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Cc: Freddie Olmos
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Date: Monday, September 22, 2025 4:03:05 PM
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SCE EMB PEA Completeness Review #4.msq

Good afternoon Jason,

My apologies for the delay. Please see the attachment. Thanks!

Narissa Petchumrus (they. them, theirs)
CEQA Project Manager

Infrastructure and Permitting CEQA Section
Energy Division

California Public Utilities Commission
213-266-4726 (ext 5-4726)
Narissa.Jimenez-Petchumrus@cpuc.ca.gov

From: Freddie Olmos <Folmos@ecorpconsulting.com>

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2025 11:29 AM

To: Jimenez-Petchumrus, Narissa <Narissa.Jimenez-Petchumrus@cpuc.ca.gov>

Cc: Lindsay Buck <lbuck@ecorpconsulting.com>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: TLRR: EMB Monthly Proponents Meeting (Staff Only) - September 2025
Meeting Minutes

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Narissa,

Just making sure you received the attached email from me on 9/9/2025.
I's what Jason is asking about in his email below.

Thanks.

Freddie

Freddie Olmos ¢ Southern California Regional CEQA/NEPA Group Manager
Principal Environmental Planner ¢ ECORP Consulting, Inc.

California Small Business for Public Works (SB-PW)
¢ ¢
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SCE EMB PEA Completeness Review #4

		From

		Freddie Olmos

		To

		Jimenez-Petchumrus, Narissa

		Cc

		Lindsay Buck

		Recipients

		Narissa.Jimenez-Petchumrus@cpuc.ca.gov; lbuck@ecorpconsulting.com



Hi Narissa,



Per our call yesterday attached please find our 4th completeness review for SCE’s EMB Project.



The review was for the remaining hydrology and biological resources topics. All items have been resolved except for 2 remaining biological resources comments. We are very close to resolution.



Please send along to SCE.



Attached is an email from Eric for the 3rd completeness review as a sample.



Thanks.




Freddie



Jesus "Freddie" Olmos



Southern California Regional CEQA/NEPA Group Manager



Principal Environmental Planner



ECORP Consulting, Inc.







California Small Business for Public Works (SB-PW)



215 North 5th Street, Redlands, CA 92374



Ph: 909.307.0046 t Cell: 909.831.3236 t Fax: 909.307.0056



folmos@ecorpconsulting.com t www.ecorpconsulting.com



Rocklin t Redlands t Irvine t San Diego t Chico t Santa Fe, NM



We’re hiring! Come join our team: https://www.ecorpconsulting.com/careers/





image001.png

ECORP Consulting, Inc.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS







000_SCE PEA Completeness Review_ECORP_4th Review_9.8.25.xlsx

PEA 3rd Review


			PEA SCE Eagle Mountain-Blythe 161 kiloVolt Transmission Line Rating Remediation Project


			Completeness Review


			9/8/25


			Cover
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			3.2.1.5; 3.2.1.10			3_1			3-5						Please provide GIS data mentioned in these sections.			GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.			TRUE			FALSE			GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			3.3.3.1.1			3_2			3-8						Text states "Photographs of the existing structure types to be removed are shown in Appendix A." Appendix A only includes GIS maps. Please provide the photopgraphs mentioned in this section.			Appendix A has been updated to include the referenced images.			TRUE			FALSE			Photos have been added as Appendix A1 - Structure Examples.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a
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			3.12.3			3_5			3-60						Please provide GIS data mentioned in this section.			GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.			TRUE			FALSE			GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			3.12.4			3_6			3-60						GIS information per Section 3.12.4 need to be provided.                                                                             3.12.4: GIS Requirements. Provide the following information for each pole/tower that would be installed and for each pole/tower that would be removed:
a) Unique ID number and type of pole (e.g., wood, steel, etc.) or tower (e.g., self-supporting lattice) both in a table and in the attributes of the GIS data provided
b) Identify pole/tower heights and conductor sizes in the attributes of the GIS data provided.			GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.			TRUE			FALSE			GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a
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			Volume 2 - Chapter 5 - Environmental Analysis


			Section 5.1 Aesthetics
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																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.1.1.3			5.1_1			5.1-19			3, 4			For the Viewshed analysis: 
c) Provide a supporting map (or maps) showing project area, landscape units, topography (i.e., hillshade), and the results of the viewshed analysis. Provide associated GIS data.			Section 5.1.1.3.1 has been updated to incorporate the results of a viewshed analysis. GIS data associated with Figure 5.1-4 (Viewshed Analysis) will be included with Project GIS data.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.1.4			5.1_2			5.1-20			1			Landscape unit identified for Project Area, but need to include any landscape units in the area surrounding the project area (approximately 5-mile buffer)			Section 5.1.1.4 has been updated to expand on the discussion of landscape units within a 5-mile buffer of the Project.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.1.5			5.1_3			5.1-20, 5.1-21			2, 3
1			For paragraph on motorists, add information for feedback from the public about the project and landscape characterists affecting visual sensitivity.

For paragraph on residents, add information about feedback from the public about the project. 			No edit made to Chapter 5. SCE sent letters to nearby members of the public about the project. SCE received three calls in response; no questions were asked about viewshed or landscape; therefore, no feedback from the public has been received regarding landscape characteristics and/or visual sensitivity. 			FALSE			TRUE			Since Pre-Filing Guidelines for this section say to describe feedback from the public, please add text under Section 5.1.1.5 Viewers and Viewer Sensitivity stating letters were sent to attempt to gain feedback from the public, three calls were received in response, etc.

			Requested information has been added to the Aesthetics PEA section and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.1.6			5.1_4									Provide associated GIS data (may be combined with GIS data request below for representative photographs).			GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.1.7			5.1_5			5.1-6 to 5.1-17			Figures 5.1-2 to Figure 5.1-3b			Provide the following information for each photograph:
i. Capture time and date
ii. Camera body and lens model
iii. Lens focal length and camera height when taken

Provide GIS Data associated with each photograph location that includes coordinates (<1 meter resolution), elevations, and viewing directions, as well as the associated viewpoint.			Section 5.1.1.6 has been updated to provide the requested information. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.1.8			5.1_6			5.1-25, 5.1-26			1			In addition to the map showing VRM areas, please discuss/include the following:
a) Identify any visual resource management areas within and surrounding the project area (approximately 5-mile buffer).
b) Describe any project areas within visual resource management areas.
c) Provide associated GIS data for VRM areas.			Section 5.1.4.1.3 has been updated to provide the requested information. GIS data for VRM areas has been included with Project GIS data. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.4.5			5.1_7			5.1-38; 5.1-36 to 5.1-37			7
5 to 6
1 to 2			Section 5.1.4.5 states to refer to Section 5.1.4.1.4, which starts on page 5.1-36. This paragraph identifies all sources of permanent and temporary lighting, but should also identify any structures or lines that could require FAA notification or any structures that could require lighting and marking based on flight patterns and FAA or military requirements. Provide supporting documentation in an Appendix (e.g., FAA notice and criteria tool results). 

If no such structures like this exist, the analysis should describe this as well.			Section 5.1.4.1.4 has been updated to provide additional information about Project structures that could require lighting and marking. A discussion of flight path conerns is also included in Section 5.9.4.1.9.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a
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			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						5.2_1									No comments.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.3 Air Quality


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.3.1.1 Air Quality Plans			5.3_1			5.3-1			3			The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that Section 5.3.1.1 shall identify and describe all applicable air quality plans. This section does NOT contain a detailed discussion of the applicable air quality plans, though it is noted that such a discussion is cross-referenced as being located in Section 5.3.2.1.3. This deviation from the Guidelines is appropriate as it contributes to the organization of the information and is cross-referenced in Section 5.3.1.1			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.1.1 Air Quality Plans			5.3_2			5.3-2			1			The last sentence of this paragraph states that, "As described in Section 5.3.2.1.3, the SCAQMD and MDAQMD have prepared attainment plans to address O3 within its jurisdiction." However, it is noted that the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP also addresses particulate matter in addition to ozone. Additionally the MDAQMD has adopted the Mojave Desert Planning Area PM10 Attainment Plan (that is mentioned on page 5.3-8 of the Chapter), which addresses coarse particulate matter. ECORP recommends this discussion be revised to acknowledge the air districts' planning efforts to  address particulate matter. 			Section 5.3.1.1 has been updated to reflect that the SCAQMD and MDAQMD have prepared plans to address ozone and particulate matter. See Section 5.3.2.1.3.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.1.3 Sensitive Receptor Locations			5.3_3			5.3-4			1			The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that GIS data be provided for sensitive receptor locations. No GIS data is provided in this Section. ECORP recommends providing a graphic depicting this information. 			A GIS data package (SCE_EMB_DR01_AQ_03) identifying sensitive receptors within 1,000 feet of the project has been provided under separate cover. This data was used to generate Figure 5.13-1. No other sensitive receptors have been identified.			TRUE			FALSE			More or less resolved. For a more user-friendly document, ECORP recommends cross referenceing Figure 5.13-1 of the Noise Chapter in the 2nd paragraph of Page 5.3-4. However, the Noise Chapter as a whole is referenced here as containing addition information on specific sensitive receptors. This is adequate.  			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.2.1.3 Local			5.3_4			5.3-5			Last			This paragraph notes that the SCAQMD has adopted the 2022 AQMP to address the district's NAAQS nonattainment status for ozone. It is noted hat the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP also addresses particulate matter in addition to ozone. Expanding this discussion to include this fact is recommended. 			Section 5.3.2.1.3 has been updated to reflect the suggested revision. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.2.1.3 Local 			5.3_5			5.3-5 & 5.3-6			Entire Section			As noted in the first comment, the Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that Section 5.3.1.1 shall identify and describe all applicable air quality plans. While that Section does not include a discussion of the applicable air quality plans, it does cross reference this Section, 5.3.2.1.3, which does contain this discussion. This deviation from the Guidelines is appropriate as it contributes to the organization of the information and is cross-referenced in Section 5.3.1.1. However, the discussion of the SCAQMD 202 AQMP should be expanded to include its consideration of particulate matter emissions. Additionally, the discussion of the MDAQMD's air quality plans should be expanded to include discussion of the 2023 MDAQMD Ozone Attainment Plan and Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan, as currently the discussion is limited to reference of the Federal 75 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan of 2017. Lastly, this Section should be expanded to include a discussion of the Mojave Desert Planning Area PM10 Attainment Plan (which is referenced on page 5.3-8 of the Chapter). 			Section 5.3.2.1.3 has been updated to reflect the suggested revision.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.3.1.1 Emissions Thresholds			5.3_6			5.3-8			Table 5.3-3			This table cites the 2016 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines for the source of MDAQMD thresholds. Since the previous page references the 2020 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines, and since this is a more up-to-date source, these guidelines should be cited here instead of the 2016 guidelines. 			Table 5.3-3 of Section 5.3 Air Quality has been updated to reflect the suggested revision.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.4.1.1 Air Quality Methodology			5.3_7			5.3-8			2			In general, this paragraph should be expanded to concisely disclose the modeling methodology used to estimate Project construction emissions. For instance, this paragraph notes that, "emissions that would occur in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD were calculated separately,
depending on the construction activity locations…" It is recommended that a brief description of the Project Site, specific to the air district jurisdiction, be provided here. For example, the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction would be helpful. As would the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. 
A substantial source of emissions will be workers and haul trucks traveled over unpaved roads. This paragraph should disclose the amount of unpaved road mileage that was accounted for in the emissions modeling, the number of construction worker commute trips and haul trucks estimated to travel these unpaved roads daily, and what input parameters (silt loading) were included. 
Lastly, it is noted that this paragraph cites "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions. This statement if vague and requires elaboration as to what it actually means.

No model files were received.      			No edits made to Section 5.1. A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been developed that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.			FALSE			TRUE			While Appendix B: Air Quality and GHG Calculations, is helpful to a technical expert familiar with the employed regulatory models for understanding specific emissions modeling methodology, Section 5.3.4.1.1 and/or Appendix B could still benefit from a robust description of emissions modeling methods tailored toward the layreader. For instance, Section 5.3.4.1.1 notes that "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions, aerial photographs were used to identify potential sensitive receptors, and that emissions that would occur in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD were calculated separately. The reader is then referred to Appendix B, which contains broad-level technical information containing little context or explaination. As with the first review, it is recommended that the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction (SCAQMD and MDAQMD) be identified, as well as the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. Essentially, just providing one paragraph that concisely describes the steps and citations used to calculate Project emissions would greatly enhance the analysis' purpose as an informational document. Currently, this paragraph is vague and Appendix B is not user-friendly.  

Additionally, as noted in the first review, substantial source of emissions will be workers and haul trucks traveled over unpaved roads, especially at the western portion of the linear Project. However, a review of Appendix B merely states that "paved and unpaved road distances for each trip type were estimated using aerial imagery", yet provides no other details. Table 21 of Appendix B identifies that between 90 and 100 percent of all roadways accessing the construction site would be paved yet provides no other information as to how these values were determined. A cursory review of aerial imagery suggests the percentage of unpaved roads that would be used to access Project construction areas is greater than 10 percent, especially at the western portions. Since the construction worker traffic on unpaved roadways is a potent source of PM10 emissions, it is important to adequately explain how the percentage of modeled paved/unpaved roads is determined. 			Appendix B and AQ PEA sections have been revised and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			5.3.4.1.2 Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?			5.3_8			5.3-8			Last			This paragraph incorrectly cites the SCAQMD 2016 AQMP and MDAQMD 2017 Federal 75 ppb (parts per billion) Ozone Attainment Plan as the latest iterations of these air districts' air quality plans. This paragraph needs to be revised to identify the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP and MDAQMD 2023 MDAQMD Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan. 			Section 5.3.4.1.2 has been udated to reflect the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.4.1.2 Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?			5.3_9			5.3-9			2			See previous comment. This paragraph also incorrectly cites the SCAQMD 2016 AQMP and MDAQMD 2017 Federal 75 ppb (parts per billion) Ozone Attainment Plan as the latest iterations of these air districts' air quality plans. This paragraph needs to be revised to identify the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP and MDAQMD 2023 MDAQMD Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan. This paragraph also incorrectly cites the MDAQMD's 2016 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines, and should actually cite the 2020 CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines. 			Section 5.3.4.1.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.4.1.3 Would the Project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the Project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard? 			5.3_10			5.3-10			1			According to the Project Description, SCE anticipates that construction of the Project would begin in the fourth quarter of 2025 and would continue for approximately four months. Project activities would shut down for approximately four months in the summer, when utility loading is at peak demand, and to minimize impacts to special-status species that become active in the area during the summer months (e.g., desert tortoise, fringe-toed lizards, nesting birds). Project activities would resume in the fourth quarter of 2026 and continue for approximately four months. While it is acknowledged that Project implementation is also stated to occur within an 18-month window, it is obviously an objective to complete implementation in the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. This paragraph (in addition to Table 5.3-4 and Table 5.3-5) notes/shows that construction emissions are calculated to also occur within the year 2027. Due to the unknown duration of construction timing, the most conservative scenario should be accounted for, which in this case equates to calculating Project construction emissions occurring in the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. Currently, the analysis extends construction into 2027, which while an acknowledged potential does result in the calculation of lower daily emission rates. As stated in the Project Description, there is also the potential that Project construction would be limited to the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. As this is the most conservative potential scenario it should be the scenario modeled. 			No edits made to Section 5.3.4.1.3. A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided. The planned months of active construction are October 2025 through January 2026 and October 2026 and January 2027, for a total of 8 months of active construction. As a result, this is the construction scenario that was modeled in Appendix B.			FALSE			TRUE			The construction duration/timing used to model emissions is still inconsistent with the construction duration/timing identified in the Project Description. 			Appendix B and AQ PEA sections have been revised and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


																																																			n/a												n/a


			Section 5.4 Biological Resources


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			general			5.4_1			--			--			Please incorporate all comments submitted on the Project's Draft Biological Resources Technical Report.			Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions from the BRTR. 			FALSE			TRUE			Not all comments were resolved, and there are too many to cite here. Please revisit comment document for BRTR and incorporate into Section 5.4 (comment document has been revised as of April 2025). Additionally updated text from the BRTR was not incorporated into Section 5.4 in appropriate sections, and references in Section 5.4 to page numbers and sections in the BRTR need to be double-checked for consistency.+A70:I70			All comments in BRTR have been addressed. BRTR and revised PEA section resubmitted. 			FALSE			TRUE			A handful of outstanding comments still remain - please see BRTR Comment Review Spreadsheet.                                                         Please update the Clean Water Act summary in Chapter 4.5 to reflect recent regulatory changes, such as the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming"  (edits made to the biological report should be copied over to the appropriate location in the PEA).			n/a			FALSE			TRUE			Remaining comments not addressed in this paleo submittal.						FALSE			TRUE			Two outstanding edits that were made in the BRTR but still need to be made in the PEA: 1) Please revise wording for APM BIO-8 in the PEA to match revised wording in APM BIO-8 in the BRTR. 2) Please be sure to add the word "lack" back in the last sentence of Non-Wetland Waters in Section 5.4.1.4.1 of the PEA. 


			5.4.1.4			5.4_2			5.4-5 through -6						Aquatic features within the survey area that may provide suitable habitat for rare and special-status species were not adequately addressed, described, or quantified in this section. Figures depicting aquatic resources were neither referenced nor included in this section.			Section 5.4.1.4 Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.1.5.1			5.4_3			5.4-7 through -12			1st			Please ensure all scientific names are italicized. Plant species identified in 1st paragraph of section and in Table 5.4-4 lack the following information from the PEA Guidelines: Specific types and locations of potentially suitable habitat that correspond to the vegetation communities and land cover and aquatic features.			Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Location information in Table 5.4-4 is still very vague; however, location information was sufficient in the small species paragraphs presented before Table 5.4-4.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.1.5.2			5.4_4			5.4-13			1st			Please include scientific names for species listed in first paragraph of the section. 			Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.1.5.2			5.4_5			5.4-13 through 25						Crotch bumble bee, a state-listed Candidate species, is missing from this section.			Section 5.4.1.5.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.1.5.2			5.4_6			5.4-20 through -25			Wildlife summary paragraphs			Wildlife species summaries following Table 5.4-5 are inconsistent in providing the following information from the PEA Guidelines: Specific types and locations of potentially suitable habitat that correspond to the vegetation communities and land cover and aquatic features. 			Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			FALSE			TRUE			Location information is not included in the prairie falcon species paragraph, but is included in others. Location information is inconsistent in Table 5.4-5.			The Biological Resources PEA section has been revised to include additional location information and resubmitted.			FALSE			TRUE			The following species were classified as "likely" in Table 5.4-5 but are missing from the list in the 1st paragraph of Section 5.4.1.5.2 and the species summaries below Table 5.4-5: golden eagle, merlin, and western yellow bat.			n/a			FALSE			TRUE			Remaining comments not addressed in this paleo submittal.						TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.


