APE. The nature
and extent of this inventory shall be determined by the
Authorized Officer in consultation with the appropriate
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and shall
be based upon project engineering specifications.
(BLM B-9.1) (Reference in parentheses denotes the
origin of the APM. “(SCE)" is a Proponent’s mitigation
measure. “(BLM)" is a Proponent’s measure derived
from a requirement in the BLM Right-of-Way Grant 1989.
Numbers such as B-4.1 refer to the specific BLM mea-
sure in the 1989 Grant.)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

2. As part of the inventory, the Holder shall conduct field
surveys of sufficient nature and extent to identify cultural
resources that would be affected by/from tower pad con-
struction, access road installation, and transmission line
construction and operation. At a minimum, field surveys
shall be conducted along newly proposed access roads,
new construction yards, and any other projected impact
areas outside of the previously surveyed corridor. Site-
specific field surveys shall also be undertaken at all pro-
jected areas of impact within the previously surveyed
corridor that coincide with previously recorded cultural
resource locations. The selected right-of-way shall be
staked prior to the cultural resource field surveys.

C-2. As part of the inventory, the Holder shall conduct field sur-
veys of sufficient nature and extent to identify cultural
resources that would be affected by tower pad construc-
tion, access road installation, and transmission line
construction and operation. At a minimum, field surveys
shall be conducted along newly proposed access
roads, new construction yards, and any other projected
impact areas outside of the previously surveyed corridor.
Site-specific field surveys also shall be undertaken at all
projected areas of impact within the previously surveyed
corridor that coincide with previously recorded cultural
resource locations. The selected right-of-way shall
be staked prior to the cultural resource field surveys.
(BLM B-9.2)

SCE has no comment on this measure.
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As part of the inventory report, the Holder shall evaluate
the significance of all affected cultural resources and
provide recommendations with regard to their eligibility
for the National Register of Historic Places. Determina-
tions of National Register eligibility will be made by the
Authorized Officer in consultation with the appropriate
SHPO.

C-3. As part of the inventory report, the Holder shall evaluate
the significance of all affected cultural resources and
provide recommendations with regard to their eligibility
for the NRHP. Determinations of NRHP eligibility will
be made by the Authorized Officer in consultation with
the appropriate SHPO. (BLM B-9.3)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

Upon approval of the inventory report by the Authorized
Officer, the Holder shall prepare and submit for approval
a cultural resource treatment plan for National Register-
eligible cultural resources to mitigate identified impacts.
Avoidance, recordation, and data recovery will be used
as mitigation alternatives.

C-4. Upon approval of the inventory report by the Authorized
Officer, the Holder shall prepare and submit for approval
a cultural resource treatment plan for NRHP-gligible cul-
tural resources to mitigate identified impacts. Avoidance,
recordation, and data recovery will be used as mitigation
alternatives. (BLM B-9.4)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

The Authorized Officer may require the relocation of the
line, ancillary facilities, or temporary facilities or work areas,
if any, where relocation would avoid or reduce damage to
cultural resource values.

C-5. The Authorized Officer may require the relocation of
the line, ancillary facilities, or temporary facilities or work
areas, if any, where relocation would avoid or reduce
damage to cultural resource values. (BLM B-9.5)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

If avoidance of specific cultural resources is not feasible,
treatment shall be carried out as determined by the
Authorized Officer in consultation with the appropriate
SHPO.

C-6. If avoidance of specific cultural resources is not fea-
sible, treatment shall be carried out as determined by
the Authorized Officer in consultation with the appro-
priate SHPO. (BLM B-9.6)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

When necessary to relocate the proposed line, ancillary
facilities, temporary facilities, or work areas as a result of
inventory, on-site avoidance decisions, or the Holder's
approved request for relocation, the Holder shall inventory
the proposed new locations for cultural resources and
provide inventory results to the Authorized Officer prior to
construction. Any mitigation deemed necessary by the
Authorized Officer shall be completed prior to undertaking
any surface disturbing activities.

C-7. When necessary to relocate the proposed line, ancillary
facilities, temporary facilities, or work areas as a result of
inventory, onsite avoidance decisions, or the Holder's
approved request for relocation, the Holder shall inven-
tory the proposed new locations for cultural resources
and provide inventory results to the Authorized
Officer prior to construction. Any mitigation deemed
necessary by the Authorized Officer shall be completed
prior to undertaking any surface disturbing activities.
(BLM B-9.7)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

All cultural resource work undertaken by the Holder on
public lands shall be carried out by qualified professionals
designated on a currently valid Cultural Resource Use
Permit for the appropriate state.

C-8. All cultural resource work undertaken by the Holder on
public lands shall be carried out by qualified profes-
sionals designated on a currently valid Cultural Resource
Use Permit for the appropriate State. (BLM B-9.8)

SCE has no comment on this measure.
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9. Notices to proceed will be issued following completion,
and approval by the Authorized Officer, of any field work
determined necessary through the inventory, evaluation
and consultation process described below.

C-9. Notices to proceed will be issued following completion,
and approval by the Authorized Officer, of any fieldwork
determined necessary through the inventory, evaluation,
and consultation process described above. (BLM B-9.9)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

10. Vehicles and equipment shall be confined and operated | C-10. Vehicles and equipment shall be confined and operated | SCE has no comment on this measure.
only within areas specified by the Authorized Officer. only within areas specified by the Authorized Officer.
Off-road travel by employees will not be allowed except (BLM B-9.10)
in areas previously approved by the Authorized Officer.
11. Unauthorized collection of artifacts or other cultural mate- | C-11. Unauthorized collection of artifacts or other cultural | SCE has no comment on this measure.
rials on or off the right-of-way by the Holder, his represen- materials on or off the right-of-way by the Holder, his
tatives or employees will not be allowed. Violators will be representatives, or employees will not be allowed.
subject to prosecution under the appropriate State and Violators will be subject to prosecution under the
Federal laws. Unauthorized collection may constitute appropriate State and federal laws. Unauthorized
grounds for the issuance of a stop work order. collection may constitute grounds for the issuance
of a stop work order. (BLM B-9.11)
EIR/EIS Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment

C-1a. Inventory and evaluate cultural resources in Final APE
C-1b. Avoid and protect potentially significant resources

C-1c. Develop and implement Historic Properties Treatment
Plan

C-1d. Conduct data recovery to reduce adverse effects
C-1e. Monitor construction
C-1f. Train construction personnel

SCE has no comment on this measure.
SCE has no comment on this measure.
SCE has no comment on this measure.

SCE has no comment on this measure.
SCE has no comment on this measure.
SCE has no comment on this measure.

C-2a. Consult agencies and Native Americans

The BLM has informed SCE that the BLM will

consult with Native Americans. SCE will consult

—E2-52

with the BLM.

Paleontological Resources

BLM Right-of-Way Grant

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

1. Prior to construction and all other surface-disturbing
activities, the Holder shall have conducted and submitted
for approval an inventory of paleontological resources
within highly sensitive areas that will be affected by the
project as determined by the Authorized Officer.

P-1. Impacts to significant paleontological resources will
be mitigated by conducting a preconstruction survey
in areas of high or undetermined paleontological sen-
sitivity to identify and collect surface specimens that
could be affected by project construction. Paleontological
monitoring of earth-disturbing construction activities
and salvage of significant specimens will occur in project
areas of high sensitivity. (SCE)

SCE has no comment on this measure.
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As part of the inventory report, the Holder will evaluate the
significance of the paelontological resources that will be
affected.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

Upon approval of the inventory report by the Authorized

Officer, the Holder shall prepare and submit for approval
a plan to mitigate identified impacts. Avoidance, recordation
and data recovery will be used as mitigation alternatives.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

If avoidance of significant paleontological resources is
not feasible or appropriate, treatment shall be carried out
as determined by the Authorized Officer.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

All paleontological work undertaken by the Holder on pub-
lic lands shall be carried out by qualified professionals
designated on a currently valid Paleontological Collecting
Permit for the appropriate state.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

Notices to Proceed will be issued following completion,
and approval by the Authorized Officer, of any field work
determined necessary through the inventory and evalu-
ation process described above.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

EIR/EIS

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

C-1a. Inventory and evaluate cultural resources in Final APE
C-1h. Avoid and protect potentially significant resources
C-1c. Develop and implement Historic Properties Treatment

Plan

C-1d. Conduct data recovery to reduce adverse effects
C-1e. Monitor construction
C-1f. Train construction personnel

SCE has no comment on this measure.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

C-2a. Consult agencies and Native Americans

The BLM has informed SCE that the BLM will

consult with Native Americans. SCE will consult

—E2-53

with the BLM.
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Land Use

BLM Right-of-Way Grant

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

G-1. The line will be located to minimize the disruption of

any active mining operations. (BLM B 2.1) (Reference
in parentheses denotes the origin of the APM. “(SCE)"
is a Proponent’s mitigation measure. “(BLM)" is a Pro-
ponent's measure derived from a requirement in the
1989 Bureau of Land Management Right-of-Way Grant
for the DPV2 project. Numbers such as B 4.1 refer to
the specific Bureau of Land Management measure in
the 1989 Right-of-Way Grant.)

There may be some disruption where the
proposed line crosses Granite Construction
north of Palm Springs.

—E2-54

V-9.

Towers would be located adjacent to existing structures
where feasible. Exceptions are at locations where the
tower heights and/or spans would be modified based on
terrain features allowing for adequate conductor clear-
ance to ground and other facilities within the right-of-
way. (SCE)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

L-2.

Although the Holder may restore and maintain existing
access roads, they cannot be either widened or upgraded
without approval of the Authorized Officer. (BLM B 1.1)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

L-3.

New access road construction will be kept to a minimum.
(BLMB 1.2)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

L-4.

Where feasible, the following additional mitigation mea-
sures would be implemented:

* Matching of tower spans

« Aligning towers adjacent to or parallel to agricultural
field boundaries

« Using H-frame towers in the Blythe farmlands. Using

either tubular steel pole structures or H-frame towers
in all other agricultural fields instead of lattice steel
towers to reduce the footprint of the structure with the
exception of the Devers-Valley route where lattice
towers will be used to match existing towers.

» Specific tower placement to avoid span-sensitive features.
(SCE)

SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-55

as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
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L-7. Link 10 crosses an (unoccupied) single-family dwelling

unit at Milepost 5.3. Two additional single-family dwelling
units and one mobile home would be impacted due
to the alignment of Link 10 at Milepost 6.2. Mitigation
measures would include purchase of the parcel and
relocation or, if practical, adjusting the transmission line
alignment and placing towers to avoid the affected
dwelling units. (SCE)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

EIR/EIS

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

L-1b.

L-1c.

L-1a. Prepare Construction Notification Plan

Coordinate with the Central Arizona Project regarding
canal crossings.

Provide proof of resolution of land acquisition issues for
crossing of Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
tribal lands. SCE shall ascertain the legal requirements
for the crossing of Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla
Indians tribal lands, and shall provide documentation of
the resolution of this issue to the CPUC and the BLM
thirty days prior to the start of construction. SCE shall
document its coordination with the Tribe and submit spe-
cific locations where the Proposed Project will cross
tribal lands, and shall include any items that have been
agreed to between the SCE and the Agua Caliente Band
of Cahuilla Indians.