			5.4.4.1			5.4_7						entire section			Please double check Section references in the entire section. Several errors were noted.			Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.4.1.1			5.4_8			5.4-46 through -51			Special-status wildlife section			Other special-status wildlife species discussed in Section 5.4.1.5.2 are missing from this summary. Crotch bumble bee (State Candidate Species) is missing from analysis.			Section 5.4.1.5.2 has been updated to reflect that Crotch's bumble bee is "unlikely" to occur. Therefore they are not included in this section.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.4.1.4			5.4_9			5.4-51			1st			First paragraph states that 0.06 acre would be permanently lost as a result of the project, but Table 5.4-8 only identifies temporary impacts. Please rectify.			Section 5.4.4.1.4 and Table 5.4-8 have been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.4.2			5.4_10			5.4-57						The Section reference is incorrect. It appears the correct Section reference should be Section 5.4.4.1.4.			Section 5.4.4.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.4.2			5.4_11			5.4-57						This section does not address the restoration of temporary impact areas per points (a) through (d) of Section 5.4.4.2 in the PEA Guidelines. It appears that BIO-9 was provided as mitigation for restoring temporary impact areas. BIO-9 appears to satisfy many of the lettered points in Section 5.4.4.2 of the PEA Guidelines; however, (d) Expected timeframe for restoration of the site  is not mentioned.			Section 5.4.4.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested addition. The timeframe is driven by “when the restoration success criteria is met”, which is driven by the HRRP. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.5			5.5_1			5.5-1			5th			The discussion of APE boundaries should be placed in 5.5.1.3			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The APE discussion has been moved to Section 5.5.1.2.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.1			5.5_2			5.5-1 to 5.5-2			Entire Section			This section is more approriate for a overall cultural background (see comment below). This section should be truncated to the environmental background without lengthy discussion of research themes as this is covered in the referenced cultural reports and not necessary in the PEA.			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. There is no discussion of research themes so no changes are made.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.2			5.5_3			5.5-2 to 5.5-16			Entire section			This section does not include a summary of the survey methods nor results. The information currently included would be better fit in the previous section (5.5.1.1)			This section is meant to provide the cultural resources context rather than the results of previous studies and methods. Heading was changed to avoid confusion. Methods and results are summarized in Section 5.5.1.2.1. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3			5.5_4			5.5-16 			Entire section			This section should include a discussion of the APE and the different landownerships.			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The APE discussion has been moved to Section 5.5.1.2.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.1			5.5_5			5.5-16 to 5.5-20			Entire Section			This information should be placed in 5.5.1.2			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.1			5.5_6			5.5-17			2			The PEA states that a record search was carried out with the California Historical Resources Information System Eastern Information Center. Please clarify whether or not the records search also included the BLM files, which often are often not duplicated at the Information Centers.			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The records search was completed by AECOM separate from the Rincon 2021 effort and did not include an independent review of the BLM’s internal records. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.1			5.5_7			5.5-17			3			The provided number breakdown provided in this paragraph match up. Please confirm the numbers and revise.			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.1			5.5_8			5.5-17			Table 5.5-1			The number of resources included in this table does not match the number breakdown of the above paragraph. Please revise.			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			FALSE			TRUE			Numbers are still off as paragraph states 66 resources but there are 67 resources listed in the table. Please confirm and revise as needed.			The Cultural Resources PEA section has been revised and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.1			5.5_9			5.5-20			1, 2 and 3			This subsection labeled "Native American Consultation" should be included in 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources section.			This information is now included Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources and removed here to avoid redundancy.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.2			5.5_10			5.5-20 to 5.5-21			Entire Section			This information should be placed in 5.5.1.2			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.2.1.1			5.5_11			5.5-21 to 5.5-23			Entire Section			There is no discussion of NEPA requirement. Please include. 			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.2.1.2			5.5_12			5.5-25			Entire Section			These state regulations should be included in the 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources section.			Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources refers to this section for the State regulations. No changes made to avoid redundancy.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.4.1.1			5.5_13			5.5-27			Entire Section			This regulatory summary is better incorporated within the regulatory section 5.5.2.1.2 			The section is placed here to provide the context for the impacts analysis. We recommend this section remain as is to provide context for readers that are not as well versed in cultural resources impacts analysis. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.4.1.2			5.5_14			5.5-28 			1			Due to inconsistenices noted in the peer review of the Rincon 2021 report, it is currently unknown if a number of the resources documented would be considered historical resources; therefore this impact question cannot be answered at this time until the revisions are completed.  			Based on revisions to the Rincon 2021 report, there are no historical resources within the proposed work areas. Based on the provided clarification in the update 2021 report, this section is correct and does not require changes. 			FALSE			TRUE			Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review  so it can be confirmed that these changes were completed and therefore the anaylsis correct and this comment can then be considered resolved. 			Revised Rincon 2021 Report has been provided as Appendix D Cultural Resources Assessment			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.4.1.3			5.5_15			5.5-29			4			This section refers to incorrect section (5.5.4.1.1) regarding discussion of historical resources and should be revised (5.5.4.1.2).			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.4.1.3			5.5_16			5.5-29			4			Due to inconsistenices noted in the peer review of the Rincon 2021 report, it is currently unknown if a number of the resources documented would be considered unique archaeological resources; therefore this impact question cannot be answered at this time until the revisions are completed.  			Based on revisions to the Rincon 2021 report, there are no historical resources within the proposed work areas. Based on the provided clarification in the update 2021 report, this section is correct and does not require changes. 			FALSE			TRUE			Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review  so it can be confirmed that these changes were completed and therefore the anaylsis correct and this comment can then be considered resolved. 			Revised Rincon 2021 Report has been provided as Appendix D Cultural Resources Assessment.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.4.2			5.5_17			5.5-30			1			Recommend to move the detailed description of AMP CUL-5 here. 			This section has been removed as language was redundant. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.6 Energy															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.6.4.1.1 Energy Methodology & Appendix J			5.6_1			5.6-5			3			As with Appendix B, Emissions Calculations: Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas, Appendix J, Energy Calculations, fails to show exactly how quantification of the subject matter was completed. For instance, Appendix J only shows EMFAC outputs for the overall fleet fuel consumption rates in the Mojave Desert Air Basin, calculated miles per gallon seemingly based, in part, on these EMFAC outputs, fuel consumption calculation outputs, and a fuel consumption summary table. However, there is no information to show readers how exactly Project fuel consumption is calculated. For instance, how was the VMT for worker commutes, haul trips and vendor trips derived? What is the method for calculating offroad construction equipment fuel consumption? Table 3 of Appendix J simply provides the fuel consumption values, yet fails to "show the math" behind these values. Appendix J should be revised so that a reader can understand the basis for the identified Project fuel consumption. Additionally, Section 5.6.4.1.1 of the Energy Chapter should be expanded to truly explain the method for Project fuel consumption calculation. Also see related comments to Sections 5.3 and 5.8 regarding the lack of needed disclosure in the methodology discussions in those chapters. 			A revised version of Appendix E (EMB App E Energy Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the fuel consumption estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.6.4.1.2 Would the Project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during Project construction or operation?			5.6_2			5.6-5			5			This paragraph cites the U.S. EPA Construction Equipment Fuel Efficiency Standard, though does not describe what this standard is. A description of this standard should be added to the Section 5.6.2.1. 			This paragraph incorrectly refers to the Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) Standards as a U.S. EPA standard. CAFE standards were first enacted by congress in 1975 with the purpose of reducing energy consumption by increasing fuel economy. CAFE Standards are regulated the U.S. Department of Transportation's National Highway Traffic and Safety Administration (NHTSA). The NHTSA enforces the standard while the U.S. EPA calculates average fuel economy levels for manufacturers and sets related greenhouse gas standards. Section 5.6.4.1.2 has been updated with this language.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.7 Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.7.1.1.1			5.7_1			191			2			Perhaps discuss topography here as well.			Topography discussed in Section 5.7.1.2.5 has been added to Section 5.7.1.1 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			Figure 5.7-1			5.7_2			193			Fault Map			Change color of fault lines or I-10. They look too similar.			Figure 5.7-1 has been revised.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.7.1.4			5.7_3			197			2			Is there a soils map to accompany this?			Soils Map included as part of submittal. Please see file “Geology and Soils Soil map”			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.7.1.5			5.7_4			197			3			In addition to a UCMP database record search, was one requested by Pat Holroyd of UCMP?			A database record search was not requested by Pat Holroyd of UCMP.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.7.1.5			5.7_5			202			2			Discuss what defines low, undetermined, high sensitivity.			A discussion of paleontological sensitivity has been added to Section 5.7.1.5.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.7.1.5			5.7_6			202			2			Discuss existing findings of fossils and locations. Provide a map.			The UCMP database queried for the Project does not provide precise geographic data for fossil locations.  			FALSE			TRUE			Is it  possible through literature searches to provide findings for the Project alignment and/or surroundings?			A desktop literature/museum search will be conducted to provide the requested findings and the Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources PEA section will be resubmitted when complete. 			FALSE			TRUE			Review again once submitted.			Revised geology PEA section and techical report submitted.			TRUE			FALSE						n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.8.2.2.4 California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006			5.8_1			5.8-3			1			Due to the title of this legislation, this discussion should be slightly expanded to note Senate Bill 32 came into effect in the year 2014. 			Section 5.8.2.2.4 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.2.3.1 South Coast Air Quality Management District			5.8_2			5.8-4			5			This paragraph cites the incorrect SCAQMD GHG threshold. The 10,000 metric tons/year threshold is specific to industrial land uses such as uses with stationary source emissions (i.e., manufacturing) or industrial warehouses. This paragraph should be revised to identify the SCAQMD recommended interim threshold of 3,000 metric tons/year.			No edit made to Section 5.8. The SCAQMD’s Interim CEQA GHG Significance Threshold for Stationary Sources, Rules and Plans Proposal dated December 5, 2008, was reviewed to determine the appropriate threshold for evaluating GHG emissions from the Proposed Project. The SCAQMD’s staff recommends a tiered approach for evaluating significance. Tier 3 is anticipated to be the primary tier for determining significance which uses a 90 percent capture rate screening level for stationary sources. Within this tier, the SCAQMD recommends a screening threshold of 10,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide (CO2) equivalent emissions per year (mtCO2e per year) and 3,000 mtCO2e per year for residential and commercial sectors. The Proposed Project is not part of the residential or commercial sector; it is part of the larger electric transmission grid which serves to deliver electricity throughout SCE’s service territory. As a result, the industrial threshold of 10,000 mtCO2e per year is appropriate. As noted in Response 5.8_8, Proposed Project emissions were compared to Riverside County’s more conservative 3,000 mtCO2e per year threshold.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.2.3.2 Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District			5.8_3			5.8-4			6			This paragraph should be revised to include, "per year" after "100,000 tons". 			Section 5.8.2.3.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.2.3.3 Riverside County			5.8_4			5.8-4			7			The impact analysis employs the use of the Riverside County Climate Action Plan screening threshold of 3,000 metric tons of CO2e annually. However, this discussion fails to note this. This paragraph should be revised to include an expanded discussion of the CEQA significance thresholds established in the Climate Action Plan.			Section 5.8.2.3.3 has been updated to incorporate the significance threshold of 3,000 MTCO2e per year when discussing this plan.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.4.1.1 Greenhouse Gas Methodology			5.8_5			5.8-5			2			In general, this paragraph should be expanded to concisely disclose the modeling methodology used to estimate Project construction emissions (see Comments to Section 5.3 Air Quality). For instance, a brief description of the Project Site, specific to the air district jurisdiction, should be provided here. For example, the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction would be helpful. As would the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. Also, it is noted that this paragraph cites "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions. This statement if vague and requires elaboration as to what it actually means.   

No model files were received.   			A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.			FALSE			TRUE			See 2nd review comments to 5.3.4.1.1 Air Quality Methodology. 			Appendix B has been revised and resubmitted. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.4.1.1 Greenhouse Gas Methodology			5.8_6			5.8-5			3 & 4			This discussion notes that operational GHG emissions were not quantified. The very next paragraph states the Project construction emissions are amortized over its presumed 30-year operational life and combined with operational emissions. Since operational emissions are not quantified, this discussion should be revised to omit language describing how amortized construction emissions are added to operational emissions. 			Section 5.8.4.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.4.1.2 Would the Project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?			5.8_7			5.8-5			5			See previous comment. This paragraph cites the incorrect SCAQMD GHG threshold. The 10,000 metric tons/year threshold is specific to industrial land uses such as uses with stationary source emissions (i.e., manufacturing) or industrial warehouses. This paragraph should be revised to identify the SCAQMD recommended interim threshold of 3,000 metric tons/year.			Please see Response 5.8_2. No edit made to Section 5.8.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.4.1.2 Would the Project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?			5.8_8			5.8-5 - 5.8-6			Entire Impact Analysis (Table 5.8-1)			In terms of the analysis of GHG emissions, it actually makes little sense to divide the Project's contribution between the two air districts, SCAQMD and MDAQMD. Additionally, the inclusion of Project emission comparison to the County of Riverside Climate Action Plan screening threshold adds an additional level of confusion, since the analysis fails to identify which portions of the Project are being attributed to which jurisdictional threshold, and why. (It is noted that both the SCAQMD and MDAQMD jurisdictions overlay the County CAP jurisdiction.) Instead, since the vast majority of the Project Site is located in unincorporated Riverside County, Project emissions should be compared to the County of Riverside Climate Action Plan screening threshold exclusively. While it is acknowledged that a small portion of emissions would be generated in the City of Blythe, and thus not within the County's jurisdiction, relying on this threshold alone would be conservative and the analysis would be understandable. 			The emissions presented for the County of Riverside in Table 5.8-1 include the sum of the emissions in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD. As a result, these values represent the suggested conservative analysis. As described previously, a revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided with a more detailed description of the calculation methodology.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.9 Hazards, Hazardous Materials, and Public Safety															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.9.1.1 & Table 5.9-1			5.9_1			5.9-1, 5.9-2			4			Table title is "Known Release Sites Identified within the Project Area" however the text in 5.9.1.1 states these are "nearby sites" identified for the database search for sites within 1 mile radius of the Project Alignment. Please clarify text and/or table title to reflect if these sites were identified in the Project vicinity or within the Project Area.			The EDR report included a regulatory database search for known and potential release sites up to 2 miles from the Project Alignment. Table 5.9-1, “Known Release Sites Identified within the Project Area”, and Figure 5.9-1, “Known Release Sites in the Vicinity of the Project”, from the PEA was designed to limit the list of past or present subsurface contaminants to those that could potentially be encountered within 1,000 feet of the Project. Following an additional review of the database search results, five additional sites within 1,000 feet of the Project that had releases or concerns reported should have been included in Table 5.9-1 and Figure 5.9-1. Section 5.9 Hazards, Hazardous Materials, and Public Safety has been updated to add clarifying text, update the analysis in Section 5.9.4.1.5, and revise Figure 5.9-1 and Table 5.9-1.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.1.3			5.9_2			5.9-4			6			State if the Project is or is not within a State Responsibility Area.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested language in Section 5.9.1.3.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.1.2			5.9_3			5.9-18			4			Please state if the secondary containment with hazardous materials would be stored in one of the laydown yards, each laydown yard, or elsewhere.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include additional clarity in Section 5.9.4.1.2.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.1.3			5.9_4			5.9-19			4			The end of the last sentence should be revised to say "…regulations would reduce the risk of construction hazards to the public, workers, and environment to a level that is less than significant."			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.3.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.1.5			5.9_5			5.9-20			3, 4			Paragraph 3 and the beginning of paragraph 4 state the same information and can be combined to avoid repetition.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.5.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.1.12			5.9_6			5.9-23			7			The paragraph states SCE would comply with CCR provisions for high-voltage work to reduce shock hazards and avoid electrocution of workers. Thus, the determination should be "Less than Significant" rather than "No Impact" since there is a shock hazard due to the high-voltage work.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.12.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.2			5.9_7			5.9-24			1			Estimate the quantity of each hazardous material that would be stored onsite during operation. If none is stored onsite during operations, then please state it in the document.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.2.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.6 - 5.9.4.8			5.9_8									The Natural Gas and Gas Storage requirements are not in the document. Sections 5.9.4.6, 5.9.4.7, and 5.9.4.8 of the Guidelines should be included in the document and it can be stated under each that they don't apply to the Project if no natural gas or gas storage is involved.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.10 Hydrology and Water Quality


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.10.1.1			5.10_1			5.10-1, 5.10-2			5			Identify by milepost all ephemeral, intermittent, and perennial surface waterbodies crossed by the project. For each, list its water quality classification, if applicable.			There is a reservoir (33.808028, -115.450211) next to the Eagle Mountain Pump Plant just south of the westernmost part of the project. This feature is approximately 730 feet south-southeast of the work areas. There are also what appear to be retention basins (33.612514, -114.684936) for some type of facilities just north of the easternmost part of the project. The nearest feature is 70 feet north of the work areas.			FALSE			TRUE			Add the information from Applicant Response to Section 5.10.1.1 of the PEA.			The requested information has been added to the Hydrology and Water Quality PEA section and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.10.4.1.4			5.10_2			5.10-14			1			Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.			The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.			TRUE			FALSE			Section includes required items.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.10.4.1.5			5.10_3			5.10-14			3			Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.			The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.			TRUE			FALSE			Section includes required items.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.10.4.1.6			5.10_4			5.10-15			1			Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.			The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.			TRUE			FALSE			Section includes required items.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.10.4.5			5.10_5			5.10-17			4			Identify all waterbody crossings by milepost.			Please see the response to Comment 5.10_1.			FALSE			TRUE			See Notes for Comment 5.10_1			The requested information has been added to the Hydrology and Water Quality PEA section and resubmitted.			FALSE			TRUE			The Section 5.10.4.5 paragraph states the Project crosses seven major matercourses, but does not identify each of the waterbody crossings by milepost.			n/a			FALSE			TRUE			Comments not addressed in this paleo submittal.			PEA Section 5.10 Revisions and attachments submitted.			TRUE			FALSE			PEA section identifies mileposts for waterbody crossings. GIS files provided for mileposts and streams crossed.





			Section 5.11 Land Use and Planning


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			Figure 5.11-3			5.11_1			5.11-4						The figure looks distorted, please replace with a corrected figure.			A PDF version of Figure 5.11-3 will be submitted under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Figure corrected.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.12 Mineral Resources


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						5.12_1									No comments.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.13 Noise															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.13.1.2.1 Noise Background			5.13_1			5.13-2			4			The last sentence of this paragraph incorrectly states, "The Ldn is similar to the CNEL, except there is no penalty for the noise level occurring during the nighttime hours." This sentence should be deleted. The sentence immediately preceding this one correctly notes that, "The Ldn is a calculated 24-hour weighted average, where sound levels during nighttime hours from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. have an added 10 dB weighting."			Section 5.13.1.2.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.13.1.2.2 Existing Noise Levels			5.13_2			5.13-2			5 & 6			The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and PEAs requires that this section provide the existing noise levels (Lmax, Lmin,
Leq, and Ldn sound level and other applicable noise parameters) at noise sensitive areas near the proposed project. However, this section of the Noise Chapter neglects to provide this information. Due to the length of the Project Site and scattering of noise-sensitive receptors, the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) Standard 12.9-2013/Part 3 Quantities and Procedures for Description and Measurement of Environmental Sound – Part 3: Short-Term Measurements with an Observer Present, which provides a table of approximate background sound levels in Ldn, daytime Leq, and nighttime Leq, based on land use and population density, is recommended to be cited in order to fulfill this requirement. 			Section 5.13.1.2.2 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.13.4.1.2 Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?			5.13_3			5.13-14			1			As noted in the analysis, Riverside County has not established a numerical threshold for noise generated from private construction activities. Instead, construction activities occurring 0.25 mile or more from an inhabited dwelling or between 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of July through September, or between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of October through May are exempted from the noise standards established in Riverside County Ordinance 847. As stated in this paragraph, "construction would generally occur within the allowable hours within Riverside County." The sentence implies that there would be times when Project construction would occur outside of the noise standard-exempted hours for construction. Project construction occurring outside of the noise standard-exempted hours for construction would be subject to the noise standard established by Ordinance 847, which limits noise sources from generating noise levels of 45 decibels during the nighttime and 55 decibels during the daytime at noise-sensitive receptors. However, the analysis does not acknowledge this and instead notes that the County of Riverside would be notified when construction occurs outside of the noise standard-exempted hours, and that for this reason the Project would be consistent with applicable noise standards and is a less than significant impact. It is unclear why notifying the County when construction occurs outside of the noise standard-exempted hours is consistent with Ordinance 847, and what this process would do to mitigate construction noise impacts. This analysis needs to be revised to identify that construction noise could potentially occur at noise-sensitive receptors outside of noise-standard exempted hours and at  levels exceeding the standards established by County Ordinance 847. Mitigation that actually addresses this impact should be considered and the impact determination revised accordingly. 			SCE has revisited the planned construction hours for the Project and has determined that construction outside of the hours exempted from noise standards by Riverside County Ordinance 847 would not be required. As a result, the Project will comply with the standards of Riverside County Ordinance 847 and impacts would continue to be less than significant with mitigation. Section 5.13.4.1.2 has been updated accordingly.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			5.13.4.1.3 Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?			5.13_4			5.13-14			5			This paragraph states, "There are no standards related to construction-generated groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels in Riverside County or the City of Blythe." Technically this is correct but the state of practice in Riverside County is to use the County of Riverside standard of 0.01 inch per second peak particle velocity for assessing groundborne vibration from rail-related activities, promulgated by County General Plan Policy N 16.3, as a threshold for construction vibration. The discussion should be revised to state this and the 0.01 inch per second peak particle velocity should be employed. 			Section 5.13.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate County General Plan Policy N 16.3 into the vibration analysis and evaluate the anticipated vibration levels at the nearest receptor against the standards. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.14 Population and Housing


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.14.4.3			5.14_1			5.14-6			5			Please reiterate in this section that the construction employment is temporary and the project would not create any permanent employment opportunities.			We can confirm that construction employment is temporary and that the Project would not create any permanent employment opportunities. This information should be incorporated into the CEQA document as appropriate.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.15 Public Services


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.15.1.1			5.15_1			5.15-1						Provide a map showing the service facilities (police, fire, schools, park, hospitals) that could serve the project. 			The  SCE EM-B Service Facilities Map and associated SCE_EMB_DR01_PUB01 GIS data package depicting the requested service facilities that could serve the Project has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_PUB01) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.16 Recreation


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.16.1.1			5.16_1									Provide GIS data associated with the project features and recreational facilities within and surrounding the Project Area.			The GIS data representing the Proposed Project features and parks and recreational areas identified in Table 5.16-1 have been included in the SCE_EMB_DR01_REC01 GIS data package that will be submitted under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_REC01) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.17 Transportation															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.17.1.2			5.17_1			5.17-1			5			b) Provide a supporting map showing project features and the existing roadway network identifying each road described in this section. Provide associated GIS data. The GIS data should inclue all connected road segments within at least 5 miles of the project.			The SCE EM-B Roadway Network Map depicting the Project features and the existing roadway network has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover. The associated SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA01 GIS data package has been included under separate cover. Section 5.17.1.2 has been updated to incorporate this map.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA01) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.17.1.3			5.17_2			5.17-2			2			a) If the Palo Verde Transit Agency bus route is the only transit or rail provider in the region, please explicitly state that in this section. 
b) Identify rail or transit lines within 1,000 feet of the Project area.
c) Identify specific transit stops and stations within 0.5 mile of the project. -- One bus route was identified along I-10, but the distance to the Project Area was not stated.
d) Provide a supporting map showing project features and transit and rail services within 0.5 mile of the Project Area. Provide associated GIS data.			Section 5.17.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the requested edits and additional information. The associated SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA02 GIS data package has been included under separate cover			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA02) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.17.1.4			5.17_3			5.17-2			3			a) Identify and describe any bicycle plans for the region
c) Provide a supporting map showing project features and bicycle facilities. Provide associated GIS data.			Section 5.17.1.4 has been updated to incorporate the requested additional information. The SCE EM-B Bicycle Facilities Map depicting the Proposed Project features and bike facilities has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover. The resulting SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA03 GIS data package has also been included under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA03) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			Table 5.17-1			5.17_4			5.17-3						Placement of the Existing Roadways table in the Regulatory Setting section following the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act seems odd. Please relocate table to follow the text in Section 5.17.1.2.			Table 5.17-1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			Table 5.17-2			5.17_5			5.17-4						Placement of the VMT table in the Regulatory Setting section seems odd. Please relocate table to follow the text in Section 5.17.1.6.			Table 5.17-2 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.17.4.1.3			5.17_6			5.17-4			5			Please add in a reference to Table 5.17-3, which summarizes Construction VMT for the project.			Section 5.17.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.17.4.2			5.17_7									d) Provide an excel file with the VMT assumptions and model calculations, including all formulas and values.			The supporting Excel file associated with Appendix B contains all of the VMT assumptions that were used, including all formulas and values.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Excel file (EMB AQ_Calcs_20250211) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.18.1.1			5.18_1			5.18-1			2			There is a leftover internal comment. Please remove comment. 			Section 5.18.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE						no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.18.1.1			5.18_2			5.18-1			Entire section			Although AB 52 consutlation will be peformed by CPUC, please state that no additional outreach was conducted for the project. 			Section 5.18.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE						no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.18.2.1			5.18_3			5.18-5			Entire section			Full discussion related to AB 52 should be moved from the 5.5 Culutral section and placed here. 			Section 5.18.2.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE						no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.18.5.1.1			5.18_4			5.18-9			First bullet "TCR-2: Tribal Engagment Plan			It is stated in this AMP that the tribal engagment plan will be included in the Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRMP) known as AMP CUL-1; however as AMP CUL-1 is written, there is no indication that tribal culutral resources will be covered in the CRMP. Please include language that makes it clear that TCR discussions will be included. 			Section 5.18.5.1.2 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.			FALSE			TRUE			Although this change is reflected in the Tribal Cutural Resources Section, the Cultural Resources Section (5.5.5.1; page 5.5-31) does not reflect these changes. Please revise so both sections have the same language. 			APM CUL-1 has been updated in revised and resubmitted Cultural Resources PEA section.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.19 Utilities and Service Systems															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.19.1.2			5.19_1			5.19-2						Provide GIS data and/or as-built engineering drawings to support the description of existing utilities and their locations.			A GIS Data Package (SCE_EMB_UTIL_DR_01) containing the known locations of existing utilities will be provided under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_UTIL_DR_01) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.1.4.1			5.19_2			5.19-3			2			Provide data for the PVID on the existing water capacity, supply, and demand.			Section 5.19.1.4.1 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the PVID. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.1.4.2			5.19_3			5.19-3			3			Provide data for the MWD on the existing water supply and demand.			Section 5.19.1.4.2 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the MWD.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.1.4.3			5.19_4			5.19-3			4			Provide data for the City of Blythe on the existing water capacity, supply, and demand.			Section 5.19.1.4.3 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the City of Blythe.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.4.1.3			5.19_5			5.19-8			5			Water supplies during dry and multiple dry years was not addressed. It is discussed later in 5.19.4.4.2, so please add in a note that it will be discussed later or add the discussion to this section.			Section 5.19.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revision.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.4.3			5.19_6			5.19-11			4			This section states there would be an estimated 145 tons of solid waste from wood poles and 150 tons of solid waste from metal poles. However, Section 5.19.4.1.5 states there would be 570 tons of construction waste generated including metal, wood, and concrete. Is the remaining 275 tons from concrete? Please clarify in text.
Please identify that waste would not be generated during Project operation and there is no project demolition phase.			Section 5.19.4.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.5			5.19_7			5.19-13			5			Please include CPUC Draft Environmental Measure 5.19 for Utilities and Service Systems:

Notify Utilities with Facilities Above and Below Ground
The Applicant shall notify all utility companies with utilities located within or crossing the project ROW to locate and mark existing underground utilities along the entire length of the project at least 14 days prior to construction. No subsurface work shall be conducted that would conflict with (i.e., directly impact or compromise the integrity of) a buried utility. In the event of a conflict, areas of subsurface excavation or pole installation shall be realigned vertically and/or horizontally, as appropriate, to avoid other utilities and provide adequate operational and safety buffering. In instances where separation between third-party utilities and underground excavations is less than 5 feet, the Applicant shall submit the intended construction methodology to the owner of the third-party utility for review and approval at least 30 days prior to construction. Construction methods shall be adjusted as necessary to assure that the integrity of existing utility lines is not compromised.			Section 5.19.5 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.20 Wildfire


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.20.1.1			5.20_1			5.20-1						Provide GIS data for Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) and Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ) mapping along the project alingment. Include areas mapped by CPUC as moderate and high fire threat districts as well areas mapped by CalFire.			The requested GIS data sets (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01) have been added to the GIS Data Package that will be provided under separate cover. These data sets have been clipped to an area within 15 miles of the Proposed Project alignment.			FALSE			TRUE			SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01 not found in the provided PEA submittal.			WILD01 has been provided in revised PEA submittal. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01 provided. 			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.20.1.2			5.20_2			5.20-2						If available, provide ignition source and location of ignition and the amount of land burned. Per item e) of the PEA Guidelines also provide the boundary of the fire in GIS.			This fire, known as the Lightning #55, occurred in 1973 and was contained at 1,452.2 acres. The Lightning #55 fire occurred approximately 0.6 mile south of the Project alignment and 1.1 miles east of Graham Pass Road. According to CALFIRE, the fire was caused by unknown/unidentified activities. The requested GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD02) has been added to the GIS Data Package that will be provided under separate cover.			FALSE			TRUE			Please add this information about the location of the fire, ignition source, amount of land burned, etc. to Section 5.20.1.2 of the PEA.

Noted that GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD02) was provided.
			Requested information has been added to revised Wildfire PEA section and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						5.21_1									No comments.			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 4 - Chapter 6: Comparison of Alternatives


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			general			6_1									Per the PEA it is understood that SCE received written instruction from CPUC on September 29, 2023 that an alternatives analysis is not required. This is noted.			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 4 - Chapter 7: Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			7.1			7_1			7-1			6			Please include why past projects were not considered in the cumulative impacts analysis.			Past projects were researched and considered for the cumulative impacts analysis; however, no past projects were identified within 1 mile and would occur within 1 year of the anticipated construction windows for the Project. As a result, no past projects were presented in Chapter 7 Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations in the PEA. Additional clarification has been added to Section 7.1.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			Figure 7.1-1			7_2			7-3						Please provide related GIS data for this figure.			A GIS Data Package (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) containing the requested data has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			7.1.1			7_3			7-4; 7-5						a) iii) Provide the name of the nearest project component (to each cumulative project listed)
b) Provide associated GIS data for the cumulative projects			Table 7-1 has been updated to include the nearest Project component in the attached Chapter 7 - Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations document. The requested GIS data has been submitted as described in response to Request 7_2.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			7.1.3.4			7_4			7-7			2nd paragraph under heading			Please include that restoration of temporary impact areas would occur, which would also reduce cumulatively considerable impacts.			Section 7.1.3.4 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			7.1.3.10			7_5			7-12			4			In sentence 2, clarify that each area of impact relates to each of the poles to be replaced.			Section 7.1.3.10 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			7.2			7_6			7-17						This section generally addresses growth inducing impacts. However, subsections 7.2.1 through 7.2.4 do not match the PEA guidance (page 77 - items a through d). Please revise the subsection headings to match the PEA guidance and order.			Section 7.2 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 4 - Chapter 8: List of Preparers


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						8_1									This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 4 - Chapter 9: References


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						9_1									This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 5 - Appendix A: Project Mapbook


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			general 			App A_1									Appendices are presented and included per CPUC's guidance			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			general 			App A_2									Provide GIS Data per the Attachment 1 requirements of the PEA Guidelines.						TRUE			FALSE			GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 5 - Appendix B: Emissions Calculations - Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			general			App B_1									Excel spreadsheets with emissions calculations will be provided that are complete with all project assumptions, values, and formulas used to prepare emissions calculations in the PEA.						TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			general			App B_2									See comments in the respective sections above.						FALSE			TRUE			See Section 5.3 above.			Appendix B has been revised and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 6 - Appendix C: Biological Resources Technical Report


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App C_1									Comments on the Biological Resources Technical Report were submited under separate cover on April 26, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.						FALSE			TRUE			See comment document under separate cover for the BRTR.			BRTR/Appendix C has been revised and resubmitted.			FALSE			TRUE			A handful of outstanding comments still remain - please see BRTR Comment Review Spreadsheet.			n/a			FALSE			TRUE			Remaining comments not addressed in this paleo submittal.						FALSE			TRUE			As stated in Bio Section: Two outstanding edits that were made in the BRTR but still need to be made in the PEA: 1) Please revise wording for APM BIO-8 in the PEA to match revised wording in APM BIO-8 in the BRTR. 2) Please be sure to add the word "lack" back in the last sentence of Non-Wetland Waters in Section 5.4.1.4.1 of the PEA. 





			Volume 7 - Appendix D: Cultural Resources Report


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App D_1									Comments on the Cultural Resources Report were submited under separate cover on July 18, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.						FALSE			TRUE			Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review so that it can be confirmed that these changes were completed. 			CR Report/Appendix D has been revised and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix E: Detailed Tribal Consultation Report


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App E_1									No comments.						TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix F: Environmental Data Resources Report


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App F_1									No comments.						TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix G: Agency Consultation and Public Outreach Report and Records of Correspondence


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App G_1									No comments.						TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix H: Construction Fire Prevention Plan


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App H_1									No comments.						TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix I: Noise Calculations


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App I_1									See comments in the respective section above.						TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix J: Energy Calculations


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App J_1									See comments in the respective section above.						TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix K: Geotechnical Investigation Report


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App K_1									Comments on the Geotechnical Investigation Report were submited under separate cover on April 26, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.						TRUE			FALSE			SCE responses as detailed in this section are adequate.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			7.6						12			1			The section states: "No structures are located within major drainage channels, however, some structures located east of Eagle Mountains and north of Chuckwalla Mountains are in shallow drainages that exhibit the potential for erosion and scour on the order of 12-24 inches." It is stated that the estimates are based on field observations of the heights of wash channel walls that are subject to periodic flooding and erosion during intense rainfall events. However, further justification of the estimated order of erosion would be helpful.			Seven TSP locations are listed in Table D-2, Appendix D as having erosion/scour potential ranging from 1-2 feet, based on observations during conducting soil borings and sampling at the localities.  The project is not located in flood zones mapped by FEMA.
TSP locations at Borings B-2, B-3 and B-5 are in low gradient, distal portions of an alluvial fan complex that is approximately one mile wide at the TSP locations.  The braided drainage washes, from Eagle Mountain to the west in the area of the TSP locations, are spread out over the fan surface and no deeply incised drainage courses are present. The assessment that one or two feet of potential scour are considered reasonable in this environment.  The TSP location at B-8 is in an even more distant, distal portion of the alluvial fan surface and the estimate of the potential for two feet of scour is reasonable.
The TSP location at B-12 is likewise in a very low gradient, distal portion of an alluvial fan complex emanating from Chuckwalla Mountain to the west/southwest.  The braided wash channels in the area are very slightly incised and the estimated potential scour depths are reasonable for the area.
The TSP structures at the boring 17 and 18 locations are in a more medial portion of an alluvial fan complex emanating from McCoy Mountains to the north.  Although this portion of the alluvial fan drainage has the potential for more deeply incised drainage courses, a diagonally oriented berm/drainage structure has been graded in the area to divert smaller drainages to a more deeply incised drainage course approximately 300 feet to the east of B-17, and B-17 is protected by the berm.   The berm complex was apparently constructed to mitigate potential damage to Interstate 10.  B-18 is to the south of both the berm and Interstate 10 and is approximately 2000 feet west of the incised drainage course.  As such, the estimate of one foot of potential scour is reasonable for both locations.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment resolved.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			7.4						11			1			The issue of ground subsidence is explicitly addressed in the geotechnical report.
According to USGS (https://ca.water.usgs.gov/land_subsidence/california-subsidence-areas.html), the project area is not located within an area of land subsidence in California. The nearest subsidence area is the Coachella Valley northwest of the Salton Sea. 
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Data Viewer shows only one GPS station near Blythe within the Palo Verde Mesa. The station indicates a vertical displacement of less than 0.5" over 30 years (since 1994). Therefore, the subsidence does not appear to affect the project.			Concur with comment.			TRUE			FALSE						no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			Appx C Laboratory Testing						75 & 104 of pdf			Expansion Test Result and Atterberg Test Result			Expansive Soils are not explicitly discussed in the geotechnical report. It may be helpful to add a section addressing the prevalence of the expansive soils, and their potential impact on the project. 
One sample of sandy clay within the upper 5 feet of boring B-13 was tested to obtain an expansion index. The tested sample indicated an expansion potential of 41 corresponding to a low expansion potential. According to Section 1803.5.3, the soil is considered expansive if the expansion index is greater than 20, and a PI equal to 15. The tested sample for expansion potential is a sandy clay with a PI of 20, and EI of 41, and is considered expansive.  
Generally speaking near-surface soils along most of the alignment consist of granular (alluvial deposit) soils which are typically not expansive. In general, the project soils are not expansive.			Expansive clayey soil is not common in project area, however clayey soil layers were found in several borings (e.g. B-13 and B-16) located in dry lake. Since the project consist of only deep foundations, which are not sensitive to clay expansion, expansive clay mitigation is not required. Foundation design for TSPs incorporated reduced soil capacity for TSPs at site with clay layers.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment resolved.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix L: Weather Data (Provided under separate cover)


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App L_1									This Appendix needs to be provided.						TRUE			FALSE			The Appendix L cover page and associated weather excel tables have been provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix M: Water Use Calculations


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


						App M_1									Table 5: Total Water Demand for Project Duration was reviewed. Total water demand noted.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Guidelines for Energy Project - Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and Proponent’s Environmental Assessments


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025			Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)			Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)


																					Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No									Yes			No


			Formatting and Basic PEA Data Needs, Including GIS Data			Mail_1			4			list item 5			"Applicants will provide in an Excel spreadsheet a  comprehensive mailing list that includes the names properties for both the proposed project and alternatives." It is understood that this Project does not have alternatives.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			Noted. List to be provided, as needed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			n/a			TRUE			FALSE			n/a
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SCE EMB PEA Completeness Review - Data Request #3 


			From


			Chiang, Eric


			To


			Jason Bruce; Freddie Olmos


			Recipients


			jason.bruce@sce.com; Folmos@ecorpconsulting.com





Hi Jason,





Please find Data Request #3 for the SCE EMB Project and note the remaining items to deem the application complete. Please let us know if you have any questions or want to discuss in a follow-up meeting.





Thanks,
Eric








SCE EMB  Data Request #3 Letter.pdf


STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom, Governor
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3298

July 24, 2025

Jason Bruce - Regulatory General Rate Case
Southern California Edison Company

8631 Rush St.

Rosemead, California 91770

Re: Completeness Review of Southern California Edison Company’s Eagle Mountain Blythe 220 kV Project
(A.24-07-021) Proponent’s Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Bruce:

Please see the attached data request documents for the Southern California Edison’s (SCE) Application
(A.24-07-021) for a Permit to Construct (PTC) for the Eagle Mountain Blythe 161 kV (EMB) Project.