L-1a: SCE has no comment on this measure.

L-1b: SCE has no comment on this measure.

L-1c: Appendix 8 of the DEIR/DEIS includes a

December 16, 2005, letter from Thomas J. Davis,

Chief Planning Officer of the Agua Caliente Band
of Cahuilla Indians, to the CPUC and BLM. The
letter contends that the "proposed alignment
[of the DPV2 project] crosses the exterior
boundaries of the [Agua Caliente] Reservation.

As a result, the letter asserts that the project
required a conditional land use permit under a
1979 tribal ordinance that requlates development
of public utilities within the Reservation. The
letter concludes by requesting that the CPUC
and BLM impose on the project a mitigation mea-
sure requiring approval of a Tribal conditional use
permit prior to construction of the project.

SCE disagrees with the contention that the
proposed alignment of the DPV2 project crosses
the exterior boundaries of the reservation. The
proposed alignment does cross over the land
of one property owned by one or more Agua
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Caliente allottee. However, SCE disagrees that
a Tribal conditional use permit is required to
cross allotted lands whether such land is located
inside or outside the reservation. Under federal
law, there are two ways to acquire a right-of-way
across allotted Indian lands. The first is a grant
of right-of-way by the Secretary of Interior under
25 U.S.C. § 323 and the implementing requlations
at 25 CFR Part 169, which require the consent
of the landowner (the allottee) but not the tribe.
The second is condemnation of allotted lands
under 25 U.S.C. § 357. The requirement of a Tribal
conditional use permit would be inconsistent
with federal law, and is therefore inapplicable
and should not be identified as a mitigation mea-
sure in the Final EIR/EIS for this project. This
conclusion is supported by the prior actions of
the agencies in approving the DPV1 project and
by federal case law established due to litigation
regarding DPV1 crossing tribal allottee lands.

See, Southern California Edison Co. v. Rice,
685 F.2d 354, 1982 U.S. App. LEXIS 16318 (9th
Cir. Cal. 1982) petition for cert. denied, Rice v.
Southern California Edison, 460 U.S. 1051, 103
S. Ct. 1497, 75 L. Ed. 2d 929, 1983 U.S. LEXIS
4300, 51 U.S.L.W. 3703 (1983).

(" With respect to condemnation actions by state
authorities, Congress explicitly afforded no
special protection to allotted lands beyond that
which land owned in fee already received under
the state laws of eminent domain. See 25 U.S.C.
§ 357. Thus, consistent with its assimilation
policy, Congress placed Indian allottees in the
same position as any other private landowner
vis-a-vis condemnation actions.")
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L-1d. Coordinate with affected business owners. Where private
parking lots serving businesses would be blocked or
partially blocked during construction, SCE shall either
make prior arrangements with the business owner(s) to
provide alternative parking within a reasonable walking
distance (i.e., no more than 1,000 feet), or shall coordi-
nate with affected business owners to arrange the con-
struction schedule to ensure that the functions of the
business(es) are not disrupted. Thirty days prior to
construction, SCE shall submit documentation to the
CPUC and the BLM that outlines the course of action
that was taken to reduce impacts to businesses near
construction areas.

L-1d: SCE has no comment on this measure.

L-1e. Coordinate construction schedule with public and com-
munity facilities. SCE shall coordinate with the public and com-
munity facilities and services listed below regarding the con-
struction schedule and duration in order to minimize impacts
to these land uses. The purpose of this measure is to work
with sensitive land uses that would be impacted by construc-
tion and to identify construction times/periods that would have
the least impact to peak use of these public and community
facilities. This coordination could result in limiting or avoiding
construction during school sessions, identifying hauling routes
that do not conflict with school commute routes, or working
with the memorial parks to address funeral procession routes
and noise sensitivities. Thirty days prior to construction, SCE
shall document its coordination efforts including contact per-
sons, information provided, and comments received, and sub-
mit this documentation to the CPUC and BLM.

[ Schools near the project route: Beaumont Middle
School and High School, Calvary Christian School,
Chavez Elementary School, Terrace View Ele-
mentary School, public elementary school on East
Canyon Vista Drive

[ San Gorgonio Memorial Park
O Desert Lawn Memorial Park
O Banning Municipal Airport

O Grandview Baptist Church

L-1e: SCE has no comment on this measure.
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Agriculture
BLM Right-of-Way Grant Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
L-3. New access road construction will be kept to a minimum. | SCE has no comment on this measure.
(BLM B 1.2)
L-4. Where feasible, the following additional mitigation SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-57
measures would be implemented: as shown to the left in bold and underlined.

* Matching of tower spans

« Aligning towers adjacent to or parallel to agricultural
field boundaries

» Using H-frame towers in the Blythe farmlands. Using
either tubular steel pole structures or H-frame
towers in all other agricultural fields instead of
lattice steel towers to reduce the footprint of the
structure with the exception of the Devers-Valley
route where lattice towers will be used to match

» Specific tower placement to avoid span-sensitive
features. (SCE)

L-5. Along Link 10 in the Palo Verde Valley, H-frame struc- | SCE has no comment on this measure
tures, similar to the existing DPV1 structures, would
be installed in this segment to reduce the amount of
farmland permanently removed from production and
minimize impacts to farm operations. Where feasible,
additional mitigation measures would include matching
tower spans, and aligning towers adjacent or parallel
to field boundaries. (SCE)

L-6. In the agricultural area of the Palo Verde valley, SCE | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-58
will coordinate with the Palo Verde Irrigation District | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
to place towers to minimize potential project effects
on dredging operations. Fewers-should-be-located

oot ] =y I o Frioati

DistricThi dinc] Imodifications.
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EIR/EIS

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

AG-1a. Establish agreement and coordinate construction activ-

ities with agricultural landowners. Sixty (60) days prior
to the start of project construction, Southern California
Edison (SCE) shall secure a signed agreement with
property owners of Farmland (Prime Farmland, Farmland
of Statewide Importance, Unique Farmland) and Wil-
liamson Act lands that will be used for construction and
operation of the project, access and spur roads, staging
areas, and other project-related activities. The purpose
of this agreement will be to set forth the use of Prime
Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique
Farmland, and Williamson Act lands during construction
in order to: (1) schedule proposed construction activities
at a location and time when damage to agricultural
operations would be minimized, and (2) ensure that any
areas damaged or disturbed by construction are restored
to a condition mutually agreed upon by the landowner
and SCE. SCE shall coordinate with the agricultural
landowners in the affected areas where Farmland or
Williamson Act land will be temporarily disturbed in
order to determine when and where construction should
occur in order to minimize damage to agricultural
operations. This includes avoiding construction during
peak planting, growing, and harvest seasons. If damage
or destruction does occur, SCE shall perform restoration
activities on the disturbed area in order to return the area
to a pre-determined condition or the pre-construction
condition, whichever option is agreed upon by the land-
owner and SCE. This could include activities such as
soil preparation, regrading, and reseeding. This mea-
sure applies to agricultural landowners with land that
is impacted by the Proposed Project. SCE shall pro-
vide proof of the continued use of Farmland and/or
Williamson Act lands through the submittal of a signed
agreement between an individual property owner and
SCE. The signed agreements shall be submitted to the
CPUC and BLM for review and approval prior to the
start of construction.

SCE has no comment on this measure.
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L-1a. Prepare Construction Notification Plan. SCE has no comment on this measure.
AG-4a. Locate transmission-towersand-pulling/splicing SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-59
stations-to-aveid-agricultural operations: SCE shall as shown to the left in bold and underlined

site transmission towers and pulling/splicing stations in
locations that minimize impacts to active agricultural
operations. Specifically, SCE shall comply with the
following measures when siting transmission towers
and splicing/pulling stations within areas where active
cultivated farmland would be removed through the
presence of structures:

O SCE shall avoid orchards, vineyards, row crops,
and furrow-irrigated crops where towers would
interfere with irrigation and harvest activities,
where feasible.

[0 SCE shall minimize impacts to irrigation canals
and ditches, where feasible.

[ SCE shall align towers adjacent to field boundaries
and parallel to rows (if located in row crops), and
shall avoid diagonal orientations and angular
alignments within agricultural land, where feasible.

[ SCE shall match tower spans with existing DPV1
towers within agricultural land, where feasible.

L-6. In the agricultural area of the Palo Verde valley, SCE will SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-60
coordinate with the Palo Verde Irrigation District to place as shown to the left in bold and underlined
towers to minimize potential project effects on dredging
operations.

Towers should-be located-to-allow for canal dredging
MWMW Teations.
Transportation and Traffic
BLM Right-of-Way Grant Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment

A-7. Site construction workers would be staged offsite at or | All workers will report to marshalling yardsto  |—E2-61
near paved intersections and workers would be shuttled | minimize trips to the construction sites. SCE
in crew vehicles to construction sites. As part of the con- | does not consider marshalling yards part of
struction contract, SCE would require bidders to submit | the construction site. SCE considers the work
a construction transportation plan describing how site to be on the right-of-way.
workers would travel to the job site.
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V-3. At all highway and recreation routes-of-travel cross-
ings, including the Colorado River, towers will be placed
at the maximum feasible distance, and when feasible,
[except in locations where matching existing tower
spacing is deemed appropriate]. (BLM B-6.3) [From
“and where feasible,” the BLM text reads “...at right
angles, from the crossing.” SCE has replaced this
phrase in the bracketed text.]

SCE has no comment on this measure.

V-10. At all highway and recreation routes-of-travel cross-
ings, including the I-10 crossing, towers would be placed
at the maximum feasible distance, except in locations
where matching existing tower spacing is deemed
appropriate, and when feasible, at 90 degree angles
from the crossing.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

EIR/EIS

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

T-7a. Repair roadways damaged by construction activities. If SCE requests for more time to coordinate —E2-62
roadways, sidewalks, medians, curbs, shoulders, or repairs with the affected public agencies since
other such features are damaged by the project’s engineering and permit acquisition can take
construction activities, as determined by the CPUC longer than 30 days. SCE requests at least
Environmental Monitor or the affected public agency, 60 days. Also SCE requests a definition of
SCE shall coordinate repairs with the affected public “construction period”.
agencies and ensure that any such damage is repaired
to the pre-construction condition within 30 days from the
end of the construction period.
L-1e. Coordinate with business owners. SCE has no comment on this measure.
Public Health and Safety
BLM Right-of-Way Grant Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures Comment
P-1. Soil contamination could as-a result from ef improper SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-63
handling and/or storage of hazardous materials during | as shown to the left in bold and underlined.
construction activities
P-2. Residual pesticides and or herbicides could be encoun- | SCE has no comment on this measure.
tered during grading or excavation in agricultural areas
P-3. Previously unknown contamination could be encoun- | SCE has no comment on this measure.
tered during grading or excavation
P-4. Soil contamination could result from accidental spill or SCE has no comment on this measure.
release of hazardous materials during operations and
maintenance
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EIR/EIS

P-1a.

P-1b.

Develop Hazardous Substance Control and Emergency
Response Plan. A Hazardous Substance Control and
Emergency Response Plan shall be prepared for the
project, and a copy shall be kept on site (or in vehicles)
during construction and maintenance of the project. SCE
shall document compliance by submitting the plan to
the CPUC or BLM, as appropriate, for review and approval
at least 60 days before the start of construction.