Please direct questions related to this data request to Eric.Chiang@cpuc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Eric Chiang

Project Manager, Energy Division

cc: Freddie Olmos, ECORP, Inc.





mailto:Eric.Chiang@cpuc.ca.gov
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				Cover



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								Cover_1												Cover formatting follows CPUC guidance and sample cover in PEA Checklist.				Noted.				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 1 - Chapter 1: Executive Summary



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				general				1_1												The chapter follows the PEA outline requirements. Specific comments on the content that is summarized in this chapter are provided in the applicable sections of the PEA.				Noted.				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 1 - Chapter 2: Introduction



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				general				2_1												This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.				Noted.				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 1 - Chapter 3: Proposed Project Description



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				3.2.1.5; 3.2.1.10				3_1				3-5								Please provide GIS data mentioned in these sections.				GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.				TRUE				FALSE				GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				3.3.3.1.1				3_2				3-8								Text states "Photographs of the existing structure types to be removed are shown in Appendix A." Appendix A only includes GIS maps. Please provide the photopgraphs mentioned in this section.				Appendix A has been updated to include the referenced images.				TRUE				FALSE				Photos have been added as Appendix A1 - Structure Examples.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				3.3.3.6				3_3				3-10								Images of the existing structure types to be removed are missing from Appendix A.				Appendix A has been updated to include the referenced images.				TRUE				FALSE				Photos have been added as Appendix A1 - Structure Examples.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				3.3.4.8				3_4				3-13								The diagrams of the proposed structures are missing from Appendix A.				Appendix A has been updated to include the referenced images.				TRUE				FALSE				Appendix A1 includes diagrams of the proposed structures.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				3.12.3				3_5				3-60								Please provide GIS data mentioned in this section.				GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.				TRUE				FALSE				GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				3.12.4				3_6				3-60								GIS information per Section 3.12.4 need to be provided.                                                                             3.12.4: GIS Requirements. Provide the following information for each pole/tower that would be installed and for each pole/tower that would be removed:
a) Unique ID number and type of pole (e.g., wood, steel, etc.) or tower (e.g., self-supporting lattice) both in a table and in the attributes of the GIS data provided
b) Identify pole/tower heights and conductor sizes in the attributes of the GIS data provided.				GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.				TRUE				FALSE				GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 2 - Chapter 4: Description of Alternatives



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								4_1												This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.				Noted. 				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 2 - Chapter 5 - Environmental Analysis



				Section 5.1 Aesthetics



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.1.1.3				5.1_1				5.1-19				3, 4				For the Viewshed analysis: 
c) Provide a supporting map (or maps) showing project area, landscape units, topography (i.e., hillshade), and the results of the viewshed analysis. Provide associated GIS data.				Section 5.1.1.3.1 has been updated to incorporate the results of a viewshed analysis. GIS data associated with Figure 5.1-4 (Viewshed Analysis) will be included with Project GIS data.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.1.1.4				5.1_2				5.1-20				1				Landscape unit identified for Project Area, but need to include any landscape units in the area surrounding the project area (approximately 5-mile buffer)				Section 5.1.1.4 has been updated to expand on the discussion of landscape units within a 5-mile buffer of the Project.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.1.1.5				5.1_3				5.1-20, 5.1-21				2, 3
1				For paragraph on motorists, add information for feedback from the public about the project and landscape characterists affecting visual sensitivity.

For paragraph on residents, add information about feedback from the public about the project. 				No edit made to Chapter 5. SCE sent letters to nearby members of the public about the project. SCE received three calls in response; no questions were asked about viewshed or landscape; therefore, no feedback from the public has been received regarding landscape characteristics and/or visual sensitivity. 				FALSE				TRUE				Since Pre-Filing Guidelines for this section say to describe feedback from the public, please add text under Section 5.1.1.5 Viewers and Viewer Sensitivity stating letters were sent to attempt to gain feedback from the public, three calls were received in response, etc.

				Requested information has been added to the Aesthetics PEA section and resubmitted.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.



				5.1.1.6				5.1_4												Provide associated GIS data (may be combined with GIS data request below for representative photographs).				GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.1.1.7				5.1_5				5.1-6 to 5.1-17				Figures 5.1-2 to Figure 5.1-3b				Provide the following information for each photograph:
i. Capture time and date
ii. Camera body and lens model
iii. Lens focal length and camera height when taken

Provide GIS Data associated with each photograph location that includes coordinates (<1 meter resolution), elevations, and viewing directions, as well as the associated viewpoint.				Section 5.1.1.6 has been updated to provide the requested information. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.1.1.8				5.1_6				5.1-25, 5.1-26				1				In addition to the map showing VRM areas, please discuss/include the following:
a) Identify any visual resource management areas within and surrounding the project area (approximately 5-mile buffer).
b) Describe any project areas within visual resource management areas.
c) Provide associated GIS data for VRM areas.				Section 5.1.4.1.3 has been updated to provide the requested information. GIS data for VRM areas has been included with Project GIS data. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.1.4.5				5.1_7				5.1-38; 5.1-36 to 5.1-37				7
5 to 6
1 to 2				Section 5.1.4.5 states to refer to Section 5.1.4.1.4, which starts on page 5.1-36. This paragraph identifies all sources of permanent and temporary lighting, but should also identify any structures or lines that could require FAA notification or any structures that could require lighting and marking based on flight patterns and FAA or military requirements. Provide supporting documentation in an Appendix (e.g., FAA notice and criteria tool results). 

If no such structures like this exist, the analysis should describe this as well.				Section 5.1.4.1.4 has been updated to provide additional information about Project structures that could require lighting and marking. A discussion of flight path conerns is also included in Section 5.9.4.1.9.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								5.2_1												No comments.				Noted.				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.3 Air Quality



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.3.1.1 Air Quality Plans				5.3_1				5.3-1				3				The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that Section 5.3.1.1 shall identify and describe all applicable air quality plans. This section does NOT contain a detailed discussion of the applicable air quality plans, though it is noted that such a discussion is cross-referenced as being located in Section 5.3.2.1.3. This deviation from the Guidelines is appropriate as it contributes to the organization of the information and is cross-referenced in Section 5.3.1.1				Noted.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.3.1.1 Air Quality Plans				5.3_2				5.3-2				1				The last sentence of this paragraph states that, "As described in Section 5.3.2.1.3, the SCAQMD and MDAQMD have prepared attainment plans to address O3 within its jurisdiction." However, it is noted that the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP also addresses particulate matter in addition to ozone. Additionally the MDAQMD has adopted the Mojave Desert Planning Area PM10 Attainment Plan (that is mentioned on page 5.3-8 of the Chapter), which addresses coarse particulate matter. ECORP recommends this discussion be revised to acknowledge the air districts' planning efforts to  address particulate matter. 				Section 5.3.1.1 has been updated to reflect that the SCAQMD and MDAQMD have prepared plans to address ozone and particulate matter. See Section 5.3.2.1.3.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.3.1.3 Sensitive Receptor Locations				5.3_3				5.3-4				1				The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that GIS data be provided for sensitive receptor locations. No GIS data is provided in this Section. ECORP recommends providing a graphic depicting this information. 				A GIS data package (SCE_EMB_DR01_AQ_03) identifying sensitive receptors within 1,000 feet of the project has been provided under separate cover. This data was used to generate Figure 5.13-1. No other sensitive receptors have been identified.				TRUE				FALSE				More or less resolved. For a more user-friendly document, ECORP recommends cross referenceing Figure 5.13-1 of the Noise Chapter in the 2nd paragraph of Page 5.3-4. However, the Noise Chapter as a whole is referenced here as containing addition information on specific sensitive receptors. This is adequate.  				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.3.2.1.3 Local				5.3_4				5.3-5				Last				This paragraph notes that the SCAQMD has adopted the 2022 AQMP to address the district's NAAQS nonattainment status for ozone. It is noted hat the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP also addresses particulate matter in addition to ozone. Expanding this discussion to include this fact is recommended. 				Section 5.3.2.1.3 has been updated to reflect the suggested revision. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.3.2.1.3 Local 				5.3_5				5.3-5 & 5.3-6				Entire Section				As noted in the first comment, the Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that Section 5.3.1.1 shall identify and describe all applicable air quality plans. While that Section does not include a discussion of the applicable air quality plans, it does cross reference this Section, 5.3.2.1.3, which does contain this discussion. This deviation from the Guidelines is appropriate as it contributes to the organization of the information and is cross-referenced in Section 5.3.1.1. However, the discussion of the SCAQMD 202 AQMP should be expanded to include its consideration of particulate matter emissions. Additionally, the discussion of the MDAQMD's air quality plans should be expanded to include discussion of the 2023 MDAQMD Ozone Attainment Plan and Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan, as currently the discussion is limited to reference of the Federal 75 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan of 2017. Lastly, this Section should be expanded to include a discussion of the Mojave Desert Planning Area PM10 Attainment Plan (which is referenced on page 5.3-8 of the Chapter). 				Section 5.3.2.1.3 has been updated to reflect the suggested revision.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.3.3.1.1 Emissions Thresholds				5.3_6				5.3-8				Table 5.3-3				This table cites the 2016 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines for the source of MDAQMD thresholds. Since the previous page references the 2020 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines, and since this is a more up-to-date source, these guidelines should be cited here instead of the 2016 guidelines. 				Table 5.3-3 of Section 5.3 Air Quality has been updated to reflect the suggested revision.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.3.4.1.1 Air Quality Methodology				5.3_7				5.3-8				2				In general, this paragraph should be expanded to concisely disclose the modeling methodology used to estimate Project construction emissions. For instance, this paragraph notes that, "emissions that would occur in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD were calculated separately,
depending on the construction activity locations…" It is recommended that a brief description of the Project Site, specific to the air district jurisdiction, be provided here. For example, the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction would be helpful. As would the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. 
A substantial source of emissions will be workers and haul trucks traveled over unpaved roads. This paragraph should disclose the amount of unpaved road mileage that was accounted for in the emissions modeling, the number of construction worker commute trips and haul trucks estimated to travel these unpaved roads daily, and what input parameters (silt loading) were included. 
Lastly, it is noted that this paragraph cites "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions. This statement if vague and requires elaboration as to what it actually means.

No model files were received.      				No edits made to Section 5.1. A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been developed that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.				FALSE				TRUE				While Appendix B: Air Quality and GHG Calculations, is helpful to a technical expert familiar with the employed regulatory models for understanding specific emissions modeling methodology, Section 5.3.4.1.1 and/or Appendix B could still benefit from a robust description of emissions modeling methods tailored toward the layreader. For instance, Section 5.3.4.1.1 notes that "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions, aerial photographs were used to identify potential sensitive receptors, and that emissions that would occur in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD were calculated separately. The reader is then referred to Appendix B, which contains broad-level technical information containing little context or explaination. As with the first review, it is recommended that the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction (SCAQMD and MDAQMD) be identified, as well as the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. Essentially, just providing one paragraph that concisely describes the steps and citations used to calculate Project emissions would greatly enhance the analysis' purpose as an informational document. Currently, this paragraph is vague and Appendix B is not user-friendly.  

Additionally, as noted in the first review, substantial source of emissions will be workers and haul trucks traveled over unpaved roads, especially at the western portion of the linear Project. However, a review of Appendix B merely states that "paved and unpaved road distances for each trip type were estimated using aerial imagery", yet provides no other details. Table 21 of Appendix B identifies that between 90 and 100 percent of all roadways accessing the construction site would be paved yet provides no other information as to how these values were determined. A cursory review of aerial imagery suggests the percentage of unpaved roads that would be used to access Project construction areas is greater than 10 percent, especially at the western portions. Since the construction worker traffic on unpaved roadways is a potent source of PM10 emissions, it is important to adequately explain how the percentage of modeled paved/unpaved roads is determined. 				Appendix B and AQ PEA sections have been revised and resubmitted.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.







				5.3.4.1.2 Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?				5.3_8				5.3-8				Last				This paragraph incorrectly cites the SCAQMD 2016 AQMP and MDAQMD 2017 Federal 75 ppb (parts per billion) Ozone Attainment Plan as the latest iterations of these air districts' air quality plans. This paragraph needs to be revised to identify the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP and MDAQMD 2023 MDAQMD Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan. 				Section 5.3.4.1.2 has been udated to reflect the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.3.4.1.2 Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?				5.3_9				5.3-9				2				See previous comment. This paragraph also incorrectly cites the SCAQMD 2016 AQMP and MDAQMD 2017 Federal 75 ppb (parts per billion) Ozone Attainment Plan as the latest iterations of these air districts' air quality plans. This paragraph needs to be revised to identify the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP and MDAQMD 2023 MDAQMD Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan. This paragraph also incorrectly cites the MDAQMD's 2016 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines, and should actually cite the 2020 CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines. 				Section 5.3.4.1.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.3.4.1.3 Would the Project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the Project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard? 				5.3_10				5.3-10				1				According to the Project Description, SCE anticipates that construction of the Project would begin in the fourth quarter of 2025 and would continue for approximately four months. Project activities would shut down for approximately four months in the summer, when utility loading is at peak demand, and to minimize impacts to special-status species that become active in the area during the summer months (e.g., desert tortoise, fringe-toed lizards, nesting birds). Project activities would resume in the fourth quarter of 2026 and continue for approximately four months. While it is acknowledged that Project implementation is also stated to occur within an 18-month window, it is obviously an objective to complete implementation in the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. This paragraph (in addition to Table 5.3-4 and Table 5.3-5) notes/shows that construction emissions are calculated to also occur within the year 2027. Due to the unknown duration of construction timing, the most conservative scenario should be accounted for, which in this case equates to calculating Project construction emissions occurring in the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. Currently, the analysis extends construction into 2027, which while an acknowledged potential does result in the calculation of lower daily emission rates. As stated in the Project Description, there is also the potential that Project construction would be limited to the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. As this is the most conservative potential scenario it should be the scenario modeled. 				No edits made to Section 5.3.4.1.3. A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided. The planned months of active construction are October 2025 through January 2026 and October 2026 and January 2027, for a total of 8 months of active construction. As a result, this is the construction scenario that was modeled in Appendix B.				FALSE				TRUE				The construction duration/timing used to model emissions is still inconsistent with the construction duration/timing identified in the Project Description. 				Appendix B and AQ PEA sections have been revised and resubmitted.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.







				Section 5.4 Biological Resources



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				general				5.4_1				--				--				Please incorporate all comments submitted on the Project's Draft Biological Resources Technical Report.				Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions from the BRTR. 				FALSE				TRUE				Not all comments were resolved, and there are too many to cite here. Please revisit comment document for BRTR and incorporate into Section 5.4 (comment document has been revised as of April 2025). Additionally updated text from the BRTR was not incorporated into Section 5.4 in appropriate sections, and references in Section 5.4 to page numbers and sections in the BRTR need to be double-checked for consistency.+A70:I70				All comments in BRTR have been addressed. BRTR and revised PEA section resubmitted. 				FALSE				TRUE				A handful of outstanding comments still remain - please see BRTR Comment Review Spreadsheet.                                                         Please update the Clean Water Act summary in Chapter 4.5 to reflect recent regulatory changes, such as the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming"  (edits made to the biological report should be copied over to the appropriate location in the PEA).



				5.4.1.4				5.4_2				5.4-5 through -6								Aquatic features within the survey area that may provide suitable habitat for rare and special-status species were not adequately addressed, described, or quantified in this section. Figures depicting aquatic resources were neither referenced nor included in this section.				Section 5.4.1.4 Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.4.1.5.1				5.4_3				5.4-7 through -12				1st				Please ensure all scientific names are italicized. Plant species identified in 1st paragraph of section and in Table 5.4-4 lack the following information from the PEA Guidelines: Specific types and locations of potentially suitable habitat that correspond to the vegetation communities and land cover and aquatic features.				Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Location information in Table 5.4-4 is still very vague; however, location information was sufficient in the small species paragraphs presented before Table 5.4-4.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.4.1.5.2				5.4_4				5.4-13				1st				Please include scientific names for species listed in first paragraph of the section. 				Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.4.1.5.2				5.4_5				5.4-13 through 25								Crotch bumble bee, a state-listed Candidate species, is missing from this section.				Section 5.4.1.5.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.4.1.5.2				5.4_6				5.4-20 through -25				Wildlife summary paragraphs				Wildlife species summaries following Table 5.4-5 are inconsistent in providing the following information from the PEA Guidelines: Specific types and locations of potentially suitable habitat that correspond to the vegetation communities and land cover and aquatic features. 				Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				FALSE				TRUE				Location information is not included in the prairie falcon species paragraph, but is included in others. Location information is inconsistent in Table 5.4-5.				The Biological Resources PEA section has been revised to include additional location information and resubmitted.				FALSE				TRUE				The following species were classified as "likely" in Table 5.4-5 but are missing from the list in the 1st paragraph of Section 5.4.1.5.2 and the species summaries below Table 5.4-5: golden eagle, merlin, and western yellow bat.



				5.4.4.1				5.4_7								entire section				Please double check Section references in the entire section. Several errors were noted.				Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.4.4.1.1				5.4_8				5.4-46 through -51				Special-status wildlife section				Other special-status wildlife species discussed in Section 5.4.1.5.2 are missing from this summary. Crotch bumble bee (State Candidate Species) is missing from analysis.				Section 5.4.1.5.2 has been updated to reflect that Crotch's bumble bee is "unlikely" to occur. Therefore they are not included in this section.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.4.4.1.4				5.4_9				5.4-51				1st				First paragraph states that 0.06 acre would be permanently lost as a result of the project, but Table 5.4-8 only identifies temporary impacts. Please rectify.				Section 5.4.4.1.4 and Table 5.4-8 have been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.4.4.2				5.4_10				5.4-57								The Section reference is incorrect. It appears the correct Section reference should be Section 5.4.4.1.4.				Section 5.4.4.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.4.4.2				5.4_11				5.4-57								This section does not address the restoration of temporary impact areas per points (a) through (d) of Section 5.4.4.2 in the PEA Guidelines. It appears that BIO-9 was provided as mitigation for restoring temporary impact areas. BIO-9 appears to satisfy many of the lettered points in Section 5.4.4.2 of the PEA Guidelines; however, (d) Expected timeframe for restoration of the site  is not mentioned.				Section 5.4.4.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested addition. The timeframe is driven by “when the restoration success criteria is met”, which is driven by the HRRP. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources																				Revised PEA Chapter



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.5				5.5_1				5.5-1				5th				The discussion of APE boundaries should be placed in 5.5.1.3				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The APE discussion has been moved to Section 5.5.1.2.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.1.1				5.5_2				5.5-1 to 5.5-2				Entire Section				This section is more approriate for a overall cultural background (see comment below). This section should be truncated to the environmental background without lengthy discussion of research themes as this is covered in the referenced cultural reports and not necessary in the PEA.				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. There is no discussion of research themes so no changes are made.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.1.2				5.5_3				5.5-2 to 5.5-16				Entire section				This section does not include a summary of the survey methods nor results. The information currently included would be better fit in the previous section (5.5.1.1)				This section is meant to provide the cultural resources context rather than the results of previous studies and methods. Heading was changed to avoid confusion. Methods and results are summarized in Section 5.5.1.2.1. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.1.3				5.5_4				5.5-16 				Entire section				This section should include a discussion of the APE and the different landownerships.				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The APE discussion has been moved to Section 5.5.1.2.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.1.3.1				5.5_5				5.5-16 to 5.5-20				Entire Section				This information should be placed in 5.5.1.2				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.1.3.1				5.5_6				5.5-17				2				The PEA states that a record search was carried out with the California Historical Resources Information System Eastern Information Center. Please clarify whether or not the records search also included the BLM files, which often are often not duplicated at the Information Centers.				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The records search was completed by AECOM separate from the Rincon 2021 effort and did not include an independent review of the BLM’s internal records. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.1.3.1				5.5_7				5.5-17				3				The provided number breakdown provided in this paragraph match up. Please confirm the numbers and revise.				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.1.3.1				5.5_8				5.5-17				Table 5.5-1				The number of resources included in this table does not match the number breakdown of the above paragraph. Please revise.				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				FALSE				TRUE				Numbers are still off as paragraph states 66 resources but there are 67 resources listed in the table. Please confirm and revise as needed.				The Cultural Resources PEA section has been revised and resubmitted.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.



				5.5.1.3.1				5.5_9				5.5-20				1, 2 and 3				This subsection labeled "Native American Consultation" should be included in 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources section.				This information is now included Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources and removed here to avoid redundancy.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.1.3.2				5.5_10				5.5-20 to 5.5-21				Entire Section				This information should be placed in 5.5.1.2				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.2.1.1				5.5_11				5.5-21 to 5.5-23				Entire Section				There is no discussion of NEPA requirement. Please include. 				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.2.1.2				5.5_12				5.5-25				Entire Section				These state regulations should be included in the 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources section.				Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources refers to this section for the State regulations. No changes made to avoid redundancy.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.4.1.1				5.5_13				5.5-27				Entire Section				This regulatory summary is better incorporated within the regulatory section 5.5.2.1.2 				The section is placed here to provide the context for the impacts analysis. We recommend this section remain as is to provide context for readers that are not as well versed in cultural resources impacts analysis. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.4.1.2				5.5_14				5.5-28 				1				Due to inconsistenices noted in the peer review of the Rincon 2021 report, it is currently unknown if a number of the resources documented would be considered historical resources; therefore this impact question cannot be answered at this time until the revisions are completed.  				Based on revisions to the Rincon 2021 report, there are no historical resources within the proposed work areas. Based on the provided clarification in the update 2021 report, this section is correct and does not require changes. 				FALSE				TRUE				Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review  so it can be confirmed that these changes were completed and therefore the anaylsis correct and this comment can then be considered resolved. 				Revised Rincon 2021 Report has been provided as Appendix D Cultural Resources Assessment				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.