Conduct environmental training and monitoring program.
An environmental training program shall be established
to communicate environmental concerns and appropriate
work practices, including spill prevention, emergency
response measures, and proper Best Management
Practice (BMP) implementation, to all field personnel
prior to the start of construction. The training program
shall emphasize site-specific physical conditions to
improve hazard prevention (e.g., identification of poten-
tially hazardous substances) and shall include a review
of all site-specific plans, including but not limited to, the
project’s Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan and the
Hazardous Substances Control and Emergency
Response Plan. SCE shall document compliance by
(a) submitting to the CPUC or BLM, as appropriate, for
review and approval an outline of the proposed Environ-
mental Training and Monitoring Program, and (b) main-
taining for monitor review a list of names of all construc-
tion personnel who have completed the training program.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

SCE has no comment on this measure.
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Best Management Practices, as identified in the project Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan and the Hazardous Substances
Control and Emergency Response Plan, shall be implemented
during the construction of the project to minimize the risk of an
accidental release and provide the necessary information for
emergency response.

P-1c. Ensure proper disposal of construction waste including SCE requests revisions be made to this measure | —E2-64
all non-hazardous construction and demolition waste as shown to the left in bold and underlined.

including trash, litter, garbage and other solid waste.
Petroleum products and other potentially hazardous
materials shall be removed to a hazardous waste facility
permitted or otherwise authorized to treat, store, or
dispose of such materials.

P-1d. Maintain emergency spill supplies and equipment. Haz-
ardous material spill kits shall be maintained at all
construction sites for small spills. This shall include
oil-absorbent material, tarps, and storage drums to
be used to contain and control any minor releases.
Emergency spill supplies and equipment shall be kept
adjacent to all work areas and staging areas, and shall
be clearly marked. Detailed information for responding
to accidental spills and for handling any resulting haz-
ardous materials shall be provided in the project’s
Hazardous Substances Control and Emergency
Response Plan.
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SCE has no comment on this measure.

P-2a. Identify pesticide/herbicide contamination. Soil samples

shall be collected in construction areas where the land
has historically or is currently being farmed to identify
the possibility of and to delineate the extent of pesticide
andfor herbicide contamination. Excavated materials
containing elevated levels of pesticide or herbicide will
require special handling and disposal procedures.
Standard dust suppression procedures (as defined in
Mitigation Measure AQ-1a) shall be used in construc-
tion areas to reduce airborne emissions of these con-
taminants and reduce the risk of exposure to workers
and the public. Regulatory agencies for the states of
Arizona or California (as appropriate) and the appro-
priate county shall be contacted to provide oversight
regarding the handling, treatment, and/or disposal
options.

P-3a.

Observe exposed soil for evidence of contamination. During
grading or excavation work, the construction contractor
shall observe the exposed soil for visual evidence of
contamination. If visual contamination indicators are
observed during construction, the contractor shall stop
work until the material is properly characterized and
appropriate measures are taken to protect human health
and the environment. The contractor shall comply with
all local, State, and federal requirements for sampling
and testing, and subsequent removal, transport, and
disposal of hazardous materials. Additionally, in the
event that evidence of contamination is observed, the
contractor shall document the exact location of the con-
tamination and shall immediately notify the CPUC or
BLM, describing proposed actions. A weekly report
listing encounters with contaminated soils and describ-
ing actions taken shall be submitted to the CPUC or
BLM.

SCE has no comment on this measure.
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P-4a. Prepare Spill Prevention, Countermeasure, and Control
Plans. To minimize, avoid, and/or clean up unforeseen
spill of hazardous materials during operation of the pro-
posed facilities, SCE shall update or prepare, if necessary,
the Spill Prevention, Countermeasure, and Control plan
for each substation, series capacitors, and the switch-
yard. SCE shall document compliance by providing a
copy of the Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermea-
sures plans to the CPUC or BLM, as appropriate, for
review and approval at least 60 days before the start of
operation.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

Socioeconomics

EIR/EIS

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

S-2a. Recycle construction waste. To comply with the Integrated

tion SCE and/or its construction contractor shall recycle
a minimum of 50 percent of the waste generated during
construction activities. Prior to the start of construction,
SCE shall provide the CPUC/BLM with a letter explaining
how it will comply with this requirement.

Waste Management Act of 1989, during project construc-

SCE believes that the Integrated Waste
Management Act of 1989 applies to municipal
governments and not to projects such as DPV2.
The project area encompasses nearly 300 miles
including over 200 miles in the desert area. SCE
believes it would be onerous to require SCE to

recycle 50% of the waste generated during
DPV2 construction activities. SCE will maintain
recycling containers wherever feasible and will
recycle steel and other construction materials
whenever feasible. SCE requests that this
mitigation measure be revised.

Air Quality

BLM Right-of-Way Grant

Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

A-1. Heavy duty off-road diesel engines would be properly
tuned and maintained to manufacturers’ specifications
to ensure minimum emissions under normal operations.
(SCE)

SCE has no comment on this measure.

—E2-65

A-2. Water or chemical dust suppressants would be applied | SCE requests revisions be made to this measure |—E2-66
to unstabilized disturbed areas and/or unpaved roadways | as shown to the left in bold and underlined
in sufficient quantity and frequency to maintain a stabi-
lized surface, where needed.
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A-3. Water or water-based chemical additives would be used
in such quantities to control dust on areas with exten-
sive traffic including unpaved access roads; water,
organic polymers, lignin compounds, or conifer resin
compounds would be used depending on availability,
cost, and soil type.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

A-4. Surfaces permanently disturbed by construction activ-
ities would be covered or treated with a dust suppressant
after completion of activities at each site of disturbance,
where needed.

SCE requests revisions be made to this measure

as shown to the left in bold and underlined

A-5. Vehicle speeds on unpaved roadways would be restricted
to 15 miles per hour where required to minimize dust,
depending on the condition of the road.

SCE requests revisions be made to this measure
as shown to the left in bold and underlined

A-6. Vehicles hauling dirt would be covered with tarps or by
other means.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

A-7. Site construction workers would be staged offsite at or
near paved intersections and workers would be shuttled
in crew vehicles to construction sites. As part of the
construction contract, SCE would require bidders to
submit a construction transportation plan describing how
workers would travel to the job site.

All workers will report to marshalling yards to
minimize trips to the construction sites. SCE
does not consider marshalling yards part of
the construction site. SCE considers the work
site to be on the right-of-way.

A-8. Emissions credits would be purchased to offset any emis-
sions levels which are over the emissions thresholds.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

A-9. Visible emission from all heavy duty off road diesel equip-
ment shall not exceed 40 percent opacity for more than
three minutes in any hour of operation.

SCE has no comment on this measure.

A-10. A comprehensive inventory (i.e., make, model, year,
emission rating) of all heavy-duty off road equipment
(50 horsepower or greater) than will be used an aggre-
gate of 40 hours per week or more during the dura-
tion of the construction project will be submitted to the
Districts.

SCE has no comment on this measure.
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Applicant Proposed Mitigation Measures

Comment

AQ-1a. Develop and Implement a Fugitive Dust Emission
Control Plan. SCE shall develop and implement a Fugitive
Dust Emission Control Plan (FDECP) for construction work.
Measures to be incorporated into the plan include, but are not
limited to the APMs (A-1 and A-5 through A-7) and the follow-
ing, which also incorporate and revise the requirements of APMs
A-2 through A-4 to make them definitive and enforceable:

O CARB certified non-toxic soil binders shall be applied to all
active unpaved roadways, unpaved staging areas, and unpaved
parking area(s) throughout construction (as allowed by re-
sponsible agencies such as the USFWS) in amounts meet-
ing manufacturer's recommendations to meet the CARB
certification fugitive dust reduction efficiency of 84 percent.

O Water the disturbed areas of the active construction sites,
where CARB certified soil binders have not been applied,
at least three times per day.

O Enclose, cover, water three times daily, or apply non-toxic
soil binders according to manufacturer’s specifications to
exposed piles with a five percent or greater silt content.

U Install wheel washers/cleaners or wash the wheels of
trucks and other heavy equipment where vehicles exit the
site or unpaved access roads and sweep paved streets
daily with water sweepers if visible soil material from the
construction sites or unpaved access roads are carried
onto adjacent public streets.

[ Establish a vegetative ground cover or allow natural reveg-
etation to occur on temporarily disturbed areas following
the completion of construction (in compliance with biological
resources impact mitigation measures), or otherwise create
stabilized surfaces on all unpaved areas at each of the con-
struction sites within 21 days after active construction oper-
ations have ceased.

O Increase the frequency of watering, or implement other
additional fugitive dust mitigation measures, to all disturbed
fugitive dust emission sources when wind speeds (as instan-
taneous wind gusts) exceed 25 miles per hour (mph).

Please refer to Section 1.0 (Arizona Impacts)

and Section 2.0 (Fugitive Emissions Dust Control

—E2-70

Plan) of Attachment A for SCE comments on

Measure AQ-1a.
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O Travel route planning will be completed to identify required
travel routes to minimize unpaved road travel to each con-
struction site to the extent feasible.

—E2-70
cont.

AQ-1b.

AQ-1c.

AQ-1d.

Use ultra low-sulfur diesel fuel. CARB-certified ultra

low-sulfur diesel (ULSD) fuel containing 15 ppm sulfur
or less shall be used in all diesel-powered construction
equipment.

Restrict engine idling. Diesel engine idle time shall be
restricted to no more than a 10 minutes duration.

Use lower emitting offroad diesel-fueled equipment.
All off road construction diesel engines not registered
under CARB’s Statewide Portable Equipment Regis-
tration Program, which have a rating of 50 hp or more,
shall meet, at a minimum, the Tier 2 California Emission
Standards for Off-Road Compression-Ignition Engines
as specified in California Code of Regulations, Title
13, section 2423(b)(1) unless that such engine is not
available for a particular item of equipment. In the
event a Tier 2 engine is not available for any offroad
engine larger than 100 hp, that engine shall be equipped
with a Tier 1 engine. In the event a Tier 1 engine is
not available for any offroad engine larger than 100
hp, that engine shall be equipped with a catalyzed
diesel particulate filter (soot filter), unless certified by
engine manufacturers that the use of such devices is
not practical for specific engine types. Equipment
properly registered under and in compliance with CARB's
Statewide Portable Equipment Registration Program
are considered to comply with this mitigation measure.

AQ-1e. Use onroad vehicles that meet California onroad stand-

ards. All onroad construction vehicles working within
California shall meet all applicable California onroad
emission standards and shall be licensed in the State
of California. This does not apply to construction worker
personal vehicles.

AOQ-1b: SCE has no comment on this measure.

AQ-1c: SCE has no comment on this measure.

AOQ-1d: SCE has no comment on this measure.

AOQ-1e: SCE has no comment on this measure
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AQ-1f. Use lower emitting offroad gasoline-fueled equipment. AQ-1f: SCE has no comment on this measure.
All offroad stationary and portable gasoline powered
equipment shall have EPA Phase 1/Phase 2 compliant
engines, where the specific engine requirement shall
be based on the new engine standard in effect two years
prior to the initiating project construction.

AQ-1g. Reduce helicopter use during construction. Helicopter AQ-1qg: SCE requests that Measure AQ-1g c be |—E2-71
use shall be limited to that necessary for conductor removed. Due to the expanse of the project,
installation, using helicopters of the smallest practical helicopters are needed for transporting workers
size. Helicopters shall not be used for delivering sup- and supplies. Helicopter use will also be required
plies or personnel within any federal or State criteria in environmentally sensitive areas to minimize
pollutant nonattainment areas except as otherwise impacts.
specified by the CPUC or BLM.

AQ-1h. When feasible, schedule deliveries outside of peak AQ-1h: SCE requests revisions be made to this |—E2-72
hours. For marshalling and construction yards west of measure as shown to the left in bold and
the eastern border of the City of Indio, all material deliv- underlined.
eries to the yards and from the yards to the construction
sites shall be scheduled to occur outside of peak “rush
hour” traffic hours (7:00 to 10:00 a.m. and 4:00 to 7:00
pm) to the extent feasible, and other truck trips during
peak traffic hours shall be minimized to the extent
feasible.

AQ-1i. Obtain NOx emission offsets. SCE shall obtain NOx AQ-1i: Please refer to Section 3.0 (2008 On-Roads/
emission reduction credits or offsets in sufficient quan- Off-Road emissions within the South Coast Air
tities to offset construction emissions of NOx that exceed Basin) and Section 4.0 (Localized Significance
the South Coast Air Basin 0zone nonattainment area Thresholds) Impacts) and Section 2.0 (Fugitive
federal General Conformity Rule applicability threshold Emissions Dust Control Plan) of Attachment A
as determined in the General Conformity analysis for for comments on Measures AQ-1h, AQ 1i, AQ-e,
the project. The emission offset method shall comply AQ-1fand AQ 1-g.
with SCAQMD rules and regulations, and offsets shall
be obtained by SCE prior to construction.
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ATTACHMENT A TO SCE COMMENTS ON THE DPV2 DEIR/DEIS
AIR QUALITY MITIGATION MEASURES

Section 1.0: Arizona Impacts

In Draft EIR/EIS Sections D.11.3.1, D.11.4.1 and D.11.4.2 “significance” thresholds of
250 tpy are used for characterizing impacts in Arizona. As correctly noted in Section
D.11.3.1, Arizona has not established “significance’ threshold for use in NEPA analyses.
The only regulatory thresholds in Arizona for industrial activity are typically for
stationary sources causing emissions at single locations. There are no generally used
regulatory thresholds for short-term construction activities occurring over many dispersed
locations within an airshed in Arizona. Arizona’s air regulations generally rely on the
use of fugitive dust rules and dust control permits to regulate short-term construction
activities. Thus, the use of a 250 tpy threshold for determining NEPA “significance™ has
no basis in any Arizona regulatory or policy document. Further, 40 CFR 51.853(b) and
40 CFR Part 93.153(b) do not contain any conformity determination thresholds for areas
that are in attainment of all standards.

While the comment in the previous paragraph is equally applicable to Maricopa County,
it is particularly important in the context of Section D.11.4.2 which concludes that
construction related PM10 emissions above 250 tpy in La Paz County can be “potentially
significant.”” The general intent of the NEPA process is to verify that projects do not
interfere with local air quality plans or contribute to violations of ambient air quality
standards. Section D.11.4.2 does not provide any demonstration that this project will
interfere with local plans or that it will contribute to violations of ambient standards. A
review of relevant documents shows that this project does not violate air quality
requirements in L.a Paz County. First, nothing in the local plans (the Arizona State
Implementation Plan in the case of LLa Paz County) prohibits construction nor do they
have any quantitative thresholds for construction related PM 10 emissions. Thus, as long
as the project complies with fugitive dust requirements in AAC R18-2- Article 6, it will
not violate local air quality requirements. Second, PM10 emissions from this project will
not cause or contribute to violations of the PM10 standard. La Paz County is well in
compliance with PM10 standards — so much so that ADEQ does not even conduct
monitoring in La Paz County. In addition, because all the construction related emissions
will not occur at any single location but will be distributed over many different locations,
there is no possibility of any “hot spot” type of a situation. Therefore, it is quite
reasonable to conclude that the project will not interfere with air quality plans nor will it
contribute to any ambient standard violations in La Paz County.

Based on the explanation provided, the conclusion of “potentially significant™ in Section
D.11.4.2 is unjustified and should be appropriately modified. Using the conclusion of
“potentially significant,” Section 1D.11.4.2 proceeds to list a set of “mitigation” measures.
Since, as argued above, there will be no violations of local air quality standards the need
for “mitigation” measures over and above local dust control requirements is not justified
for Arizona locations. The next comment expands this observation further.

E2-73
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Section 2.0: Fugitive Emissions Dust Control Plan

Mitigation Measure AQ-1a on Page D.11-41 mandates (*...SCE “shall”...””) that SCE
should create a Fugitive Dust Emission Control Plan (FEDCP) for use in construction
work in all air quality jurisdictions that DPV2 will traverse. A list of “definitive and
enforceable™ measures is also provided.

SCE and it’s contractors will fully comply with all local dust control rules. These include
ADEQ R18-2-Article 6; MCAQD Rule 301, 310, 310.01; MDAQMD Rules 401-403;
and SCAQMD Rules 401-403.1. Each of these rules contains dust control requirements
that are specific to the particular air quality control region. The list provided in the Draft
EIR/EIS is not necessarily consistent with the region-specific control measures. The list
also imposes unnecessarily stringent and restrictive control requirements in areas that are
in compliance with all air quality standards. For example, the requirement to use wheel
washers does not feature in existing dust control requirements for I.a Paz County. In
addition, some local dust control requirements contain a menu of control options rather
than restrictive single control mandates.’

SCE and it’s contractors will have to comply with all local control requirements, and in
some cases, have to procure local dust control permits’ before commencing activities.
Local regulators will issue stringent penalties for any instances of non-compliance. Thus,
local requirements are already “definitive” and most definitely “enforceable.” Creating a
separate FEDCP as suggested in the Draft EIR/EIS is redundant, will result in conflicting
requirements and additional paperwork burdens in return for limited air quality benefit.
In addition, it is not clear who would “‘enforce™ the requirements provided in the Draft
EIR/EIS — inspectors from local air agencies would have the authority to enforce only
those regulations adopted by their specific jurisdictions.

For this project, the only areas where CEQA “‘mitigation” measures are relevant are those
within the South Coast and Salton Sea Air Basins. For these areas, complyving with
SCAQMD Rules 403 and 403.1 is equivalent to complying with the measures proposed
in the Draft EIR/EIS.

Thus, re-writing Mitigation Measure AQ-1a to specify that SCE should comply with all
local air quality dust control standards and permitting requirements will achieve the
overall goal of ensuring that the project will not interfere with local air quality plans. By
averting the imposition of redundant conditions, this approach will also help to reduce the
ultimate costs of construction.

! For example, see Tables 1-20 in MCAQD, rule 310. MDAQMD Rule 403 specifies “reasonable
precautions,” as do regulations in ADEQ R18-2-Article 6. SCAQMD Rule 403(d)(5) provides a menu of
options for reducing trackout emissions.

2 For example, MCAQD Rule 310/Section 303.1 requires dust control permits for sites over 0.1 acre in
surface area. SCAQMD Rule 403.1 requires that an approved dust control plan is needed for disturbed
surface areas greater than 5,000 square feet in Coachella Valley.

E2-73
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Section 3.0: 2008 On-road/Off-road emissions within the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB)

On-road Heavy Duty

The first table in Page Ap.9-14 lists a 2008 mileage of 652,602 for Heavy Duty Vehicles
(HDV) within SCAB. The derivation of this number is not self-evident from the
information provided in Appendix 9. The sum of HDV mileage for West of Devers
(WOD) in 2008 as calculated in Page Ap.9-12 is 323,492, Assuming that all equipment
for the East of Devers (EOD) segments originates and ends in the Port of Los Angeles,
some of the East of Devers emissions would be emitted in SCAB. Assuming that East
bound equipment deliveries emit for 200 miles into SCAB (assuming a 1-way distance of
100 miles from Port of LA to western boundary of SCAB), and 982 total 2008 trips (as
assumed on page Ap.9-6), an additional 196,560 miles would have to be added to the
WOD total. This leads to a sum of 520,052 miles within SCAB, which 1s significantly
lesser than the value of 652,602 on Page Ap. 9-14.

The assumption that all major equipment deliveries originate at the Port of Los Angeles is
overly conservative. It would be more reasonable to assume that half the deliveries
originate from Phoenix. This would reduce the EOD delivery traffic mileage in SCAB
from 196,560 miles to about 98,280 miles.

On road construction vehicle mileage

The assumptions for on-road mileage traveled by heavy and medium duty vehicles are
provided in the table on page Ap.9-8. The assumption for heavy duty is 8,125 trips and
for medium duty is 15,517 trips. The round trip mileage for both types of vehicles is
assumed to be 30 miles. The number of trips is overly conservative. They are almost the
same as the number of trips assumed for EOD construction (see PageAp.9-6). Clearly,
EOD segments will involve a much higher degree of construction activity. The assumed
number of trips for WOD should be reduced by at least three quarters.

Miscellaneous/Support/Passenger vehicle mileage

Vehicular mileage assumptions provided on pages Ap.9-7 and Ap.9-8 include an
exhaustive and sometimes duplicative listing. Specifically, “support™ activities (78,000
miles on Page Ap.9-7), and “miscellancous™ (10,000 miles for heavy duty and 46,980
miles for medium duty) are redundant. Other entries already include activities which
might be classified as “support” or “miscellaneous,” namely, sanitary waste, fuel
transportation, dump trucks, shuttling, etc. Therefore, the entries for “miscellaneous’ and
“support” should be removed.