				5.5.4.1.3				5.5_15				5.5-29				4				This section refers to incorrect section (5.5.4.1.1) regarding discussion of historical resources and should be revised (5.5.4.1.2).				Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.5.4.1.3				5.5_16				5.5-29				4				Due to inconsistenices noted in the peer review of the Rincon 2021 report, it is currently unknown if a number of the resources documented would be considered unique archaeological resources; therefore this impact question cannot be answered at this time until the revisions are completed.  				Based on revisions to the Rincon 2021 report, there are no historical resources within the proposed work areas. Based on the provided clarification in the update 2021 report, this section is correct and does not require changes. 				FALSE				TRUE				Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review  so it can be confirmed that these changes were completed and therefore the anaylsis correct and this comment can then be considered resolved. 				Revised Rincon 2021 Report has been provided as Appendix D Cultural Resources Assessment.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.



				5.5.4.2				5.5_17				5.5-30				1				Recommend to move the detailed description of AMP CUL-5 here. 				This section has been removed as language was redundant. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.6 Energy																				Revised PEA Chapter



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.6.4.1.1 Energy Methodology & Appendix J				5.6_1				5.6-5				3				As with Appendix B, Emissions Calculations: Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas, Appendix J, Energy Calculations, fails to show exactly how quantification of the subject matter was completed. For instance, Appendix J only shows EMFAC outputs for the overall fleet fuel consumption rates in the Mojave Desert Air Basin, calculated miles per gallon seemingly based, in part, on these EMFAC outputs, fuel consumption calculation outputs, and a fuel consumption summary table. However, there is no information to show readers how exactly Project fuel consumption is calculated. For instance, how was the VMT for worker commutes, haul trips and vendor trips derived? What is the method for calculating offroad construction equipment fuel consumption? Table 3 of Appendix J simply provides the fuel consumption values, yet fails to "show the math" behind these values. Appendix J should be revised so that a reader can understand the basis for the identified Project fuel consumption. Additionally, Section 5.6.4.1.1 of the Energy Chapter should be expanded to truly explain the method for Project fuel consumption calculation. Also see related comments to Sections 5.3 and 5.8 regarding the lack of needed disclosure in the methodology discussions in those chapters. 				A revised version of Appendix E (EMB App E Energy Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the fuel consumption estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.6.4.1.2 Would the Project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during Project construction or operation?				5.6_2				5.6-5				5				This paragraph cites the U.S. EPA Construction Equipment Fuel Efficiency Standard, though does not describe what this standard is. A description of this standard should be added to the Section 5.6.2.1. 				This paragraph incorrectly refers to the Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) Standards as a U.S. EPA standard. CAFE standards were first enacted by congress in 1975 with the purpose of reducing energy consumption by increasing fuel economy. CAFE Standards are regulated the U.S. Department of Transportation's National Highway Traffic and Safety Administration (NHTSA). The NHTSA enforces the standard while the U.S. EPA calculates average fuel economy levels for manufacturers and sets related greenhouse gas standards. Section 5.6.4.1.2 has been updated with this language.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.7 Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources																				Revised PEA Chapter



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.7.1.1.1				5.7_1				191				2				Perhaps discuss topography here as well.				Topography discussed in Section 5.7.1.2.5 has been added to Section 5.7.1.1 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				Figure 5.7-1				5.7_2				193				Fault Map				Change color of fault lines or I-10. They look too similar.				Figure 5.7-1 has been revised.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.7.1.4				5.7_3				197				2				Is there a soils map to accompany this?				Soils Map included as part of submittal. Please see file “Geology and Soils Soil map”				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.7.1.5				5.7_4				197				3				In addition to a UCMP database record search, was one requested by Pat Holroyd of UCMP?				A database record search was not requested by Pat Holroyd of UCMP.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.7.1.5				5.7_5				202				2				Discuss what defines low, undetermined, high sensitivity.				A discussion of paleontological sensitivity has been added to Section 5.7.1.5.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.7.1.5				5.7_6				202				2				Discuss existing findings of fossils and locations. Provide a map.				The UCMP database queried for the Project does not provide precise geographic data for fossil locations.  				FALSE				TRUE				Is it  possible through literature searches to provide findings for the Project alignment and/or surroundings?				A desktop literature/museum search will be conducted to provide the requested findings and the Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources PEA section will be resubmitted when complete. 				FALSE				TRUE				Review again once submitted.







				Section 5.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions																				Revised PEA Chapter



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.8.2.2.4 California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006				5.8_1				5.8-3				1				Due to the title of this legislation, this discussion should be slightly expanded to note Senate Bill 32 came into effect in the year 2014. 				Section 5.8.2.2.4 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.8.2.3.1 South Coast Air Quality Management District				5.8_2				5.8-4				5				This paragraph cites the incorrect SCAQMD GHG threshold. The 10,000 metric tons/year threshold is specific to industrial land uses such as uses with stationary source emissions (i.e., manufacturing) or industrial warehouses. This paragraph should be revised to identify the SCAQMD recommended interim threshold of 3,000 metric tons/year.				No edit made to Section 5.8. The SCAQMD’s Interim CEQA GHG Significance Threshold for Stationary Sources, Rules and Plans Proposal dated December 5, 2008, was reviewed to determine the appropriate threshold for evaluating GHG emissions from the Proposed Project. The SCAQMD’s staff recommends a tiered approach for evaluating significance. Tier 3 is anticipated to be the primary tier for determining significance which uses a 90 percent capture rate screening level for stationary sources. Within this tier, the SCAQMD recommends a screening threshold of 10,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide (CO2) equivalent emissions per year (mtCO2e per year) and 3,000 mtCO2e per year for residential and commercial sectors. The Proposed Project is not part of the residential or commercial sector; it is part of the larger electric transmission grid which serves to deliver electricity throughout SCE’s service territory. As a result, the industrial threshold of 10,000 mtCO2e per year is appropriate. As noted in Response 5.8_8, Proposed Project emissions were compared to Riverside County’s more conservative 3,000 mtCO2e per year threshold.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.8.2.3.2 Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District				5.8_3				5.8-4				6				This paragraph should be revised to include, "per year" after "100,000 tons". 				Section 5.8.2.3.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.8.2.3.3 Riverside County				5.8_4				5.8-4				7				The impact analysis employs the use of the Riverside County Climate Action Plan screening threshold of 3,000 metric tons of CO2e annually. However, this discussion fails to note this. This paragraph should be revised to include an expanded discussion of the CEQA significance thresholds established in the Climate Action Plan.				Section 5.8.2.3.3 has been updated to incorporate the significance threshold of 3,000 MTCO2e per year when discussing this plan.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.8.4.1.1 Greenhouse Gas Methodology				5.8_5				5.8-5				2				In general, this paragraph should be expanded to concisely disclose the modeling methodology used to estimate Project construction emissions (see Comments to Section 5.3 Air Quality). For instance, a brief description of the Project Site, specific to the air district jurisdiction, should be provided here. For example, the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction would be helpful. As would the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. Also, it is noted that this paragraph cites "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions. This statement if vague and requires elaboration as to what it actually means.   

No model files were received.   				A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.				FALSE				TRUE				See 2nd review comments to 5.3.4.1.1 Air Quality Methodology. 				Appendix B has been revised and resubmitted. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.



				5.8.4.1.1 Greenhouse Gas Methodology				5.8_6				5.8-5				3 & 4				This discussion notes that operational GHG emissions were not quantified. The very next paragraph states the Project construction emissions are amortized over its presumed 30-year operational life and combined with operational emissions. Since operational emissions are not quantified, this discussion should be revised to omit language describing how amortized construction emissions are added to operational emissions. 				Section 5.8.4.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.8.4.1.2 Would the Project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?				5.8_7				5.8-5				5				See previous comment. This paragraph cites the incorrect SCAQMD GHG threshold. The 10,000 metric tons/year threshold is specific to industrial land uses such as uses with stationary source emissions (i.e., manufacturing) or industrial warehouses. This paragraph should be revised to identify the SCAQMD recommended interim threshold of 3,000 metric tons/year.				Please see Response 5.8_2. No edit made to Section 5.8.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.8.4.1.2 Would the Project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?				5.8_8				5.8-5 - 5.8-6				Entire Impact Analysis (Table 5.8-1)				In terms of the analysis of GHG emissions, it actually makes little sense to divide the Project's contribution between the two air districts, SCAQMD and MDAQMD. Additionally, the inclusion of Project emission comparison to the County of Riverside Climate Action Plan screening threshold adds an additional level of confusion, since the analysis fails to identify which portions of the Project are being attributed to which jurisdictional threshold, and why. (It is noted that both the SCAQMD and MDAQMD jurisdictions overlay the County CAP jurisdiction.) Instead, since the vast majority of the Project Site is located in unincorporated Riverside County, Project emissions should be compared to the County of Riverside Climate Action Plan screening threshold exclusively. While it is acknowledged that a small portion of emissions would be generated in the City of Blythe, and thus not within the County's jurisdiction, relying on this threshold alone would be conservative and the analysis would be understandable. 				The emissions presented for the County of Riverside in Table 5.8-1 include the sum of the emissions in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD. As a result, these values represent the suggested conservative analysis. As described previously, a revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided with a more detailed description of the calculation methodology.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.9 Hazards, Hazardous Materials, and Public Safety																				Revised PEA Chapter



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.9.1.1 & Table 5.9-1				5.9_1				5.9-1, 5.9-2				4				Table title is "Known Release Sites Identified within the Project Area" however the text in 5.9.1.1 states these are "nearby sites" identified for the database search for sites within 1 mile radius of the Project Alignment. Please clarify text and/or table title to reflect if these sites were identified in the Project vicinity or within the Project Area.				The EDR report included a regulatory database search for known and potential release sites up to 2 miles from the Project Alignment. Table 5.9-1, “Known Release Sites Identified within the Project Area”, and Figure 5.9-1, “Known Release Sites in the Vicinity of the Project”, from the PEA was designed to limit the list of past or present subsurface contaminants to those that could potentially be encountered within 1,000 feet of the Project. Following an additional review of the database search results, five additional sites within 1,000 feet of the Project that had releases or concerns reported should have been included in Table 5.9-1 and Figure 5.9-1. Section 5.9 Hazards, Hazardous Materials, and Public Safety has been updated to add clarifying text, update the analysis in Section 5.9.4.1.5, and revise Figure 5.9-1 and Table 5.9-1.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.9.1.3				5.9_2				5.9-4				6				State if the Project is or is not within a State Responsibility Area.				Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested language in Section 5.9.1.3.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.9.4.1.2				5.9_3				5.9-18				4				Please state if the secondary containment with hazardous materials would be stored in one of the laydown yards, each laydown yard, or elsewhere.				Section 5.9 has been updated to include additional clarity in Section 5.9.4.1.2.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.9.4.1.3				5.9_4				5.9-19				4				The end of the last sentence should be revised to say "…regulations would reduce the risk of construction hazards to the public, workers, and environment to a level that is less than significant."				Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.3.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.9.4.1.5				5.9_5				5.9-20				3, 4				Paragraph 3 and the beginning of paragraph 4 state the same information and can be combined to avoid repetition.				Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.5.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.9.4.1.12				5.9_6				5.9-23				7				The paragraph states SCE would comply with CCR provisions for high-voltage work to reduce shock hazards and avoid electrocution of workers. Thus, the determination should be "Less than Significant" rather than "No Impact" since there is a shock hazard due to the high-voltage work.				Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.12.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.9.4.2				5.9_7				5.9-24				1				Estimate the quantity of each hazardous material that would be stored onsite during operation. If none is stored onsite during operations, then please state it in the document.				Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.2.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.9.4.6 - 5.9.4.8				5.9_8												The Natural Gas and Gas Storage requirements are not in the document. Sections 5.9.4.6, 5.9.4.7, and 5.9.4.8 of the Guidelines should be included in the document and it can be stated under each that they don't apply to the Project if no natural gas or gas storage is involved.				Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.10 Hydrology and Water Quality



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.10.1.1				5.10_1				5.10-1, 5.10-2				5				Identify by milepost all ephemeral, intermittent, and perennial surface waterbodies crossed by the project. For each, list its water quality classification, if applicable.				There is a reservoir (33.808028, -115.450211) next to the Eagle Mountain Pump Plant just south of the westernmost part of the project. This feature is approximately 730 feet south-southeast of the work areas. There are also what appear to be retention basins (33.612514, -114.684936) for some type of facilities just north of the easternmost part of the project. The nearest feature is 70 feet north of the work areas.				FALSE				TRUE				Add the information from Applicant Response to Section 5.10.1.1 of the PEA.				The requested information has been added to the Hydrology and Water Quality PEA section and resubmitted.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.



				5.10.4.1.4				5.10_2				5.10-14				1				Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.				The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.				TRUE				FALSE				Section includes required items.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.10.4.1.5				5.10_3				5.10-14				3				Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.				The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.				TRUE				FALSE				Section includes required items.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.10.4.1.6				5.10_4				5.10-15				1				Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.				The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.				TRUE				FALSE				Section includes required items.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.10.4.5				5.10_5				5.10-17				4				Identify all waterbody crossings by milepost.				Please see the response to Comment 5.10_1.				FALSE				TRUE				See Notes for Comment 5.10_1				The requested information has been added to the Hydrology and Water Quality PEA section and resubmitted.				FALSE				TRUE				The Section 5.10.4.5 paragraph states the Project crosses seven major matercourses, but does not identify each of the waterbody crossings by milepost.







				Section 5.11 Land Use and Planning



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				Figure 5.11-3				5.11_1				5.11-4								The figure looks distorted, please replace with a corrected figure.				A PDF version of Figure 5.11-3 will be submitted under separate cover.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. Figure corrected.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.12 Mineral Resources



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								5.12_1												No comments.				Noted.				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.13 Noise																				Revised PEA Chapter



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.13.1.2.1 Noise Background				5.13_1				5.13-2				4				The last sentence of this paragraph incorrectly states, "The Ldn is similar to the CNEL, except there is no penalty for the noise level occurring during the nighttime hours." This sentence should be deleted. The sentence immediately preceding this one correctly notes that, "The Ldn is a calculated 24-hour weighted average, where sound levels during nighttime hours from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. have an added 10 dB weighting."				Section 5.13.1.2.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.13.1.2.2 Existing Noise Levels				5.13_2				5.13-2				5 & 6				The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and PEAs requires that this section provide the existing noise levels (Lmax, Lmin,
Leq, and Ldn sound level and other applicable noise parameters) at noise sensitive areas near the proposed project. However, this section of the Noise Chapter neglects to provide this information. Due to the length of the Project Site and scattering of noise-sensitive receptors, the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) Standard 12.9-2013/Part 3 Quantities and Procedures for Description and Measurement of Environmental Sound – Part 3: Short-Term Measurements with an Observer Present, which provides a table of approximate background sound levels in Ldn, daytime Leq, and nighttime Leq, based on land use and population density, is recommended to be cited in order to fulfill this requirement. 				Section 5.13.1.2.2 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.13.4.1.2 Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?				5.13_3				5.13-14				1				As noted in the analysis, Riverside County has not established a numerical threshold for noise generated from private construction activities. Instead, construction activities occurring 0.25 mile or more from an inhabited dwelling or between 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of July through September, or between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of October through May are exempted from the noise standards established in Riverside County Ordinance 847. As stated in this paragraph, "construction would generally occur within the allowable hours within Riverside County." The sentence implies that there would be times when Project construction would occur outside of the noise standard-exempted hours for construction. Project construction occurring outside of the noise standard-exempted hours for construction would be subject to the noise standard established by Ordinance 847, which limits noise sources from generating noise levels of 45 decibels during the nighttime and 55 decibels during the daytime at noise-sensitive receptors. However, the analysis does not acknowledge this and instead notes that the County of Riverside would be notified when construction occurs outside of the noise standard-exempted hours, and that for this reason the Project would be consistent with applicable noise standards and is a less than significant impact. It is unclear why notifying the County when construction occurs outside of the noise standard-exempted hours is consistent with Ordinance 847, and what this process would do to mitigate construction noise impacts. This analysis needs to be revised to identify that construction noise could potentially occur at noise-sensitive receptors outside of noise-standard exempted hours and at  levels exceeding the standards established by County Ordinance 847. Mitigation that actually addresses this impact should be considered and the impact determination revised accordingly. 				SCE has revisited the planned construction hours for the Project and has determined that construction outside of the hours exempted from noise standards by Riverside County Ordinance 847 would not be required. As a result, the Project will comply with the standards of Riverside County Ordinance 847 and impacts would continue to be less than significant with mitigation. Section 5.13.4.1.2 has been updated accordingly.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				5.13.4.1.3 Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?				5.13_4				5.13-14				5				This paragraph states, "There are no standards related to construction-generated groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels in Riverside County or the City of Blythe." Technically this is correct but the state of practice in Riverside County is to use the County of Riverside standard of 0.01 inch per second peak particle velocity for assessing groundborne vibration from rail-related activities, promulgated by County General Plan Policy N 16.3, as a threshold for construction vibration. The discussion should be revised to state this and the 0.01 inch per second peak particle velocity should be employed. 				Section 5.13.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate County General Plan Policy N 16.3 into the vibration analysis and evaluate the anticipated vibration levels at the nearest receptor against the standards. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.14 Population and Housing



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.14.4.3				5.14_1				5.14-6				5				Please reiterate in this section that the construction employment is temporary and the project would not create any permanent employment opportunities.				We can confirm that construction employment is temporary and that the Project would not create any permanent employment opportunities. This information should be incorporated into the CEQA document as appropriate.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.15 Public Services



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.15.1.1				5.15_1				5.15-1								Provide a map showing the service facilities (police, fire, schools, park, hospitals) that could serve the project. 				The  SCE EM-B Service Facilities Map and associated SCE_EMB_DR01_PUB01 GIS data package depicting the requested service facilities that could serve the Project has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_PUB01) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.16 Recreation



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.16.1.1				5.16_1												Provide GIS data associated with the project features and recreational facilities within and surrounding the Project Area.				The GIS data representing the Proposed Project features and parks and recreational areas identified in Table 5.16-1 have been included in the SCE_EMB_DR01_REC01 GIS data package that will be submitted under separate cover.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_REC01) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.17 Transportation																				Revised PEA Chapter



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.17.1.2				5.17_1				5.17-1				5				b) Provide a supporting map showing project features and the existing roadway network identifying each road described in this section. Provide associated GIS data. The GIS data should inclue all connected road segments within at least 5 miles of the project.				The SCE EM-B Roadway Network Map depicting the Project features and the existing roadway network has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover. The associated SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA01 GIS data package has been included under separate cover. Section 5.17.1.2 has been updated to incorporate this map.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA01) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.17.1.3				5.17_2				5.17-2				2				a) If the Palo Verde Transit Agency bus route is the only transit or rail provider in the region, please explicitly state that in this section. 
b) Identify rail or transit lines within 1,000 feet of the Project area.
c) Identify specific transit stops and stations within 0.5 mile of the project. -- One bus route was identified along I-10, but the distance to the Project Area was not stated.
d) Provide a supporting map showing project features and transit and rail services within 0.5 mile of the Project Area. Provide associated GIS data.				Section 5.17.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the requested edits and additional information. The associated SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA02 GIS data package has been included under separate cover				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA02) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.17.1.4				5.17_3				5.17-2				3				a) Identify and describe any bicycle plans for the region
c) Provide a supporting map showing project features and bicycle facilities. Provide associated GIS data.				Section 5.17.1.4 has been updated to incorporate the requested additional information. The SCE EM-B Bicycle Facilities Map depicting the Proposed Project features and bike facilities has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover. The resulting SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA03 GIS data package has also been included under separate cover.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA03) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				Table 5.17-1				5.17_4				5.17-3								Placement of the Existing Roadways table in the Regulatory Setting section following the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act seems odd. Please relocate table to follow the text in Section 5.17.1.2.				Table 5.17-1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				Table 5.17-2				5.17_5				5.17-4								Placement of the VMT table in the Regulatory Setting section seems odd. Please relocate table to follow the text in Section 5.17.1.6.				Table 5.17-2 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.17.4.1.3				5.17_6				5.17-4				5				Please add in a reference to Table 5.17-3, which summarizes Construction VMT for the project.				Section 5.17.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.17.4.2				5.17_7												d) Provide an excel file with the VMT assumptions and model calculations, including all formulas and values.				The supporting Excel file associated with Appendix B contains all of the VMT assumptions that were used, including all formulas and values.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. Excel file (EMB AQ_Calcs_20250211) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.18.1.1				5.18_1				5.18-1				2				There is a leftover internal comment. Please remove comment. 				Section 5.18.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE								no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.18.1.1				5.18_2				5.18-1				Entire section				Although AB 52 consutlation will be peformed by CPUC, please state that no additional outreach was conducted for the project. 				Section 5.18.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE								no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.18.2.1				5.18_3				5.18-5				Entire section				Full discussion related to AB 52 should be moved from the 5.5 Culutral section and placed here. 				Section 5.18.2.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE								no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.18.5.1.1				5.18_4				5.18-9				First bullet "TCR-2: Tribal Engagment Plan				It is stated in this AMP that the tribal engagment plan will be included in the Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRMP) known as AMP CUL-1; however as AMP CUL-1 is written, there is no indication that tribal culutral resources will be covered in the CRMP. Please include language that makes it clear that TCR discussions will be included. 				Section 5.18.5.1.2 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.				FALSE				TRUE				Although this change is reflected in the Tribal Cutural Resources Section, the Cultural Resources Section (5.5.5.1; page 5.5-31) does not reflect these changes. Please revise so both sections have the same language. 				APM CUL-1 has been updated in revised and resubmitted Cultural Resources PEA section.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.







				Section 5.19 Utilities and Service Systems																				Revised PEA Chapter



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.19.1.2				5.19_1				5.19-2								Provide GIS data and/or as-built engineering drawings to support the description of existing utilities and their locations.				A GIS Data Package (SCE_EMB_UTIL_DR_01) containing the known locations of existing utilities will be provided under separate cover.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_UTIL_DR_01) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.19.1.4.1				5.19_2				5.19-3				2				Provide data for the PVID on the existing water capacity, supply, and demand.				Section 5.19.1.4.1 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the PVID. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.19.1.4.2				5.19_3				5.19-3				3				Provide data for the MWD on the existing water supply and demand.				Section 5.19.1.4.2 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the MWD.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.19.1.4.3				5.19_4				5.19-3				4				Provide data for the City of Blythe on the existing water capacity, supply, and demand.				Section 5.19.1.4.3 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the City of Blythe.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.19.4.1.3				5.19_5				5.19-8				5				Water supplies during dry and multiple dry years was not addressed. It is discussed later in 5.19.4.4.2, so please add in a note that it will be discussed later or add the discussion to this section.				Section 5.19.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revision.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.19.4.3				5.19_6				5.19-11				4				This section states there would be an estimated 145 tons of solid waste from wood poles and 150 tons of solid waste from metal poles. However, Section 5.19.4.1.5 states there would be 570 tons of construction waste generated including metal, wood, and concrete. Is the remaining 275 tons from concrete? Please clarify in text.
Please identify that waste would not be generated during Project operation and there is no project demolition phase.				Section 5.19.4.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				5.19.5				5.19_7				5.19-13				5				Please include CPUC Draft Environmental Measure 5.19 for Utilities and Service Systems:

Notify Utilities with Facilities Above and Below Ground
The Applicant shall notify all utility companies with utilities located within or crossing the project ROW to locate and mark existing underground utilities along the entire length of the project at least 14 days prior to construction. No subsurface work shall be conducted that would conflict with (i.e., directly impact or compromise the integrity of) a buried utility. In the event of a conflict, areas of subsurface excavation or pole installation shall be realigned vertically and/or horizontally, as appropriate, to avoid other utilities and provide adequate operational and safety buffering. In instances where separation between third-party utilities and underground excavations is less than 5 feet, the Applicant shall submit the intended construction methodology to the owner of the third-party utility for review and approval at least 30 days prior to construction. Construction methods shall be adjusted as necessary to assure that the integrity of existing utility lines is not compromised.				Section 5.19.5 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Section 5.20 Wildfire



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				5.20.1.1				5.20_1				5.20-1								Provide GIS data for Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) and Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ) mapping along the project alingment. Include areas mapped by CPUC as moderate and high fire threat districts as well areas mapped by CalFire.				The requested GIS data sets (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01) have been added to the GIS Data Package that will be provided under separate cover. These data sets have been clipped to an area within 15 miles of the Proposed Project alignment.				FALSE				TRUE				SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01 not found in the provided PEA submittal.				WILD01 has been provided in revised PEA submittal. 				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. GIS data SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01 provided. 



				5.20.1.2				5.20_2				5.20-2								If available, provide ignition source and location of ignition and the amount of land burned. Per item e) of the PEA Guidelines also provide the boundary of the fire in GIS.				This fire, known as the Lightning #55, occurred in 1973 and was contained at 1,452.2 acres. The Lightning #55 fire occurred approximately 0.6 mile south of the Project alignment and 1.1 miles east of Graham Pass Road. According to CALFIRE, the fire was caused by unknown/unidentified activities. The requested GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD02) has been added to the GIS Data Package that will be provided under separate cover.				FALSE				TRUE				Please add this information about the location of the fire, ignition source, amount of land burned, etc. to Section 5.20.1.2 of the PEA.

Noted that GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD02) was provided.
				Requested information has been added to revised Wildfire PEA section and resubmitted.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.







				Section 5.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								5.21_1												No comments.				Noted. 				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 4 - Chapter 6: Comparison of Alternatives



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				general				6_1												Per the PEA it is understood that SCE received written instruction from CPUC on September 29, 2023 that an alternatives analysis is not required. This is noted.				Noted. 				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 4 - Chapter 7: Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations																				Revised PEA Chapter



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				7.1				7_1				7-1				6				Please include why past projects were not considered in the cumulative impacts analysis.				Past projects were researched and considered for the cumulative impacts analysis; however, no past projects were identified within 1 mile and would occur within 1 year of the anticipated construction windows for the Project. As a result, no past projects were presented in Chapter 7 Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations in the PEA. Additional clarification has been added to Section 7.1.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				Figure 7.1-1				7_2				7-3								Please provide related GIS data for this figure.				A GIS Data Package (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) containing the requested data has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				7.1.1				7_3				7-4; 7-5								a) iii) Provide the name of the nearest project component (to each cumulative project listed)
b) Provide associated GIS data for the cumulative projects				Table 7-1 has been updated to include the nearest Project component in the attached Chapter 7 - Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations document. The requested GIS data has been submitted as described in response to Request 7_2.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				7.1.3.4				7_4				7-7				2nd paragraph under heading				Please include that restoration of temporary impact areas would occur, which would also reduce cumulatively considerable impacts.				Section 7.1.3.4 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				7.1.3.10				7_5				7-12				4				In sentence 2, clarify that each area of impact relates to each of the poles to be replaced.				Section 7.1.3.10 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				7.2				7_6				7-17								This section generally addresses growth inducing impacts. However, subsections 7.2.1 through 7.2.4 do not match the PEA guidance (page 77 - items a through d). Please revise the subsection headings to match the PEA guidance and order.				Section 7.2 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 4 - Chapter 8: List of Preparers



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								8_1												This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.				Noted. 				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 4 - Chapter 9: References



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								9_1												This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.				Noted. 				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 5 - Appendix A: Project Mapbook



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				general 				App A_1												Appendices are presented and included per CPUC's guidance				Noted. 				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				general 				App A_2												Provide GIS Data per the Attachment 1 requirements of the PEA Guidelines.								TRUE				FALSE				GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 5 - Appendix B: Emissions Calculations - Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				general				App B_1												Excel spreadsheets with emissions calculations will be provided that are complete with all project assumptions, values, and formulas used to prepare emissions calculations in the PEA.								TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				general				App B_2												See comments in the respective sections above.								FALSE				TRUE				See Section 5.3 above.				Appendix B has been revised and resubmitted.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.







				Volume 6 - Appendix C: Biological Resources Technical Report



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App C_1												Comments on the Biological Resources Technical Report were submited under separate cover on April 26, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.								FALSE				TRUE				See comment document under separate cover for the BRTR.				BRTR/Appendix C has been revised and resubmitted.				FALSE				TRUE				A handful of outstanding comments still remain - please see BRTR Comment Review Spreadsheet.







				Volume 7 - Appendix D: Cultural Resources Report



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App D_1												Comments on the Cultural Resources Report were submited under separate cover on July 18, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.								FALSE				TRUE				Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review so that it can be confirmed that these changes were completed. 				CR Report/Appendix D has been revised and resubmitted.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.







				Volume 7 - Appendix E: Detailed Tribal Consultation Report



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App E_1												No comments.								TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 7 - Appendix F: Environmental Data Resources Report



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App F_1												No comments.								TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 7 - Appendix G: Agency Consultation and Public Outreach Report and Records of Correspondence



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App G_1												No comments.								TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 7 - Appendix H: Construction Fire Prevention Plan



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App H_1												No comments.								TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 7 - Appendix I: Noise Calculations



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App I_1												See comments in the respective section above.								TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 7 - Appendix J: Energy Calculations



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App J_1												See comments in the respective section above.								TRUE				FALSE				Comment addressed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 7 - Appendix K: Geotechnical Investigation Report



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App K_1												Comments on the Geotechnical Investigation Report were submited under separate cover on April 26, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.								TRUE				FALSE				SCE responses as detailed in this section are adequate.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				7.6								12				1				The section states: "No structures are located within major drainage channels, however, some structures located east of Eagle Mountains and north of Chuckwalla Mountains are in shallow drainages that exhibit the potential for erosion and scour on the order of 12-24 inches." It is stated that the estimates are based on field observations of the heights of wash channel walls that are subject to periodic flooding and erosion during intense rainfall events. However, further justification of the estimated order of erosion would be helpful.				Seven TSP locations are listed in Table D-2, Appendix D as having erosion/scour potential ranging from 1-2 feet, based on observations during conducting soil borings and sampling at the localities.  The project is not located in flood zones mapped by FEMA.
TSP locations at Borings B-2, B-3 and B-5 are in low gradient, distal portions of an alluvial fan complex that is approximately one mile wide at the TSP locations.  The braided drainage washes, from Eagle Mountain to the west in the area of the TSP locations, are spread out over the fan surface and no deeply incised drainage courses are present. The assessment that one or two feet of potential scour are considered reasonable in this environment.  The TSP location at B-8 is in an even more distant, distal portion of the alluvial fan surface and the estimate of the potential for two feet of scour is reasonable.
The TSP location at B-12 is likewise in a very low gradient, distal portion of an alluvial fan complex emanating from Chuckwalla Mountain to the west/southwest.  The braided wash channels in the area are very slightly incised and the estimated potential scour depths are reasonable for the area.
The TSP structures at the boring 17 and 18 locations are in a more medial portion of an alluvial fan complex emanating from McCoy Mountains to the north.  Although this portion of the alluvial fan drainage has the potential for more deeply incised drainage courses, a diagonally oriented berm/drainage structure has been graded in the area to divert smaller drainages to a more deeply incised drainage course approximately 300 feet to the east of B-17, and B-17 is protected by the berm.   The berm complex was apparently constructed to mitigate potential damage to Interstate 10.  B-18 is to the south of both the berm and Interstate 10 and is approximately 2000 feet west of the incised drainage course.  As such, the estimate of one foot of potential scour is reasonable for both locations.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment resolved.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				7.4								11				1				The issue of ground subsidence is explicitly addressed in the geotechnical report.
According to USGS (https://ca.water.usgs.gov/land_subsidence/california-subsidence-areas.html), the project area is not located within an area of land subsidence in California. The nearest subsidence area is the Coachella Valley northwest of the Salton Sea. 
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Data Viewer shows only one GPS station near Blythe within the Palo Verde Mesa. The station indicates a vertical displacement of less than 0.5" over 30 years (since 1994). Therefore, the subsidence does not appear to affect the project.				Concur with comment.				TRUE				FALSE								no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a



				Appx C Laboratory Testing								75 & 104 of pdf				Expansion Test Result and Atterberg Test Result				Expansive Soils are not explicitly discussed in the geotechnical report. It may be helpful to add a section addressing the prevalence of the expansive soils, and their potential impact on the project. 
One sample of sandy clay within the upper 5 feet of boring B-13 was tested to obtain an expansion index. The tested sample indicated an expansion potential of 41 corresponding to a low expansion potential. According to Section 1803.5.3, the soil is considered expansive if the expansion index is greater than 20, and a PI equal to 15. The tested sample for expansion potential is a sandy clay with a PI of 20, and EI of 41, and is considered expansive.  
Generally speaking near-surface soils along most of the alignment consist of granular (alluvial deposit) soils which are typically not expansive. In general, the project soils are not expansive.				Expansive clayey soil is not common in project area, however clayey soil layers were found in several borings (e.g. B-13 and B-16) located in dry lake. Since the project consist of only deep foundations, which are not sensitive to clay expansion, expansive clay mitigation is not required. Foundation design for TSPs incorporated reduced soil capacity for TSPs at site with clay layers.				TRUE				FALSE				Comment resolved.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 7 - Appendix L: Weather Data (Provided under separate cover)



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App L_1												This Appendix needs to be provided.								TRUE				FALSE				The Appendix L cover page and associated weather excel tables have been provided.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Volume 7 - Appendix M: Water Use Calculations



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



								App M_1												Table 5: Total Water Demand for Project Duration was reviewed. Total water demand noted.				Noted.				TRUE				FALSE				n/a				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a







				Guidelines for Energy Project - Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and Proponent’s Environmental Assessments



				Section Number				Comment Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Applicant Response				Item Resolved?								Notes				Response - May 2025 Resubmittal				Item Resolved?								Notes - July 2025



																												Yes				No												Yes				No



				Formatting and Basic PEA Data Needs, Including GIS Data				Mail_1				4				list item 5				"Applicants will provide in an Excel spreadsheet a  comprehensive mailing list that includes the names properties for both the proposed project and alternatives." It is understood that this Project does not have alternatives.				Noted.				TRUE				FALSE				Noted. List to be provided, as needed.				no action needed				TRUE				FALSE				n/a
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Biological Resources



				Draft Biological Resources Technical Report



				Section Number				Page				Paragraph				Comment				Rincon Response. 				Comment July 2025



				Throughout report text												Please fix all in-text references stating "Error! Reference Source Not Found."				Revised. 				Addressed.



				General												Section 5.4.3.2 on page 51 of The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and PEAs document includes an additional CEQA Impact Question: “Would the project create a substantial collision or electrocution risk for birds or bats?” this question does not appear to be addressed for bats in the BRTR.				Addressed in November, page 67 under "Barriers to Wildlife Movement".				Addressed.



				1.3.9				13-14				APM BIO-3				It is unclear why there are two similar subheadings under this APM with very similar titles and associated requirements ("Prepare Nesting Bird Management Plan" and "Prepare and Implement Nesting Bird Management Plan"). Is this intentional? If so, please clarify the difference between the two subheadings and why both are necessary.				Revised in November				Addressed.



				1.3.9				14				APM BIO-3, second bullet after second paragraph				10 days is a very long time between a pre-construction nesting bird survey and the start of project activities. Some species can build new nests and start incubating eggs in the span of 10 days. Suggest reducing the survey period to 3 days so that pre-construction surveys can detect and subsequently protect nests prior to the start of project activities.				Added comment for clarity in May 2025				There are remaining references to a 10-day survey in this section and also in the APM presented in Section 5.4 of the PEA. Please make sure to revise the survey timeframe in the APM language appropriately.



				1.3.9				15				APM BIO-3, Monitoring subheading, last paragraph on page				There is clear guidance on monitoring nests with reduced buffers, but the only reference to monitoring nests with default buffers is related to completed construction work in the area. Would monitoring of nests with default buffers also be monitored in the same way as reduced buffer nests (i.e., until nestlings have fledged and dispersed or until the nest becomes inactive)? Also, would reduced buffer nests need additional monitoring once construction activities are complete in the area? Please clarify the language in this section of APM BIO-3.				Revised in November				Addressed.



				1.3.9				16				APM Bio-4				A petition to list burrowing owl under the CA Endangered Species Act was submitted to the CA Fish and Game Commission on March 5, 2024. If the species becomes an official Candidate species or is formally listed under the CA Endangered Species Act prior to start of ground disturbing project activities, this mitigation measure may not be sufficient for the project to comply with species protection requirements under CESA.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				16				APM BIO-4, Conduct Surveys and Avoidance for Burrowing Owl subheading, second paragraph under subheading				The "Conduct Surveys and Avoidance for Burrowing Owl" subheader within APM BIO-4 requires preparation of a Burrowing Owl Passive Relocation Plan; however, the subheader just above this one in APM BIO-4 titled "Prepare Burrowing Owl Management Plan" also addresses "methods for relocation". Would passive relocation of burrowing owl for the project be addressed in two separate plans? Or would passive relocation methods and activities be outlined in the Burrowing Owl Management Plan, thus negating the need for a separate Burrowing Owl Passive Relocation Plan? Please clarify.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				16-17				APM BIO-4, subheaders titled Assessment of Suitable Burrow Availability, Replacement Burrows				Text under subsequent subheaders under APM BIO-4 reference "the Plan"; however, there is confusion as to whether these are referring to the "Burrowing Owl Management Plan" described under the subheader of the same name, or the Burrowing Owl Passive Relocation Plan described under the subheader titled "Conduct Surveys and Avoidance for Burrowing Owl". Please clarify.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				17				APM BIO-5, first paragraph of measure				First sentence: it is unclear if "with experience monitoring and handling desert tortoise" is a qualification required for the biological monitor or the USFWS- or CDFW-approved biologist. Please clarify.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				17				APM BIO-5, second paragraph of measure				First sentence of second paragraph under APM BIO-5 refers to "an approved biologist". Is this the "biological monitor" or the "USFWS- or CDFW-approved biologist" mentioned in the first paragraph of the APM? If the latter, then what would be the point of having a biological monitor if all work activites have to be monitored by a USFWS- or CDFW-approved biologist? Please clarify.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				17				APM BIO-5, second paragraph of measure				The second paragraph of this measure states that the biologist has the authority to halt all non-emergency actions. First, what is the definition of "emergency": emergency actions according to SCE's purpose and need of the project, or emergency scenarios where life and limb are in danger? Additionally, this measure does not address the biologist's responsibility during emergency actions (regardless of definition of emergency). Please clarify.				Addressed in November and added to in May 2025.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				18				APM BIO-6				Please explain difference in qualifications between a qualified biologist and a biological monitor with regard to Mojave fringe-toed lizard.				Addressed in 2025. 				Addressed.