For passenger vehicles, 100 mile round trips are assumed for 9 people for every working
day in 2008. This is an overly conservative assumption. First, while on some days 9
people may be traveling on purely WOD related activities for 100 miles, on most days
only a few will be traveling, likely for distances less than 100 miles. Second, even if the
project was not going to be built, some or all of the same 9 people would be traveling on
other work related activities. Such travel is already incorporated into the SCAQMD’s
vehicular emissions projections and would occur regardless of WOD activities.
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Making the changes discussed above changes the annual emissions totals for all pollutants.
The effect on NOx emissions is provided below. E2-73

NOx emissions in SCAB 2008

Activity Miles NOx lbs/year ‘
Heavy Duty
Steel 62,400 2,024
Material delivery sites 11,700 380
Concrete 36,373 1,180
Waste 0 0
Steel 1,963 64
Conductors 7.120 231
Wood 10,331 335
Dump Trucks 18,750 608
Misc 0 0
Equipment delivery 8,000 260
Equipment Shuttle 865 28
Fuel Transport 730 24
Water Transport 5,740 186
On road Construction Eq. 74,760 2,425
FOD Traffic 98,280 3,188
TOTAL HEAVY 337,012 10,934
Medium Duty
Support 0 0
Fueling 26,000 603
On road Construction Eq. 142 935 3316
Sanitary Waste 7,500 174
Misc. Deliveries 0 0

176,435 4,093

Passenger Vehicles 1,120
TOTAL NOx lbs 16,147
TOTAL 2008 NOx tons 8.07

As indicated in the table above, the total on-road/off-road NOx emissions in SCAB for
2008 can be reasonably calculated to be 8.07 tons. The calculations in the Draft EIR/EIS
come out to 16.07 tons (see Page Ap.9-14). When carried through, the annual emissions
for 2008 in SCAB can reasonably be calculated to be 25 tpy, rather than the 33 tpy
calculated in the draft EIR/EIS. The result of this calculation is that the project will be
compliant with the General Conformity threshold of 25 tpy. Finally, it should be pointed
out that some overly conservative assumptions were also identified in the off-road
emission calculations. With more appropriate assumptions, the total 2008 NOx
emissions within SCAB would be reduced even further below the 25 tpy threshold. Thus,
the Draft EIR/EIS should be appropriately modified to indicate that the 25 tpy threshold
will not be exceeded in SCAB.
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Section 4.0: T.ocalized Significance Thresholds

Potential localized construction impacts are discussed on Page D.11-45 of the Draft
EIR/EIS, with calculations provided in Table DD.11-20. A key assumption in these
calculations is the distance of the closest receptor. The Draft EIR/EIS uses a receptor
distance of 25 meters, and concludes that there will be “significant and unavoidable”
localized PM 10 impact from the project. This is an unreasonably extreme conclusion. A
receptor distance of 25 meters is certainly not a good assumption for all construction sites
within the SCAQMD jurisdiction. A receptor distance of 50 meters is a good assumption
for the vast majority of sites. At a distance of 50 meters, the calculated PM 10 emissions
(10.37 Ibs/day in Table D.11-20) will be lesser than the relevant threshold (11 lbs/day
from Table C-4 in the Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology document of
the SCAQMD). The discussion on page D.11-45 should be revised to indicate that
localized impacts will not be necessarily significant in all areas of SCAQMD. In some
stretches, project construction may occur in close proximity to residential areas (e.g.
around San Bemardino and Vista Substations). In those areas, SCE’s compliance with
Rule 403 dust control requirements will ensure that there will be no interference with air
quality plans nor will there be any nuisance dust generated.
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E2-1

E2-2

E2-3

E2-4

SCE’s comments regarding the origin of APM G-1 are noted. Note that the Indio Aggregates,
Hot Mix and Recycling Facility owned by Granite Construction Incorporated is located within
the Cactus City Rest Area to Devers Substation segment as described in Section D.4.2.7 of
the EIR/EIS. In addition, as acknowledged by Impact L-2 in EIR/EIS Section D.4.6.7,
Proposed Project construction would temporarily disturb the land uses it traverses or adja-
cent land uses within the Cactus City Rest Area to Devers Substation segment, including the
Granite Construction site. These impacts are classified as significant, but mitigable with the
implementation of Mitigation Measure L-1a (Prepare Construction Notification Plan), which
requires SCE to coordinate its construction activities with the affected land uses to ensure
that construction conflicts are minimized. Therefore, although APM G-1’s intent is to
minimize disruptions to any active mining operations, the EIR/EIS Mitigation Measure
L-1a has been proposed to help further ensure that disruptions are minimized as well.

APM G-2 in Table D.13-11 (Applicant Proposed Measures — Geology, Mineral Resources,
and Soils) and in Table B-15 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be
incorporated into project design:

Individual Ftransmission towers will not be sited on nor straddle the mapped traces of
any known fault that has been designated active or potentially active. In areas where
known faults are present, the Holder will visually check the tower site area before
clearing, and will check the tower footing holes for any trace of a previously unmapped
fault. If manifestations of a fault are found, construction will immediately stop at that
site and the Holder will consult with the Holder’s Geologist and the BLM Authorized
Officer. The Holder’s Geologist and the BLM Authorized Officer will determine if it is
a fault trace and if so, will ascertain if it is active, potentially active, or inactive.

APM G-3 in Table D.13-11 (Applicant Proposed Measures — Geology, Mineral Resources,
and Soils) and in Table B-15 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be
incorporated into project design:

Where this is not feasible, the Holder will incorporate slack spans to bridge the fault(s)
such that the projected lateral surface displacement, as forecast by the Holder’s
geologist Geologist and accepted by the BLM Authorized Officer, will not structurally
affect the associated towers.

APM G-4 in Table D.13-11 (Applicant Proposed Measures — Geology, Mineral Resources,
and Soils) and in Table B-15 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be
incorporated into project design:

greaﬂdshakmg—ln general an approprlate tower des1gn Wthh accounts for lateral
wind loads and conductor loads, duringtine—stringing—exceeds any credible seismic
loading (groundshaking).
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E2-5

E2-6

E2-7

E2-8

E2-9

E2-10

APM G-6 in Table D.13-11 (Applicant Proposed Measures — Geology, Mineral Resources,
and Soils) and in Table B-15 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be
incorporated into project design:

Wherever pessible feasible to minimize the potential for slope instability, towers will
be located to avoid gullies or active drainages, and over-steepened slopes.

APM G-7 in Table D.13-11 (Applicant Proposed Measures — Geology, Mineral Resources,
and Soils) and in Table B-15 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be
incorporated into project design:

SCE will provide a list of sites where helicopter construction is recommended. The
Authorized Officer may require, on a site-specific basis, helicopter assisted construction
in sensitive areas. Sensitive areas are those that exhibit both (1) high erosion potential
and/or slope instability; and (2) a lack of existing aeeess-stub roads within a reasonable
distance of the tower site{(generallyne-more-thanl4—mile), or existing access that is not
suitable for upgrading to accommodate conventional tower construction or line stringing
equipment, and where it is determined that, after field review, the issues of erosion
and/or slope instability cannot be successfully mitigated through implementation of
accepted engineering practices.

APM G-8 in Table D.13-11 (Applicant Proposed Measures — Geology, Mineral Resources,
and Soils) and in Table B-15 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be
incorporated into project design:

Mitigation of potentially significant impacts to the western end of the proposed trans-
mission line due to (1) potential surface fault rupture along the Banning, Mission Creek,
and Mecca Hills faults, and (2) potential for severe seismic shaking can be achieved by
standard design methods listed below:

a. Individual Ftowers will be sited so as not to straddle active fault traces.

Please refer to Response E2-59 regarding the addition of “to the extent feasible.” Mitiga-
tion Measure G-1a in Section D.13.6.1 and throughout the EIR/EIS has been modified as
follows:

G-la Protect desert pavement. Grading for new access roads or work areas in areas
covered by desert pavement shall be avoided if possible. If avoidance of these areas
is not possible, the desert pavement surface shall be protected from damage or dis-
turbance from construction vehicles by use of temporary mats on the surface;—erby
othersminblemonas,

Mitigation Measure G-2a in Section D.13.6.1 and throughout the EIR/EIS has been modified
as follows:

G-2a Conduct geotechnical studies for preblematie-soils to assess characteristics and
aid in appropriate foundation design.

Mitigation Measure G-5a in Section D.13.6.3 and throughout the EIR/EIS has been modi-
fied as follows:
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E2-11

E2-12

E2-13

E2-14

E2-15

E2-16

E2-17

E2-18

E2-19

G-5a Preteet-Design project facilities to avoid impact from ground failure.

APM G-12 in Table D.13-11 (Applicant Proposed Measures — Geology, Mineral Resources,
and Soils) and in Table B-15 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be
incorporated into project design:

Side casting of soil during grading will be minimized. Excess soil and excavated soil

will be properly stabilized or, H—neeessary,—end-havled—to—an—-approved—disposal-site

dispersed around tower construction sites or on stub or access roads.

Please refer to Response E2-8.
Please refer to Response E2-9.
Please refer to Response E2-10.

APM W-5 in Table D.12-3 (Applicant Proposed Measures - Hydrology and Water Resources)
and in Table B-14 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be incorporated
into project design:

Towers will be located to the extent feasible to avoid active drainage channels, espe-
cially downstream of steep hillslope areas, to minimize the potential for damage by flash
flooding and mud and debris flows

APM W-6 in Table D.12-3 (Applicant Proposed Measures — Hydrology and Water Resources)
and in Table B-14 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be incorporated
into project design:

Diversion dikes or other structural enhancements will be required to divert runoff around
a tower structure if (a) the location in an active channel cannot be avoided; and (b) where
there is a very significant flood scour/deposition threat, unless specifically exempted by
the BLM Authorized Officer.

Mitigation Measure H-6a in Section D.12.7.1 (and other occurrences of this text) has been
modified as follows:

H-6a Design diversion dikes or other site remediations to avoid damage to adjacent
property.

The comment that additional surveys are scheduled to be performed in Spring 2007 has
been noted.

The EIR/EIS preparers used the APMs as written by SCE in its PEA and did not change
the language of these APMs when they were presented in the EIR/EIS. Where an APM did
not fully help mitigate particular impacts to less than significant levels, the EIR/EIS preparers
recommended specific mitigation measures associated with each significant impact (as applic-
able) to supplement the APMs and help reduce impacts. Therefore, the EIR/EIS preparers can
accept changes the language of SCE’s APMs only in cases where these changes do not affect
the impact analysis completed in the EIR/EIS. In the case of APM B-14, the change was not
made. Note that Section D.2 (Biological Resources) provides thorough analysis of Proposed
Project impacts and applicable mitigation measure for biological resources.
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E2-20

E2-21

E2-22

E2-23
E2-24

E2-25

SCE had no comments on this measure, but only notes that there are different requirements
for Arizona and California and SCE may be required to buy Arizona plants of this type.

Please refer to Response E2-19 regarding edits to APMs that were proposed by SCE as part
of the Proposed Project. APM B-11 has not been changed. Note that Section D.2 (Biological
Resources) provides thorough analysis of Proposed Project impacts and applicable mitigation
measure for biological resources.

Please refer to Response E2-19 regarding edits to APMs that were proposed by SCE as part
of the Proposed Project. APM B-12 has not been changed. Note that Section D.2 (Biological
Resources), provides thorough analysis of Proposed Project impacts and applicable mitigation
measure for biological resources.

Please refer to Response E2-59 regarding the addition of “to the greatest extent feasible.”

The requirement that SCE “coordinate with the BLM and USFWS” does means the Kofa
NWR, with respect to the USFWS.

Hydroseeding or drill seeding with native desert plants does work if planned correctly, (i.e.,
timing and good seed choice) and has been required on other BLM projects in the region.
However, the Mitigation Measure B-1a (Prepare and implement a Habitat Restoration/Com-
pensation Plan) in Section D.2.6.1.1 will be modified as follows to allow flexibility in the
use of restoration techniques:

B-1a Prepare and implement a Habitat Restoration/Compensation Plan. SCE shall
restore all areas disturbed by project construction, including temporary disturbance
areas around tower construction sites, laydown/staging areas, temporary access and
spur roads, and existing tower locations that are removed during construction of the
Proposed Project. Where onsite restoration is planned for mitigation of temporary
impacts to sensitive vegetation communities, SCE shall identify a qualified Habitat
Restoration Specialist to be approved by the CPUC/BLM. Hydroseeding, drill
seeding, or an otherwise approved restoration technique shall be utilized on all disturbed
surfaces using a locally endemic native seed mix approved by the CPUC/CDFG/
ADGF/FWS and BLM (on BLM lands). SCE shall flag the limits of disturbance at
each construction site. In project areas that occur in the WRCMSHCP plan area, SCE
shall use the applicable Best Management Practices identified in the WRCMSHCP.