				1.3.9				18				APM BIO-7				Methods for burrow collapse and excavation are not described. Either recommend creating a Special-Status Mammal Management Plan that outlines specific methods, or referencing the San Joaquin kit fox burrow collapse and excavation methods protocol as appropriate.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				18				APM BIO-8				Overall this measure lacks information regarding mitigation for the permanent loss of bat maternity roosting sites and/or bat roosts of special-status species resulting from roost removal. Because colonial bat roosting sites can be quite rare on the landscape, the loss of a colonial bat maternity site may be considered significant without mitigation. If bat maternity roosting sites or roost sites of special-status bat species are discovered during the surveys described below, recommend including language describing the development and implementation of a Bat Management Plan by a qualified bat biologist that would include species-specific and case-specific measures to avoid and minimize impacts to the roost. If direct impacts to roosts cannot be avoided, the plan would also include measures for humane exclusion and the implementation of alternative roosting habitat that is of the appropriate size and substrate to meet the species-specific needs and mitigate for the roost habitat loss in-kind. Recommend that alternative roost habitat be installed prior to the exclusion of bats from roosts (at least one year prior, if feasible).				Addressed in November.				The placement of the additional text "If feasible, up to one year prior to construction…" implies that pre-construction bat surveys would only be performed if feasible for the project; however, this does not seem to be the intention of this requirement in the APM. Please change the language to "Prior to construction, at least one year if feasible, a qualified…" so that the survey timeframe portion is conducted if feasible, not the entire survey.



												APM BIO-8, 1st paragraph				Specify a time period before construction when these surveys would take place. Recommend that surveys to identify bat roosts take place no less than one year (two years optimally) prior to the bat roost being impacted in order to allow for the appropriate amount of time to implement mitigation and replacement roost habitat.				This is addressed under focused surveys				Addressed.



												APM BIO-8, 1st paragraph				 Surveys conducted only in winter torpor season run an extremely high risk of missing maternity roosting sites and vice versa surveys conducted only in maternity season run the risk of missing winter roosting sites. Recommend requiring both maternity season and winter torpor season surveys for bats.				Addressed in November and May				Addressed.



												APM BIO-8, 1st paragraph				Recommend stating “a minimum of one-night” visual emergence survey be performed. In some circumstances, a single night may not be sufficient				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



												APM BIO-8, 1st and 2nd paragraphs				The language in the second paragraph seems to be out of order and should belong somewhere in the first paragraph. Recommend reorganizing the language in these two paragraphs to be in the following order: 1. A qualified bat biologist will conduct a bat habitat assessment, identifying high-value habitat features and searching for bat sign. 2. A qualified bat biologist will conduct a bat habitat assessment, identifying high-value habitat features and searching for bat sign. 				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



												APM BIO-8, 3rd paragraph				Recommend adding bridges and culverts to this list.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				19				APM BIO-9				Please double check reference to APM BIO-12 in this APM; it seems that reference to APM BIO-10 (Invasive Plant Management Plan) should be included instead.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				24				APM BIO-12, "Coordinate with Agencies" bullet at top of page				This bullet references "special-status plants" but it is not clear if this term references all special-status plant species or just those that are "state or federally listed or CRPR 1 or 2 hebaceous plants" as defined in the first paragraph of APM BIO-12. Please clarify. 				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				24				APM BIO-12, "Off-Site Compensation" bullet				This bullet only references "CRPR 1 or 2 ranked plant occurrences" and does not address off-site compensation for impacts to state or federally listed plant species. Please clarify.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				1.3.9				26				APM HAZ-1				The acronym "HMMP" was previously used for the Habitat Mitigation and Management Plan described in APM BIO-12 on page 24. Is the HMMP acronym used in APM HAZ-1 referring to the Habitat Mitigation and Management Plan? Or is the same acronym accidentally being used to describe the Hazardous Materials Management Plan? Please clarify and use a different acronym if appropriate in APM HAZ-1.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				3.1				29				Entire section				Please update literature review citations as appropriate throughout this section to ensure the most recent versions of these resources are being used and that any changes in literature review results are captured in the final BRTR.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				3.1				29				3rd bullet				What is "EM-B ROW"? This acronym has not yet been defined for the reader.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				3.1				29				5th bullet				Bullet mentions an unofficial IPaC report was generated for the Project. Please obtain an official IPaC report for the final version of the BRTR.				Addressed in November. Project already has FESA coverage therefore an official IPaC list should not be required for this analysis and an unofficial IPaC list should suffice. The unoffical report was updated in Novermber in response. The CPUC 2019 Guidance also does not specifically require an official IPaC list be included in the BRTR. 				Addressed.



				4.3.1				40				3rd paragraph - Blue Palo Verde-Ironwood Woodland				Please italicize "tesota" in the Latin name for Ironwood. Please double check that all Latin names are appropriately italicized througout the document.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				4.3.4				45				1st paragraph				Please double check all special statuses to ensure most current ones are being used in the document and in the associated table in Appendix K. Please also add any special-status plant species as appropriate that may not have been identified during older literature reviews conducted for the project. Please also double check all Latin names used in this document are current.				Addressed in November.				Scientific name for ribbed cryptantha has typo in subheading (missing an "s").



				4.3.5				47				1st paragraph				Crotch bumble bee is not addressed in this section as a special-status species, nor is it included in the Special-Status Species Evaluation Table in Appendix K. Due to its listing status as a Candidate for state listing, the species needs to be addressed in this section and in the table. Additionally, monarch butterfly, a candidate species for federal listing is not addressed in this section, nor is it included in the Special-Status Species Evaluation Table in Appendix K. Recommend addressing monarch butterfly in this section and the table also.				Crotch bumble bee and Monarch butterfly are not addressed in this section because they are not likely to occur. The species descriptions in this section are only species that have the potential to occur. Both species have been added to the PTO table in Appendix K. 				The Potential To Occur analysis in Appendix K for Crotch bumble bee does not explain why the species is unlikely to occur, despite the analysis stating that the project area is within the typical range for the species. Please include a more substantial justification as to why the species is unlikely to occur. Similar for monarch in Appendix K - the analysis states that the Study Area is within potential migration routes for the species and milkweed has been observed in the Study Area. Please include a more substantial justification as to why the species is unlikely to occur.                                                                        Also, The following species were classified as "likely" in the PFO table in Appendix K but are missing from Section 4.3.5: golden eagle, merlin, and western bat.



				4.3.5				47				1st paragraph				Please double check all listing and special statuses to ensure most current ones are being used in the document and in the associated table in Appendix K. Please also double check all Latin names used in this document are current.				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				4.3.5				49-50				Western Burrowing Owl				A petition to list burrowing owl under the CA Endangered Species Act was submitted to the CA Fish and Game Commission on March 5, 2024. Depending on the decision related to the petition, burrowing owl may need to be addressed and impacts analyzed as a state Candidate species in this report instead of just a State Species of Special Concern (SSC).				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				4.3.5				50				2nd paragraph				The second sentence cites the Christmas Bird Count data from 1996-1989. Is this date range correct? If so, it should be revised to 1989-1996. Also, is there more current Christmas Bird Count data that can be cited here? The data cited are now 30+ years old. 				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				4.3.5				50				3rd paragraph				Please include citations for the information presented in this paragraph that was used to support the conclusion that burrowing owl use of the Study Area would be highest during winter months. 				Addressed in November.				Addressed.



				4.3.5				53				California Leaf-Nosed Bat				Last sentence of section discussing California Leaf-Nosed Bat states that the species was not observed during project surveys. While this may be true, it does not appear that any focused bat surveys were conducted for this project, so the statement that the species was not observed is misleading. Please clarify.				Addressed in May 2025				Addressed.



				4.3.5				53				Cave Myotis				Last sentence of section discussing Cave myotis states that the species was not observed during project surveys. While this may be true, it does not appear that any focused bat surveys were conducted for this project, so the statement that the species was not observed is misleading. Please clarify.				Addressed in May 2025				Addressed.







				Aquatic Resources Sections (only)



				1.3.9				25				APM BIO-13, "Jurisdictional Waters, Wetlands and Riparian Habitats"				Add to end of paragraph 2 - "Where riparian habitat is present, and within temporary impact areas, these plant species will be trimmed where needed rather than uprooted completely, to the maximum extent feasible."				Addressed in November.				Addressed. 



				3.4.3				34				Paragraph				The delineation methods should be updated to current regulations, especially the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" which became effective on September 8, 2023				Addressed in November.				Addressed. 



				4.2.2				38				Paragraph 1				Based on the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" - connection to a TNW does not necessarily make a tributary jurisdictional. Revise in accordance with paragraph a(3) of the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" 				Addressed in May 2025				Addressed. 



				4.2.2				38				Table 2				Recommend modifying the standard of "Connects to a TNW" in accordance with paragraph a(3) of the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" 				Addressed in May 2025				Addressed. 



				4.6.1				56				Non-Wetland Waters				Revise in accordance with paragraph a(3) of the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" 				Addressed in November.				Addressed properly in the BRTR; however, edits to the BRTR in this section were not made in the PEA. Please make sure the edits made in the bio report are also made in Section 5.4.1.4.1 of the PEA document.



				5.2.6				77				Indirect Impacts				Add pollutants from heavy equipment use as a potential indirect impact to jurisdictional waters				Addressed in November.				Addressed. 



				Appendix B				B-2				Section 404 - Wetlands and Waters of the United States				Update paragraph to reflect recent regulatory changes, such as the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" 				Addressed in November.				Addressed. 



				PEA Checklist Guidelines - Aquatic Resources Sections



				5.4.1.4				56



				5.4.2.1				57



				5.4.4.4				58







				Appendix K				J-1 through J-12								Recommend renaming page numbers to K-1, K-1, etc. to match Appendix title (K)				Addressed in November.				Addressed. 



				Appendix K				J-9 and J-10				Bat species considered in the special-status species evaluation tables				The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and PEAs document (Attachment 2: Biological Resource Technical Report Standards) include “Bats considered by the Western Bat Working Group to be “high” or “medium” priority” to be considered as special-status species. Recommend including these sensitivity designations in the “Status” column of the table and reviewing the Western Bat Working Group species lists to ensure that any species that may have “high” or “medium” priority that may not have other designations (SSC, BLM S, etc.) are included in this table.				Addressed in November and May.				Addressed. 



				Appendix K				J-9 and J-10				Bat species considered in the special-status species evaluation tables				Several bat species that are listed in this table appear to have been given a designation of “Unlikely” or “Does Not Occur” based on the presence/absence and/or age of records from the CNDDB, despite the project being within the known range of the species and the table acknowledging the presence of habitat for the species. Documented occurrences of bat species are chronically underrepresented in databases such as CNDDB, and the CNDDB records should not be solely used as evidence of absence of a species. A lack of recent records for a given species, especially when suitable habitat is present, is more likely attributed to the lack of focused bat surveys with results reported to the CNDDB in the region rather than evidence that the species is absent. Further, it can take several years for an observation of a species that has been reported to the CNDDB to appear in a CNDDB database query. The potential for occurrence for bat species should consider the ecology of the species and presence of suitable roosting and foraging habitat. Please revise the table (and consequently the in-text discussion of bat species) to reconsider the bat species potential to occur to focus more on the presence of habitat rather than the presence of recent CNDDB records.				Addressed in November.				Addressed. 



				Appendix K				J-9 and J-10				Bat species considered in the special-status species evaluation tables				For each of the bat species considered there is a statement that the species was not observed during project surveys. While this may be true, it does not appear that any focused bat surveys were conducted for this project, so the statement that the species was not observed is misleading. Please clarify.				Addressed in November.				Addressed. 

















folmos@ecorpconsulting.com Ph:909.307.0046 Cell: 909.831.3236
Rocklin ¢ Redlands 4 Irvine 4 San Diego 4 Chico 4 Santa Fe, NM

From: Jason Bruce <Jason.Bruce@sce.com>
Sent: Monday, September 22, 2025 11:23 AM

To: Freddie Olmos <Folmos@ecorpconsulting.com>; Jimenez-Petchumrus, Narissa <narissa.jimenez-
petchumrus@cpuc.ca.gov>

Cc: Henriguez, Roxanne <roxanne.henriquez@cpuc.ca.gov>
Subject: Fw: TLRR: EMB Monthly Proponents Meeting (Staff Only) - September 2025 Meeting
Minutes

Hi Narissa, Freddie

Good Morning. Just wanted to follow-up on the timing of when SCE will receive the Data Request #3
mentioned in our September 8th meeting.

Jason Bruce
Regulatory General Rate Case
T.626-302-1107 | PAX 21107

S EBTSEN: | e orvacs s

From: Jason Bruce <Jason.Bruce@sce.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2025 2:29 PM

To: Nora Harris <Nora.Harris@sce.com>; Lori Rangel <Lori.Rangel@sce.com>; Andrea Hernandez
<ANDREA.1.HERNANDEZ@SCE.COM>; Farrgo Roebuck <Farrgo.Roebuck@sce.com>; Nathan Schultz
<Nathan.Schultz@sce.com>; Manuel Gutierrez <Manuel.Gutierrez@sce.com>; Lori Charpentier
<Lori.Charpentier@sce.com>; David Balandran <David.Balandran@sce.com>;
folmos@ecorpconsulting.com <Folmos@ecorpconsulting.com>; Jimenez-Petchumrus, Narissa
<parissa.jimenez-petchumrus@cpuc.ca.gov>; Henriquez, Roxanne

<roxanne.henriguez@cpuc.ca.gov>
Subject: Re: TLRR: EMB Monthly Proponents Meeting (Staff Only) - September 2025 Meeting

Minutes

Hi All

Attached are the meeting minutes for September's EMB proponents meeting. Please let me know if
you have any edits by COB Monday, September 16th.
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Jason Bruce
Regulatory General Rate Case
T.626-302-1107 | PAX21107

| EETSER: | enemrtormocssvas

From: Jason Bruce

Sent: Friday, September 6, 2024 3:09 PM

To: Jason Bruce <Jason.Bruce@sce.com>; Nora Harris <Nora.Harris@sce.com>; Lori Rangel
<Lori.Rangel@sce.com>; Andrea Hernandez <ANDREA.1.HERNANDEZ@SCE.COM>; Farrgo Roebuck
<Farrgo.Roebuck@sce.com>; Nathan Schultz <Nathan.Schultz@sce.com>; Manuel Gutierrez
<Manuel.Gutierrez@sce.com>; Lori Charpentier <Lori.Charpentier@sce.com>; David Balandran
<David.Balandran@sce.com>; folmos@ecorpconsulting.com <Folmos@ecorpconsulting.com>;
Chiang, Eric <eric.chiang@cpuc.ca.gov>

Cc: Jimenez-Petchumrus, Narissa <Narissa.limenez-Petchumrus@cpuc.ca.gov>; Henriquez, Roxanne

<Roxanne.Henriquez@cpuc.ca.gov>
Subject: TLRR: EMB Monthly Proponents Meeting (Staff Only)

When: Monday, September 8, 2025 4:30 PM-5:00 PM.
Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Microsoft Teams rced heln?

Join the meeting now
Meeting ID: 217 879 118 439

Passcode: PSIMW9

Dial in by phone
+1213-297-0156,433557564# United States, Los Angeles
Find a local number

Phone conference ID: 433 557 564#
For organizers: Meeting options | Reset dial-in PIN

Meetings MAY be recorded only if the presenter enables the recording feature AND initiates recording.
If the meeting is being recorded, you will be warned and you may either consent to recording by
staying on the call or hang up and contact meeting host.

Ora help ' Privacy and securit
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SCE EMB PEA Completeness Review - Data Request #3 .msq

Hi Narissa,

Per our call yesterday attached please find our 4 completeness review for SCE’s
EMB Project.

The review was for the remaining hydrology and biological resources topics. All items
have been resolved except for 2 remaining biological resources comments. We are
very close to resolution.

Please send along to SCE.

Attached is an email from Eric for the 3" completeness review as a sample.
Thanks.

Freddie

Jesus "Freddie" Olmos
Southern California Regional CEQA/NEPA Group Manager

Principal Environmental Planner
ECORP Consulting, Inc.
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We’re hiring! Come join our team: https://www.ecorpconsulting.com/careers/
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1		For paragraph on motorists, add information for feedback from the public about the project and landscape characterists affecting visual sensitivity.

For paragraph on residents, add information about feedback from the public about the project. 		No edit made to Chapter 5. SCE sent letters to nearby members of the public about the project. SCE received three calls in response; no questions were asked about viewshed or landscape; therefore, no feedback from the public has been received regarding landscape characteristics and/or visual sensitivity. 		FALSE		TRUE		Since Pre-Filing Guidelines for this section say to describe feedback from the public, please add text under Section 5.1.1.5 Viewers and Viewer Sensitivity stating letters were sent to attempt to gain feedback from the public, three calls were received in response, etc.
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Provide GIS Data associated with each photograph location that includes coordinates (<1 meter resolution), elevations, and viewing directions, as well as the associated viewpoint.		Section 5.1.1.6 has been updated to provide the requested information. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a
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5 to 6
1 to 2		Section 5.1.4.5 states to refer to Section 5.1.4.1.4, which starts on page 5.1-36. This paragraph identifies all sources of permanent and temporary lighting, but should also identify any structures or lines that could require FAA notification or any structures that could require lighting and marking based on flight patterns and FAA or military requirements. Provide supporting documentation in an Appendix (e.g., FAA notice and criteria tool results). 

If no such structures like this exist, the analysis should describe this as well.		Section 5.1.4.1.4 has been updated to provide additional information about Project structures that could require lighting and marking. A discussion of flight path conerns is also included in Section 5.9.4.1.9.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a
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		5.3.1.1 Air Quality Plans		5.3_1		5.3-1		3		The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that Section 5.3.1.1 shall identify and describe all applicable air quality plans. This section does NOT contain a detailed discussion of the applicable air quality plans, though it is noted that such a discussion is cross-referenced as being located in Section 5.3.2.1.3. This deviation from the Guidelines is appropriate as it contributes to the organization of the information and is cross-referenced in Section 5.3.1.1		Noted.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.3.1.1 Air Quality Plans		5.3_2		5.3-2		1		The last sentence of this paragraph states that, "As described in Section 5.3.2.1.3, the SCAQMD and MDAQMD have prepared attainment plans to address O3 within its jurisdiction." However, it is noted that the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP also addresses particulate matter in addition to ozone. Additionally the MDAQMD has adopted the Mojave Desert Planning Area PM10 Attainment Plan (that is mentioned on page 5.3-8 of the Chapter), which addresses coarse particulate matter. ECORP recommends this discussion be revised to acknowledge the air districts' planning efforts to  address particulate matter. 		Section 5.3.1.1 has been updated to reflect that the SCAQMD and MDAQMD have prepared plans to address ozone and particulate matter. See Section 5.3.2.1.3.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.3.1.3 Sensitive Receptor Locations		5.3_3		5.3-4		1		The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that GIS data be provided for sensitive receptor locations. No GIS data is provided in this Section. ECORP recommends providing a graphic depicting this information. 		A GIS data package (SCE_EMB_DR01_AQ_03) identifying sensitive receptors within 1,000 feet of the project has been provided under separate cover. This data was used to generate Figure 5.13-1. No other sensitive receptors have been identified.		TRUE		FALSE		More or less resolved. For a more user-friendly document, ECORP recommends cross referenceing Figure 5.13-1 of the Noise Chapter in the 2nd paragraph of Page 5.3-4. However, the Noise Chapter as a whole is referenced here as containing addition information on specific sensitive receptors. This is adequate.  		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.3.2.1.3 Local		5.3_4		5.3-5		Last		This paragraph notes that the SCAQMD has adopted the 2022 AQMP to address the district's NAAQS nonattainment status for ozone. It is noted hat the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP also addresses particulate matter in addition to ozone. Expanding this discussion to include this fact is recommended. 		Section 5.3.2.1.3 has been updated to reflect the suggested revision. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.3.2.1.3 Local 		5.3_5		5.3-5 & 5.3-6		Entire Section		As noted in the first comment, the Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that Section 5.3.1.1 shall identify and describe all applicable air quality plans. While that Section does not include a discussion of the applicable air quality plans, it does cross reference this Section, 5.3.2.1.3, which does contain this discussion. This deviation from the Guidelines is appropriate as it contributes to the organization of the information and is cross-referenced in Section 5.3.1.1. However, the discussion of the SCAQMD 202 AQMP should be expanded to include its consideration of particulate matter emissions. Additionally, the discussion of the MDAQMD's air quality plans should be expanded to include discussion of the 2023 MDAQMD Ozone Attainment Plan and Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan, as currently the discussion is limited to reference of the Federal 75 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan of 2017. Lastly, this Section should be expanded to include a discussion of the Mojave Desert Planning Area PM10 Attainment Plan (which is referenced on page 5.3-8 of the Chapter). 		Section 5.3.2.1.3 has been updated to reflect the suggested revision.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.3.3.1.1 Emissions Thresholds		5.3_6		5.3-8		Table 5.3-3		This table cites the 2016 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines for the source of MDAQMD thresholds. Since the previous page references the 2020 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines, and since this is a more up-to-date source, these guidelines should be cited here instead of the 2016 guidelines. 		Table 5.3-3 of Section 5.3 Air Quality has been updated to reflect the suggested revision.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.3.4.1.1 Air Quality Methodology		5.3_7		5.3-8		2		In general, this paragraph should be expanded to concisely disclose the modeling methodology used to estimate Project construction emissions. For instance, this paragraph notes that, "emissions that would occur in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD were calculated separately,
depending on the construction activity locations…" It is recommended that a brief description of the Project Site, specific to the air district jurisdiction, be provided here. For example, the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction would be helpful. As would the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. 
A substantial source of emissions will be workers and haul trucks traveled over unpaved roads. This paragraph should disclose the amount of unpaved road mileage that was accounted for in the emissions modeling, the number of construction worker commute trips and haul trucks estimated to travel these unpaved roads daily, and what input parameters (silt loading) were included. 
Lastly, it is noted that this paragraph cites "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions. This statement if vague and requires elaboration as to what it actually means.