The 500 area around each tower is not intended to be a buffer where activities cannot
occur. The 500 foot area is intended to ensure that vehicles do not stop or drive in areas that
support populations of noxious weeds. The mitigation will be clarified to this effect. Previous
BLM projects have required that all known populations of noxious weeds be flagged for avoid-
ance along access roads to prevent the spread or establishment of new populations. The
weed list utilized by the project would consist of the BLM and ADA list for noxious plants.

Mitigation, including washing vehicles before and after entering all project sites, has been
utilized on previous projects to reduce the potential for the spread of noxious weeds.
However, the mitigation has been modified to indicate that washing vehicles will occur
unless otherwise authorized by the BLM. In addition, in response to the USFWS the miti-
gation has been modified to address their concerns regarding weed abatement in the Coachella
Valley Preserve. Mitigation Measures B-2a and B-2b in Section D.2.6.1.2 have been mod-
ified as follows:
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B-2a Conduct invasive and noxious weed inventory. SCE shall survey the project cor-
ridor, including access roads, for populations of invasive and noxious weeds prior
to the start of construction. All populations of invasive and noxious weeds located along
access or spur roads within 500 feet of each tower location shall be flagged prior to

construction unless otherwise directed by the BLM.

B-2b

Implement control measures for invasive and noxious weeds. SCE shall
adhere to the BLM management guidelines for reducing the potential for the
introduction of noxious weeds and invasive, non-native plant species en-the
BEM-ands by implementation of the following standards:

Wash all equipment and vehicles. Vehicles and all equipment must be washed
BEFORE AND AFTER entering all project sites unless otherwise directed in writing
by the BLM. This includes wheels, undercarriages, bumpers and all parts of
the vehicle. In addition, all tools such as chain saws, hand clippers, pruners,
etc., must also be washed BEFORE AND AFTER entering all project sites. For
example, vehicles traveling into contaminated areas are the main dispersal
mechanism for yellow star-thistle. All washing must take place where rinse
water is collected and disposed of in either a sanitary sewer or a landfill.

Keep written logs. When vehicles and equipment are washed, a daily log must
be kept stating the location, date and time, types of equipment, methods used and
staff present. The log shall contain the signature of the responsible crewmember.

Written logs will be available for CPUC/BLM inspection and shall be turned in
to BLM on a weekly basis.

Post-construction weed abatement on the Coachella Valley Preserve. Post-

construction follow-up weed abatement will be conducted on the work areas
within the Coachella Valley Preserve and Kofa National Wildlife Refuge. Weed
abatement will be conducted during the spring following construction and prior
to when the weeds establish flowers or produce seeds.

E2-26 This measure is intended to address both impacts to common and sensitive nesting birds.
The 500 foot buffer is common practice and is routinely implemented for projects in California.
The 500 foot buffer is intended to ensure that impacts to sensitive species do not occur.
This distance, however, is site dependent and may change based on existing conditions includ-
ing ambient noise, level of disturbance, and site topography. For common birds this buffer
can be reduced; however, for listed species this distance protects SCE from having inci-
dental “Take” of a listed species. Mitigation Measure B-5a for Impact B-5 (Construction
activities during the breeding season would result in a potential loss of nesting birds) in Sec-
tion D.2.6.1.5 has be modified to reflect that difference:

B-5a Conduct pre-construction surveys and monitoring for breeding birds. SCE
shall conduct protocol level surveys for nesting birds if construction activities
are scheduled to occur during the breeding season for raptors and other migratory
birds. Surveys shall be conducted in areas within 500 feet of tower sites, laydown/
staging areas, substation sites, and access road/spur road locations. SCE shall
be responsible for designating a CPUC/BLM-approved qualified biologist who can
conduct pre-construction surveys and monitoring for breeding birds. If State or
federally listed birds H-breedingbirds with active nests are found, a biological

monitor shall establish a 500-foot buffer around the nest and no activities will be
allowed within the buffer until the young have fledged from the nest or the nest
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E2-27

E2-28

E2-29

E2-30

E2-31

E2-32

fails. The biological monitor shall conduct regular monitoring of the nest to
determine success/failure and to ensure that project activities are not conducted
within the 500-foot buffer until the nesting cycle is complete or the nest fails. The
biological monitor shall be responsible for documenting the results of the
surveys and the ongoing monitoring. A 300 foot buffer shall be implemented in
the event that raptors or other species protected under the MBTA are located. This
buffer will be evaluated after consultation with the CPUC/BLM/CDFG and USFWS.

Mitigation Measure B-6a does not require or insinuate that common plant species will be
transplanted. This measure is intended to address the plant species identified by the ADA
and the BLM and has been addressed in APM Bio-9, Bio-10, Bio-11, and Bio-12. There-
fore, Mitigation Measure B-6a (Develop a transplanting plan) in Section D.2.6.1.6 has not
been revised.

APM B-15 in Table D.2-14 (Applicant Proposed Measures — Biological Resources) and in
Table B-10 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be incorporated into project
design:

In the vicinity of the Colorado River, existing tower spacings and conductor heights
will be matched to the greatest extent practical.

The measure referenced by SCE was originally a provision of the BLM permit for the
DPV2 right-of-way. The changes are not accepted, but may be negotiated with BLM as to
the appropriateness for new permit conditions that would be issued following a Record of
Decision on the DPV2 Project. The specifics of land purchase transactions must be handled
with BLM directly outside of the EIR/EIS process.

SCE states that this measure is contrary to requirements of the CAISO. However, this
measure was presented by SCE itself in its PEA, and the impact analysis in the EIR/EIS
was done assuming that this measure would be implemented. Please refer to Response E2-19
regarding edits to APMs that were proposed by SCE as part of the Proposed Project. APM
B-30 has not been changed. Note that Section D.2 (Biological Resources) provides thorough
analysis of Proposed Project impacts and applicable mitigation measure for biological resources.

APM B-31 in Table D.2-14 (Applicant Proposed Measures — Biological Resources) and in
Table B-10 (see Section B.5) has been updated as follows and will be incorporated into
project design:

Any desert tortoise observed on access roads or work areas will be moved immediately
100-yards-away from the roadway into safe areas.

The EIR/EIS preparers utilized the APMs as proposed by SCE in its PEA and did not change
the language of these APMs from that presented in the PEA. Where an APM did not fully
help mitigate particular impacts to less than significant levels, the EIR/EIS preparers
recommended specific mitigation measures for each significant impact (as applicable) to
supplement the APMs and help reduce impacts. Therefore, the EIR/EIS preparers will not
change the language of SCE’s APMs based on these comments given that the text of these
measures were part of SCE’s Application to the CPUC. Therefore, APM B-34 has not been
modified. Note that Section D.2 (Biological Resources) provides thorough analysis of Proposed
Project impacts and applicable mitigation measure for biological resources. Mitigation Mea-
sure B-9f (Table D.2-14) was developed based on consultation with the BLM regarding this
issue and is consistent with the APM B-34.
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E2-33

E2-34

E2-35

E2-36

Please refer to Response E2-26 regarding Mitigation Measure B-5a (Conduct pre-construction
surveys and monitoring for breeding birds).

Please refer to Response E2-24 regarding Mitigation Measure B-1a (Prepare and implement
and Habitat Restoration/Compensation Plan).

Mitigation Measure B-7a (Avoid Colorado River) does not prohibit SCE from spanning the
river.

Mitigation Measure B-7b (Conduct pre-construction tortoise surveys) has not been changed.
Only a qualified desert tortoise monitor can move the animal if encountered under a vehicle.
In addition, there is no requirement to construct anything other than a man made burrow
based on the professional judgment of the biologist. The intent is to match where possible the
direction of the opening and other physical factors.

It is not clear which issue is referenced in “see earlier comments” but the response to Comment
E2-29 may be appropriate. There were no earlier comments specific to Mitigation Measure
B-7c (Purchase mitigation lands for impacts to tortoise habitat) and no revisions have been
made.

No change has been made to Mitigation Measure B-7d (Purchase mitigation lands for impacts
to fringe-toed lizard habitat). The document only requires the purchase of mitigation lands
if directed to by the USFWS. In addition, this measure has been modified at the direction of
the USFWS.

No change has been made to Mitigation Measure B-9¢ (Construct pre-construction surveys
and owl relocation); instead, Mitigation Measure B-5a (Conduct pre-construction surveys and
monitoring for breeding birds) has been modified to reflect SCE’s comment (see Response
E2-26).

Mitigation Measure B-9f has been modified regarding Burnt Mountain and this area will be
removed. The avoidance period is based on consultation with the USFWS. Mitigation Mea-
sure B-9f (Perform construction outside of breeding and lambing period) revisions are as
follows:

B-9f Perform construction outside of breeding and lambing period. Construction
activities conducted within suitable habitat near Burnt Mountain, Harquahala Moun-
tain, and Kofa NWR shall not occur during the period of the year when bighorn
sheep are lambing (from January 1 to April 30). A pre-construction survey for big-
horn sheep shall be conducted on Forest Service lands prior to construction and
maintenance of the transmission lines. If bighorn sheep are found, then SCE shall
consult with the Forest Service, USFWS, and Bighorn Institute to identify appro-
priate avoidance measures.

It is acknowledged that capturing or relocating wildlife can pose risks to the biologist. Miti-
gation Measure B-9g (Conduct pre-construction surveys and relocation for American badger)
has been modified in accordance with this comment as follows to require consultation with
the CDFG and BLM regarding the procedures utilized to reduce impacts to badgers if avoid-
ance is not possible:
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E2-37

E2-38

E2-39

E2-40

E2-41

E2-42

B-9g Conduct pre-construction surveys and relocation for American badger. Prior to
construction, SCE shall conduct pre-construction surveys for American badger.
Surveys will be conducted prior to ground disturbance activities in areas that con-
tain habitat for this species. Badger dens located outside the project area shall be flagged
for avoidance. Unoccupied dens located in the right of way shall be covered to prevent
the animal from re-occupying the den prior to construction. If occupied dens are
identified in the area of the ROW that must be disturbed, the CDFG/BLM/Forest
Service shall be consulted regarding options for action. Hand-excavation is an option
if occupied dens cannot be avoided, but alternatives shall be considered due to poten-
tial danger to biologists. Oeceupied-dens—inthe ROW-shall-be-hand-excavated—if
avoidanee-is-not-pessible: Dens shall be hand-excavated only before or after the breed-
ing season (February 1-May 30). Any relocation of badgers shall take place after
consultation with the BLM, Forest Service, and CDFG.

In regards to the comment about Mitigation Measure B-Sh (Conduct pre-construction surveys
for roosting bats), all bat species are protected by Arizona State Law and any bats residing
in caves or caverns are protected by AGFD under Arizona Revised Statutes §13-3702; bats
are protected by AGFD under Arizona State Law from “take” as defined by Arizona Revised
Statutes §17-101.

In addition, SCE will conduct pre-construction surveys in habitat suitable for the Coachella Valley
round-tailed squirrel species in the Coachella Valley. Mitigation Measure B-9i (Schedule con-
struction when the Coachella Valley round-tailed squirrel is dormant) is only required where
colonies of this species have been identified.

Mitigation Measure B-16a (Prepare and implement a raven control plan) is based on APM B-20
(see Table B-10 in Section B.5). This measure does not identify nor set an exact schedule
for the removal of nests. Removing raven nests would require coordination with the USFWS
as indicated in the mitigation measure. Therefore, Mitigation Measure B-16a has not been
revised.

It is understood that steep slopes may make implementation of this measure infeasible in cer-
tain situations. In fact, the measure already includes the statement that “Site-specific con-
ditions will determine when such mitigation is feasible.” No change is required.

SCE’s comment relates to language from the original ROW Grant from BLM that was repeated
in SCE’s PEA in the mitigation chapter. The language may or may not be used by BLM in
the ROW Grant for the DPV2 line.

See response to Comment E2-40.

Construction sites are not limited to substations. In addition to substations, construction
sites include communication facilities sites, series capacitor sites, and optical repeater sites.
No change has been made to Mitigation Measure V-1a (Reduce visibility of construction activities
and equipment) specifying construction sites. Regarding the request for notification, it is
not appropriate for a measure to impose requirements on the Lead Agency. It will be the
responsibility of SCE to coordinate with BLM during construction on these issues.
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E2-43

E2-44

E2-45

E2-46

E2-47

No basis has been provided for the request to modify the language of Mitigation Measure
V-2a. Given the potential persistence of land scars in arid environments, it will likely be
necessary in a number of areas to aggressively revegetate in order mitigate the impact of land
scars. SCE’s concerns regarding the success of revegetation in the desert environment are
acknowledged; however, the measure has not been modified. The determination of success
will be defined with BLM staff in developing the revegetation plan.

Regarding the requested changes to Mitigation Measures V-2b and V-2¢ with regard to
CPUC/BLM response timeframes, measures do not include performance requirements for
the Lead Agencies, as suggested by SCE so the suggested change has not been included.
Timeframes for review will be addressed in the establishment of the mitigation monitoring
program with SCE, CPUC, and BLM.

Please refer to Response E2-59 regarding the addition of “where feasible” to Mitigation Mea-
sure V-3a (Reduce visual contrast of towers and conductors).

Mitigation Measure V-6b (Screen ancillary facilities) throughout Section D.3 (Visual Resources)
has been deleted except for its application to Harquahala Junction Switchyard Alternative
under Impact V-35 [Increased structure contrast, industrial character, view blockage, and
skylining when viewing the Harquahala Junction Switchyard Alternative site from Key
Viewpoint 29 on Salome Highway (VS VC)] in Section D.3.8.3.

Control of night lighting is crucial to ensure that night lighting impacts do not occur, partic-
ularly in rural low light environments. Therefore, Mitigation Measure V-6¢ has not been
changed. This measure applies only to facilities specifically defined in impact titles; for
example, as mitigation for Impact V-17, the measure would apply to the California Series Capac-
itor Bank. The measure is not applied to the Devers or Valley Substations.

Because Impact V-19 is a Class III impact and would be less than significant with or with-
out the implementation of Mitigation Measure V-19a, and given the concerns raised in this
comment, Mitigation Measure V-19a (Reduce Visual Contrast by Painting Towers with
Appropriate Colors) is hereby deleted from the Draft EIR/EIS and Table D.3-11. Text under
Operational Impacts in Section D.3.6.7 (Cactus City Rest Area to Devers Substation) has
been modified as follows:

Mitigation Measure V- 3a is recommended to reduce the visual impact along this portlon
of the pI’O]CCt £ : 2 g

M%M%M#&%%%—Whﬂe Impact V 19 would be less than

significant, mitigation is recommended in compliance with NEPA requirements (please
see the explanation of mitigation for less than significant impacts in Section D.1.2)...
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E2-48

E2-49

E2-50

E2-51

E2-52

Note that Mitigation Measure WR-1a (Coordinate construction schedule and activities with
the authorized officer of the recreation area) in Section D.5 (Wilderness and Recreation) and
WR-1c (Coordinate with local agencies to identify alternative recreation areas) specifically
provide a list identifying the recreational areas and resources that would be affected by the
Proposed Project.

Mitigation Measure N-la (implement best management practices for construction noise)
allows SCE to create construction noise on weekends according to “an alternative schedule
established by the local jurisdiction.” The prohibitions on weekend construction noise, if
any, for each local jurisdiction are shown in Section D.8.4.3 (Applicable Regulations, Plans,
and Standards: Local).

Mitigation Measure L-1a (prepare construction notification plan) identifies a requirement
that SCE must submit its proposed resident notification program, which would help to avoid
noise complaints during construction activities.

Mitigation Measure N-1a (implement best management practices for construction noise) iden-
tifies the best management practices (BMP) that must be implemented to avoid a potentially
significant noise impact during construction. There is no separate manual of BMPs for con-
struction noise.

Regarding comments on Mitigation Measure C-2a, SCE is not expected to initiate con-
sultation with Native American groups or individuals. The BLM, as lead federal agency,
and in accordance with Executive Memorandum of April 29, 1994 and Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation, will conduct required government-to-government consulta-
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E2-53

E2-54

E2-55

E2-56

E2-57

E2-58

E2-59

E2-60

E2-61

tion with interested Native American tribes and individuals. Nonetheless, as set forth in
this mitigation measure, and Mitigation Measure C-3a, the Applicant shall provide assistance
and support, as requested and directed by the BLM. This may include drafting correspond-
ence, mailings, telephone follow-ups, interviews, attending meetings, and other activities as
requested. The Applicant shall also undertake required treatments, studies, or other actions
that result from the BLM’s consultation with Native Americans.

Please refer to Response E2-52.
Please refer to Response E2-1.

Please see response to Comment E2-19 regarding changes to APMs. APM L-4 has not been
modified; however, note that the Project Description correctly characterizes the types of
towers to be installed in agricultural land. Note that Section D.6 (Agriculture) provides thor-
ough analysis of Proposed Project impacts and applicable mitigation measure for agricultural
resources.

The comment is unclear, and it appears that no change to Mitigation Measure L-1c has been
requested. In preparing the land use analysis, the EIR/EIS preparers assumed that any land
crossing and/or acquisition issues between SCE and the Agua Caliente Tribe would be
negotiated by the two parties prior to implementation of the project. The EIR/EIS land use
impact analysis (in Section D.4.6.7) discussion’s intent is to merely present the information
regarding these issues as provided by SCE and the Tribe. In fact, Section D.4.6.7 on page
D.4-36, acknowledges that as of the writing of the Draft EIR/EIS, “SCE and the Agua Caliente
Band of Cahuilla Indians still need to resolve issues of land acquisition for the Proposed Project.”
Mitigation Measure L-1c merely requires SCE to provide proof of their negotiations with
the Tribe to CPUC and BLM. Therefore, no changes to Mitigation Measure L-1c have been
made based on the comment.

Please refer to Response E2-55.

See Response E2-19 above. In addition, Mitigation Measure L-1a (Prepare Construction Noti-
fication Plan) has been proposed to ensure coordination of proposed project impacts on all
affected land uses, including the Palo Verde Irrigation District. Therefore, for the reasons enu-
merated above under the response to SCE’s comments on APM L-4, and the fact that Miti-
gation Measure L-1a would be implemented to ensure coordination between SCE and affected
land owners, no changes have been made to APM L-6.

It is unnecessary to include the phrase “where feasible” into mitigation measures, because miti-
gation measures, by definition have to be feasible. As stated in CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4 (a)(1), “An EIR shall describe feasible measures which could minimize significant
adverse impacts...” Therefore, if SCE feels that this measure is not feasible, SCE needs to
enumerate the specific reasons why this measure needs to be revised. Therefore, the Mitigation
Measure has not been revised.

See Response E2-58.

Please refer to Response E2-19. APM A-7 has not been modified. Regarding whether or
not the “marshalling yards” would be considered to be part of the construction site, this would
depend on whether SCE is required to modify the site in any way (e.g., grading, graveling,
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E2-62

E2-63

E2-64

E2-65

E2-66

paving) for use in this project and on whether construction equipment would be stored at
the site. In establishing the mitigation monitoring program, this type of issue will be defined
between SCE, the CPUC, and BLM.

Mitigation Measure T-7a (Repair roadways damaged by construction activities) in Section
D.9.6.1 and Table D.9-18 has been modified as follows:

T-7a  Repair roadways damaged by construction activities. If roadways, sidewalks, medians,
curbs, shoulders, or other such features are damaged by the project’s construction activ-
ities, as determined by the CPUC Environmental Monitor or the affected public
agency, SCE shall coordinate repairs with the affected public agencies and ensure that
any such damage is repaired to the pre-construction condition within 60-30 days from
the end of all-the construction peried-within each affected county.

Impact P-1 throughout Section D.10 (Public Health and Safety) and the rest of the EIR/EIS
has been updated as follows:

Impact P-1: Soil contamination as-a-restHt-ofcould result from improper handling
andy/or storage of hazardous materials during construction activities

Mitigation Measure P-1C has been modified in Section D.10.6.1 and in Table D.10-9 as
follows:

P-1c  Ensure proper disposal of construction waste. All non-hazardous construction and
demolition waste, including trash and litter, garbage, and other solid waste shall be
disposed of properly. —pPetroleum products; and other potentially hazardous materials;
shall be removed to a hazardous waste facility permitted or otherwise authorized to
treat, store, or dispose of such materials.

Although the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 applies to municipal governments,
it also applies to State agencies. The California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB)
states that, “State agencies should be an example for others and a force around California in
the area of recycling and resource conservation.” In 1997, the CIWMB identified construction
and demolition materials, along with organic materials, as making up half of the State’s
waste stream, the recycling of which is a key element to achieving 50 percent diversion of
waste. AB 939, which enacted the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, states in PRC
§40001 that “the responsibility for solid waste management is a shared responsibility between
the state and local governments. The state shall exercise its legal authority in a manner that
ensures an effective and coordinated approach to the safe management of all solid waste
generated within the state...” PRC §40001 of AB 939 goes on to state that, “it is the policy
of the state to assist local governments in minimizing duplication of effort, and in minimizing
the costs incurred, in implementing this division through the development of regional coop-
erative efforts and other mechanisms which comply with this division.” As the Proposed
Project traverses lands for which city and county waste management agencies are responsible
for solid waste disposal, by requiring this mitigation measure as written, the CPUC is assisting
these municipal governments in their compliance with AB 939 and the Integrated Waste Man-
agement Act of 1989. No changes have been made to Mitigation Measure S-2a (Recycle con-
struction waste).

Please refer to Response E2-19. APM A-2 has not been modified.
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E2-67

E2-68

E2-69

E2-70

E2-71

E2-72

E2-73

Please refer to Response E2-19. APM A-4 has not been modified.
Please refer to Response E2-19. APM A-5 has not been modified.

Please refer to Response E2-19. APM A-7 has not been modified. Regarding the definition
of offsite marshalling areas, please see Response E2-61.

Please see Response E2-73. No revisions to this condition have been made.

This mitigation measure requires that helicopter use be minimized to the extent practical in
the federal and state ozone non-attainment areas within California, only. The project route
through Arizona, where the most remote tower sites are located, is not subject to this miti-
gation measure. Where conditions are such that helicopter delivery of supplies or personnel
are required, or preferred due to other environmental issue concerns, they can be allowed at
the discretion of the CPUC. Additionally, this condition provides assurance for the General Con-
formity findings for the Salton Sea Air Basin and reasonable accuracy for the South Coast Air
Basin NOx emissions and associated offset requirements, which both assume minimal heli-
copter use. Unfettered helicopter use could drastically increase the NOx emissions for the
project.

Due to the apparent confusion regarding the applicability, and to correct the regulatory over-
ride authority noted within this condition, this condition is has been revised for clarity as
follows:

AQ-1g Reduce helicopter use during construction. Helicopter use in California shall be lim-
ited to that necessary for conductor installation, using helicopters of the smallest practical
size-; and Hhelicopters shall not be used for delivering supplies or personnel within
California any-federal or State ozone eriteria-peHutant nonattainment areas except as
specifically excepted by the etherwisespecified-by-the-CPUC due to limitations in road
access and/or to reduce other adverse environmental impacts associated with road
construction/travel (such as to biological resources or cultural resources)erBEM.

Please refer to E2-59 regarding the addition of “when feasible” to Mitigation Measure AQ-1h
(Schedule deliveries outside of peak hours).

Please see response to Response E2-73 regarding Mitigation Measure AQ-1i (Obtain NOx
emissions offsets). There is no direct comment on this condition and it will not be revised.
If a separate General Conformity analysis is performed prior to the ROD and the emission
estimates for NOx within the SCAB are revised then the applicability of this condition may
be affected at that time.

Section 1.0: Arizona Impacts. Selecting air quality impact significance criteria for Arizona
portions of the project depended on first determining whether the local jurisdictions (MDAQD
or ADEQ) have any recommended NEPA air quality significance criteria. Because these local
jurisdictions do not have any such recommended criteria, the second step of selection of appro-
priate significance thresholds lies with the BLM. Note that no other governmental agencies
(local, state, or federal) commented on the significance criteria used in the Draft EIR/EIS.
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The air quality impact thresholds used for the NEPA analysis within Arizona were based on
BLM’s review of precedence set by other NEPA documents. This is in contrast to the CEQA
thresholds that are published by local air quality management agencies. NEPA documents
that cover large linear or area source projects like the Proposed Project are not frequently pub-
lished (i.e., non-point source projects’). The comment correctly notes that non-point source
projects are difficult to assess because of their disperse nature, but the comment does not support
its assertion that project-related construction emissions would not cause or contribute to a
potential violation of the standards. This could only be demonstrated with a dispersion model-
ing analysis. A 250 tons/year threshold was selected as appropriate for an emission-based
criteria for the attainment areas based on the federal Prevention of Significant Deterioration
program thresholds and the review of other NEPA documents, including the 2002 FEIS for
the Lake Mead National Park - Lake Management Plan” that in part use 250 tons/year. The
Lake Mead National Park - Lake Management Plan project is similar to DPV2 as it involves
emissions over a large area that is also in attainment with all pollutant standards.

Section 2.0: Fugitive Dust Emission Control Plan. Compliance with regulations is a base
assumption in the Draft EIR/EIS because SCE is required by law to comply with all appro-
priate air quality regulations. However, compliance with all regulations does not guarantee
that a project is properly mitigated.

The intent of the mitigation is to provide “definitive” instruction on how to avoid the potential
impact. Therefore, the purpose of the Fugitive Dust Emission Control Plan (FDECP) required
by Mitigation Measure AQ-1a is to define and specify precisely the methods that will be used
to mitigate the fugitive dust emissions. Some of these requirements are already defined precisely
in Mitigation Measure AQ-1a in order to provide the necessary amount of emission control
dictated by the impact analysis. As noted by the comment, “some local dust control require-
ments contain a menu of options rather than restrictive single control mandates”. The miti-
gation measure aims to provide specific direction because the Proposed Project has an extremely
high fugitive dust emission potential, primarily due to the extensive unpaved road travel
required to reach the remote tower sites (particularly true in La Paz County, Arizona). Project
emissions could cause or contribute to potential violations of the standards in the absence of spe-
cific dust control measures.

For example, the specified requirement to use the CARB certified non-toxic soil binders on
unpaved roads is required because watering will be highly ineffective to control fugitive dust
on the large network of unpaved roads that will be used to construct DPV2. The use of the rec-
ommended soil binder would significantly reduce wind-related and traffic-related soil erosion
potential on the unpaved roads during and after the project construction. Use of this specific
mitigation measure is necessary to reduce PM10 air quality impacts to levels that would not
be likely to cause or contribute to potential violations of the standards, to reduce other sig-
nificant air quality impacts to the extent feasible, and to maintain PM10 emissions below
General Conformity thresholds in non-attainment areas.

1

NEPA documents for large point source projects normally include dispersion modeling results to determine the
potential for significant impacts. Dispersion modeling could be done but would be very difficult for large
linear or area wide projects. The DPV2 Draft EIR/EIS did not include modeling due to the multiple difficulties
involved with modeling such a large scale project. Therefore, emission-based criteria were used for the
significance determination.

The FEIS for the Lake Mead National Park - Lake Management Plan can be found on the National Park Service
Website http://www.nps.gov/lame/planning/toc.htm.
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Requiring a FDECP would not be redundant or significantly increase regulatory compliance
costs because the FDECP could be used to fulfill the local requirements for dust control plans.
The CPUC and the BLM are the responsible agencies for the enforcement of all adopted mit-
igation measures. Local enforcement of fugitive dust control regulations is also possible; how-
ever, compliance with local requirements would be guaranteed by complying with the FDECP,
as the mitigation methods specified in the FDECP would have to meet or exceed the local
rule requirements.

Section 3.0: 2008 Onroad/Offroad emissions within the South Coast Air Basin. In response
to this comment, the Final EIR/EIS includes revisions the onroad emission calculations and
assumptions needed to adjust the road travel by year and jurisdiction. The apportionment of
heavy-duty trip mileage within the SCAB for 2008 was too high in the Draft EIR/EIS. Other
issues have also been addressed with the annual WOD mileage apportionment which increased
the passenger and delivery/work vehicle mileage in the SCAB for 2008. With the re-apportioned
vehicle mileage the 2008 SCAB NOx emission are shown at a lower level of 32.55 tons/year.
This is still above the 25 ton/year General Conformity applicability threshold. Other annual emis-
sions have also been corrected as necessary in the Final EIR/EIS air quality analysis including
the Air Quality Appendix.

SCE provides comments on the validity of assumptions used in the Draft EIR/EIS analysis.
While SCE is entitled to an opinion regarding other specific technical assumptions used in
the emission calculations, the following responses provide the rationale for the assumptions
showing that they are reasonable.

Onroad Heavy Duty. The assumptions regarding the origination and travel requirements of
the non-concrete tower construction supplies are reasonable worst case assumptions. An assump-
tion that all steel and cable supplies would originate from the Port of Los Angeles/Long Beach
is reasonable assumption given the current situation for heavy manufacturing locations. It is
not unreasonable to assume that the fabricated steel and cable will come from Pacific Rim nations
such as Korea or China. SCE in this comment has provided no information on likely equipment
suppliers, manufacturing locations, and likely travel routes to justify changing these assumptions.

Onroad Construction Vehicle Mileage. The trip basis for construction of the WOD compo-
nents was determined after critical review of an elaborate WOD project schedule provided
by SCE and the manpower and equipment estimate provided separately for WOD. The num-
ber of days in each type of construction/demolition operation were determined directly from
the supplied schedule (see Ap.9-4 for the detailed assumptions drawn from the SCE pro-
vided materials shown in the emission appendix) and multiplied by the manpower and onroad
trip requirements (passenger and medium duty vehicles types using SCE’s Table 8.9.05 WOD
Table 3-8). It should also be noted that several activities identified in the WOD schedule
(see Ap.9-4) were not explicitly quantified in the WOD emission estimate since SCE did
not provide any corresponding crew or equipment lists for these activities. The heavy duty
vehicle types were determined in part through the aforementioned method with the addition
of necessary supply trips and waste trips generated from WOD activities. Therefore, any
overestimate of trips for WOD work elements comes directly from SCE’s schedule and crew/
equipment information. If SCE believes these estimates to be as much as three-quarters too
high, an updated project schedule and equipment/personnel list for WOD that justifies the
assumption would need to be provided by SCE. While the construction of the new trans-
mission towers for WOD is significantly less than that for EOD, there are many other activities
proposed for WOD (see Ap.9-4) that increase the total equipment use and vehicle miles trav-
eled for WOD.
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Miscellaneous/Support/Passenger Vehicle Mileage. The support vehicles in the personnel
and private vehicle category are taken directly from the listed personnel equipment in tables
provided by SCE and shown as “support” (SCE’s 8.9.05 EOD Table 3-7.xls and 8.9.05 WOD
Table 3-8.xls). The miscellaneous medium and heavy duty vehicles assumed would include any
and all vehicle activities missed in the aforementioned SCE tables and not otherwise accounted
for as delivery or waste types, including but not limited to unidentified material delivery/waste
trips, vehicle accident repair/towing, broken offroad equipment replacement, other contin-
gencies, and primarily the numerous miscellaneous substation work elements identified in
the project schedules that are not quantified in the tables.

The 2008 SCAB annual NOx emission estimate provided in the Draft EIR/EIS is well below
the original estimates provided by SCE in the PEA and subsequent air quality data responses
and is based on fuel usage estimates that are substantially lower than the SCE’s estimates.
Therefore, in light of these significantly higher estimates provided by SCE, it seems incongru-
ous that this comment should claim that the Draft EIR/EIS activity and emissions estimates
are too high.

The Applicant Proposed Measure (APM) A-8 provided in the PEA states “Emissions credits
would be purchased to offset any emissions levels which are over the emissions thresholds.”
However, this APM did not specify that it only applies to conformity emission thresholds,
in fact the PEA did not discuss general conformity nor provide the general conformity emission
thresholds. SCE did not specify whether this APM should apply to offsets for NOx and PM10
for emissions over the CEQA daily emission significance thresholds in the MDAQMD and NOx,
PM10 and VOC offsets for emissions over CEQA daily emissions significance thresholds in
the SCAQMD. Mitigation Measure AQ-1i addresses the lack of specificity in this APM. The
relatively small amount of NOx emission offsets that would be required for 2008 in the SCAB
by Mitigation Measure AQ-1i should be readily obtainable by SCE in the form RECLAIM
Trading Credits (RTCs).

In summary, the trip estimates provided by SCE did not differentiate vehicle type, did not
appear to have correctly linked calculations, and were otherwise extremely difficult to interpret
and use for calculating the project-related onroad emissions. A revised emission estimate could
only be completed to re-evaluate the project emissions versus the General Conformity applic-
ability thresholds with SCE providing well-documented assumptions for the project schedules,
activities, equipment, onroad travel, etc.

Section 4.0: Localized Significance Thresholds. The Draft EIR/EIS clearly states that the sig-
nificant impacts (Impact AQ-1 within the SCAQMD) are limited to the affected sensitive
receptors, and the Final EIR/EIS includes edits to clarify that the impacts would extend to
just less than 50 meters rather than “within and just over 50 meters of the tower sites.” This
correction along with additional language to clarify that the impact is limited only to the affected
nearby receptors has been added to the paragraph following Table D.11-20 in Section
D.11.4.4.
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