No model files were received.      		No edits made to Section 5.1. A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been developed that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.		FALSE		TRUE		While Appendix B: Air Quality and GHG Calculations, is helpful to a technical expert familiar with the employed regulatory models for understanding specific emissions modeling methodology, Section 5.3.4.1.1 and/or Appendix B could still benefit from a robust description of emissions modeling methods tailored toward the layreader. For instance, Section 5.3.4.1.1 notes that "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions, aerial photographs were used to identify potential sensitive receptors, and that emissions that would occur in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD were calculated separately. The reader is then referred to Appendix B, which contains broad-level technical information containing little context or explaination. As with the first review, it is recommended that the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction (SCAQMD and MDAQMD) be identified, as well as the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. Essentially, just providing one paragraph that concisely describes the steps and citations used to calculate Project emissions would greatly enhance the analysis' purpose as an informational document. Currently, this paragraph is vague and Appendix B is not user-friendly.  

Additionally, as noted in the first review, substantial source of emissions will be workers and haul trucks traveled over unpaved roads, especially at the western portion of the linear Project. However, a review of Appendix B merely states that "paved and unpaved road distances for each trip type were estimated using aerial imagery", yet provides no other details. Table 21 of Appendix B identifies that between 90 and 100 percent of all roadways accessing the construction site would be paved yet provides no other information as to how these values were determined. A cursory review of aerial imagery suggests the percentage of unpaved roads that would be used to access Project construction areas is greater than 10 percent, especially at the western portions. Since the construction worker traffic on unpaved roadways is a potent source of PM10 emissions, it is important to adequately explain how the percentage of modeled paved/unpaved roads is determined. 		Appendix B and AQ PEA sections have been revised and resubmitted.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		5.3.4.1.2 Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?		5.3_8		5.3-8		Last		This paragraph incorrectly cites the SCAQMD 2016 AQMP and MDAQMD 2017 Federal 75 ppb (parts per billion) Ozone Attainment Plan as the latest iterations of these air districts' air quality plans. This paragraph needs to be revised to identify the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP and MDAQMD 2023 MDAQMD Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan. 		Section 5.3.4.1.2 has been udated to reflect the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.3.4.1.2 Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?		5.3_9		5.3-9		2		See previous comment. This paragraph also incorrectly cites the SCAQMD 2016 AQMP and MDAQMD 2017 Federal 75 ppb (parts per billion) Ozone Attainment Plan as the latest iterations of these air districts' air quality plans. This paragraph needs to be revised to identify the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP and MDAQMD 2023 MDAQMD Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan. This paragraph also incorrectly cites the MDAQMD's 2016 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines, and should actually cite the 2020 CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines. 		Section 5.3.4.1.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.3.4.1.3 Would the Project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the Project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard? 		5.3_10		5.3-10		1		According to the Project Description, SCE anticipates that construction of the Project would begin in the fourth quarter of 2025 and would continue for approximately four months. Project activities would shut down for approximately four months in the summer, when utility loading is at peak demand, and to minimize impacts to special-status species that become active in the area during the summer months (e.g., desert tortoise, fringe-toed lizards, nesting birds). Project activities would resume in the fourth quarter of 2026 and continue for approximately four months. While it is acknowledged that Project implementation is also stated to occur within an 18-month window, it is obviously an objective to complete implementation in the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. This paragraph (in addition to Table 5.3-4 and Table 5.3-5) notes/shows that construction emissions are calculated to also occur within the year 2027. Due to the unknown duration of construction timing, the most conservative scenario should be accounted for, which in this case equates to calculating Project construction emissions occurring in the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. Currently, the analysis extends construction into 2027, which while an acknowledged potential does result in the calculation of lower daily emission rates. As stated in the Project Description, there is also the potential that Project construction would be limited to the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. As this is the most conservative potential scenario it should be the scenario modeled. 		No edits made to Section 5.3.4.1.3. A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided. The planned months of active construction are October 2025 through January 2026 and October 2026 and January 2027, for a total of 8 months of active construction. As a result, this is the construction scenario that was modeled in Appendix B.		FALSE		TRUE		The construction duration/timing used to model emissions is still inconsistent with the construction duration/timing identified in the Project Description. 		Appendix B and AQ PEA sections have been revised and resubmitted.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

																																		n/a								n/a

		Section 5.4 Biological Resources

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		general		5.4_1		--		--		Please incorporate all comments submitted on the Project's Draft Biological Resources Technical Report.		Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions from the BRTR. 		FALSE		TRUE		Not all comments were resolved, and there are too many to cite here. Please revisit comment document for BRTR and incorporate into Section 5.4 (comment document has been revised as of April 2025). Additionally updated text from the BRTR was not incorporated into Section 5.4 in appropriate sections, and references in Section 5.4 to page numbers and sections in the BRTR need to be double-checked for consistency.+A70:I70		All comments in BRTR have been addressed. BRTR and revised PEA section resubmitted. 		FALSE		TRUE		A handful of outstanding comments still remain - please see BRTR Comment Review Spreadsheet.                                                         Please update the Clean Water Act summary in Chapter 4.5 to reflect recent regulatory changes, such as the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming"  (edits made to the biological report should be copied over to the appropriate location in the PEA).		n/a		FALSE		TRUE		Remaining comments not addressed in this paleo submittal.				FALSE		TRUE		Two outstanding edits that were made in the BRTR but still need to be made in the PEA: 1) Please revise wording for APM BIO-8 in the PEA to match revised wording in APM BIO-8 in the BRTR. 2) Please be sure to add the word "lack" back in the last sentence of Non-Wetland Waters in Section 5.4.1.4.1 of the PEA. 

		5.4.1.4		5.4_2		5.4-5 through -6				Aquatic features within the survey area that may provide suitable habitat for rare and special-status species were not adequately addressed, described, or quantified in this section. Figures depicting aquatic resources were neither referenced nor included in this section.		Section 5.4.1.4 Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.4.1.5.1		5.4_3		5.4-7 through -12		1st		Please ensure all scientific names are italicized. Plant species identified in 1st paragraph of section and in Table 5.4-4 lack the following information from the PEA Guidelines: Specific types and locations of potentially suitable habitat that correspond to the vegetation communities and land cover and aquatic features.		Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Location information in Table 5.4-4 is still very vague; however, location information was sufficient in the small species paragraphs presented before Table 5.4-4.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.4.1.5.2		5.4_4		5.4-13		1st		Please include scientific names for species listed in first paragraph of the section. 		Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.4.1.5.2		5.4_5		5.4-13 through 25				Crotch bumble bee, a state-listed Candidate species, is missing from this section.		Section 5.4.1.5.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.4.1.5.2		5.4_6		5.4-20 through -25		Wildlife summary paragraphs		Wildlife species summaries following Table 5.4-5 are inconsistent in providing the following information from the PEA Guidelines: Specific types and locations of potentially suitable habitat that correspond to the vegetation communities and land cover and aquatic features. 		Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		FALSE		TRUE		Location information is not included in the prairie falcon species paragraph, but is included in others. Location information is inconsistent in Table 5.4-5.		The Biological Resources PEA section has been revised to include additional location information and resubmitted.		FALSE		TRUE		The following species were classified as "likely" in Table 5.4-5 but are missing from the list in the 1st paragraph of Section 5.4.1.5.2 and the species summaries below Table 5.4-5: golden eagle, merlin, and western yellow bat.		n/a		FALSE		TRUE		Remaining comments not addressed in this paleo submittal.				TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.

		5.4.4.1		5.4_7				entire section		Please double check Section references in the entire section. Several errors were noted.		Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.4.4.1.1		5.4_8		5.4-46 through -51		Special-status wildlife section		Other special-status wildlife species discussed in Section 5.4.1.5.2 are missing from this summary. Crotch bumble bee (State Candidate Species) is missing from analysis.		Section 5.4.1.5.2 has been updated to reflect that Crotch's bumble bee is "unlikely" to occur. Therefore they are not included in this section.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.4.4.1.4		5.4_9		5.4-51		1st		First paragraph states that 0.06 acre would be permanently lost as a result of the project, but Table 5.4-8 only identifies temporary impacts. Please rectify.		Section 5.4.4.1.4 and Table 5.4-8 have been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.4.4.2		5.4_10		5.4-57				The Section reference is incorrect. It appears the correct Section reference should be Section 5.4.4.1.4.		Section 5.4.4.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.4.4.2		5.4_11		5.4-57				This section does not address the restoration of temporary impact areas per points (a) through (d) of Section 5.4.4.2 in the PEA Guidelines. It appears that BIO-9 was provided as mitigation for restoring temporary impact areas. BIO-9 appears to satisfy many of the lettered points in Section 5.4.4.2 of the PEA Guidelines; however, (d) Expected timeframe for restoration of the site  is not mentioned.		Section 5.4.4.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested addition. The timeframe is driven by “when the restoration success criteria is met”, which is driven by the HRRP. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources										Revised PEA Chapter

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.5		5.5_1		5.5-1		5th		The discussion of APE boundaries should be placed in 5.5.1.3		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The APE discussion has been moved to Section 5.5.1.2.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.1.1		5.5_2		5.5-1 to 5.5-2		Entire Section		This section is more approriate for a overall cultural background (see comment below). This section should be truncated to the environmental background without lengthy discussion of research themes as this is covered in the referenced cultural reports and not necessary in the PEA.		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. There is no discussion of research themes so no changes are made.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.1.2		5.5_3		5.5-2 to 5.5-16		Entire section		This section does not include a summary of the survey methods nor results. The information currently included would be better fit in the previous section (5.5.1.1)		This section is meant to provide the cultural resources context rather than the results of previous studies and methods. Heading was changed to avoid confusion. Methods and results are summarized in Section 5.5.1.2.1. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.1.3		5.5_4		5.5-16 		Entire section		This section should include a discussion of the APE and the different landownerships.		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The APE discussion has been moved to Section 5.5.1.2.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.1.3.1		5.5_5		5.5-16 to 5.5-20		Entire Section		This information should be placed in 5.5.1.2		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.1.3.1		5.5_6		5.5-17		2		The PEA states that a record search was carried out with the California Historical Resources Information System Eastern Information Center. Please clarify whether or not the records search also included the BLM files, which often are often not duplicated at the Information Centers.		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The records search was completed by AECOM separate from the Rincon 2021 effort and did not include an independent review of the BLM’s internal records. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.1.3.1		5.5_7		5.5-17		3		The provided number breakdown provided in this paragraph match up. Please confirm the numbers and revise.		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.1.3.1		5.5_8		5.5-17		Table 5.5-1		The number of resources included in this table does not match the number breakdown of the above paragraph. Please revise.		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		FALSE		TRUE		Numbers are still off as paragraph states 66 resources but there are 67 resources listed in the table. Please confirm and revise as needed.		The Cultural Resources PEA section has been revised and resubmitted.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.1.3.1		5.5_9		5.5-20		1, 2 and 3		This subsection labeled "Native American Consultation" should be included in 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources section.		This information is now included Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources and removed here to avoid redundancy.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.1.3.2		5.5_10		5.5-20 to 5.5-21		Entire Section		This information should be placed in 5.5.1.2		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.2.1.1		5.5_11		5.5-21 to 5.5-23		Entire Section		There is no discussion of NEPA requirement. Please include. 		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.2.1.2		5.5_12		5.5-25		Entire Section		These state regulations should be included in the 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources section.		Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources refers to this section for the State regulations. No changes made to avoid redundancy.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.4.1.1		5.5_13		5.5-27		Entire Section		This regulatory summary is better incorporated within the regulatory section 5.5.2.1.2 		The section is placed here to provide the context for the impacts analysis. We recommend this section remain as is to provide context for readers that are not as well versed in cultural resources impacts analysis. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.4.1.2		5.5_14		5.5-28 		1		Due to inconsistenices noted in the peer review of the Rincon 2021 report, it is currently unknown if a number of the resources documented would be considered historical resources; therefore this impact question cannot be answered at this time until the revisions are completed.  		Based on revisions to the Rincon 2021 report, there are no historical resources within the proposed work areas. Based on the provided clarification in the update 2021 report, this section is correct and does not require changes. 		FALSE		TRUE		Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review  so it can be confirmed that these changes were completed and therefore the anaylsis correct and this comment can then be considered resolved. 		Revised Rincon 2021 Report has been provided as Appendix D Cultural Resources Assessment		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.4.1.3		5.5_15		5.5-29		4		This section refers to incorrect section (5.5.4.1.1) regarding discussion of historical resources and should be revised (5.5.4.1.2).		Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.4.1.3		5.5_16		5.5-29		4		Due to inconsistenices noted in the peer review of the Rincon 2021 report, it is currently unknown if a number of the resources documented would be considered unique archaeological resources; therefore this impact question cannot be answered at this time until the revisions are completed.  		Based on revisions to the Rincon 2021 report, there are no historical resources within the proposed work areas. Based on the provided clarification in the update 2021 report, this section is correct and does not require changes. 		FALSE		TRUE		Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review  so it can be confirmed that these changes were completed and therefore the anaylsis correct and this comment can then be considered resolved. 		Revised Rincon 2021 Report has been provided as Appendix D Cultural Resources Assessment.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.5.4.2		5.5_17		5.5-30		1		Recommend to move the detailed description of AMP CUL-5 here. 		This section has been removed as language was redundant. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.6 Energy										Revised PEA Chapter

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.6.4.1.1 Energy Methodology & Appendix J		5.6_1		5.6-5		3		As with Appendix B, Emissions Calculations: Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas, Appendix J, Energy Calculations, fails to show exactly how quantification of the subject matter was completed. For instance, Appendix J only shows EMFAC outputs for the overall fleet fuel consumption rates in the Mojave Desert Air Basin, calculated miles per gallon seemingly based, in part, on these EMFAC outputs, fuel consumption calculation outputs, and a fuel consumption summary table. However, there is no information to show readers how exactly Project fuel consumption is calculated. For instance, how was the VMT for worker commutes, haul trips and vendor trips derived? What is the method for calculating offroad construction equipment fuel consumption? Table 3 of Appendix J simply provides the fuel consumption values, yet fails to "show the math" behind these values. Appendix J should be revised so that a reader can understand the basis for the identified Project fuel consumption. Additionally, Section 5.6.4.1.1 of the Energy Chapter should be expanded to truly explain the method for Project fuel consumption calculation. Also see related comments to Sections 5.3 and 5.8 regarding the lack of needed disclosure in the methodology discussions in those chapters. 		A revised version of Appendix E (EMB App E Energy Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the fuel consumption estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.6.4.1.2 Would the Project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during Project construction or operation?		5.6_2		5.6-5		5		This paragraph cites the U.S. EPA Construction Equipment Fuel Efficiency Standard, though does not describe what this standard is. A description of this standard should be added to the Section 5.6.2.1. 		This paragraph incorrectly refers to the Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) Standards as a U.S. EPA standard. CAFE standards were first enacted by congress in 1975 with the purpose of reducing energy consumption by increasing fuel economy. CAFE Standards are regulated the U.S. Department of Transportation's National Highway Traffic and Safety Administration (NHTSA). The NHTSA enforces the standard while the U.S. EPA calculates average fuel economy levels for manufacturers and sets related greenhouse gas standards. Section 5.6.4.1.2 has been updated with this language.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.7 Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources										Revised PEA Chapter

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.7.1.1.1		5.7_1		191		2		Perhaps discuss topography here as well.		Topography discussed in Section 5.7.1.2.5 has been added to Section 5.7.1.1 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		Figure 5.7-1		5.7_2		193		Fault Map		Change color of fault lines or I-10. They look too similar.		Figure 5.7-1 has been revised.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.7.1.4		5.7_3		197		2		Is there a soils map to accompany this?		Soils Map included as part of submittal. Please see file “Geology and Soils Soil map”		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.7.1.5		5.7_4		197		3		In addition to a UCMP database record search, was one requested by Pat Holroyd of UCMP?		A database record search was not requested by Pat Holroyd of UCMP.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.7.1.5		5.7_5		202		2		Discuss what defines low, undetermined, high sensitivity.		A discussion of paleontological sensitivity has been added to Section 5.7.1.5.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.7.1.5		5.7_6		202		2		Discuss existing findings of fossils and locations. Provide a map.		The UCMP database queried for the Project does not provide precise geographic data for fossil locations.  		FALSE		TRUE		Is it  possible through literature searches to provide findings for the Project alignment and/or surroundings?		A desktop literature/museum search will be conducted to provide the requested findings and the Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources PEA section will be resubmitted when complete. 		FALSE		TRUE		Review again once submitted.		Revised geology PEA section and techical report submitted.		TRUE		FALSE				n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions										Revised PEA Chapter

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.8.2.2.4 California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006		5.8_1		5.8-3		1		Due to the title of this legislation, this discussion should be slightly expanded to note Senate Bill 32 came into effect in the year 2014. 		Section 5.8.2.2.4 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.8.2.3.1 South Coast Air Quality Management District		5.8_2		5.8-4		5		This paragraph cites the incorrect SCAQMD GHG threshold. The 10,000 metric tons/year threshold is specific to industrial land uses such as uses with stationary source emissions (i.e., manufacturing) or industrial warehouses. This paragraph should be revised to identify the SCAQMD recommended interim threshold of 3,000 metric tons/year.		No edit made to Section 5.8. The SCAQMD’s Interim CEQA GHG Significance Threshold for Stationary Sources, Rules and Plans Proposal dated December 5, 2008, was reviewed to determine the appropriate threshold for evaluating GHG emissions from the Proposed Project. The SCAQMD’s staff recommends a tiered approach for evaluating significance. Tier 3 is anticipated to be the primary tier for determining significance which uses a 90 percent capture rate screening level for stationary sources. Within this tier, the SCAQMD recommends a screening threshold of 10,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide (CO2) equivalent emissions per year (mtCO2e per year) and 3,000 mtCO2e per year for residential and commercial sectors. The Proposed Project is not part of the residential or commercial sector; it is part of the larger electric transmission grid which serves to deliver electricity throughout SCE’s service territory. As a result, the industrial threshold of 10,000 mtCO2e per year is appropriate. As noted in Response 5.8_8, Proposed Project emissions were compared to Riverside County’s more conservative 3,000 mtCO2e per year threshold.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.8.2.3.2 Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District		5.8_3		5.8-4		6		This paragraph should be revised to include, "per year" after "100,000 tons". 		Section 5.8.2.3.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.8.2.3.3 Riverside County		5.8_4		5.8-4		7		The impact analysis employs the use of the Riverside County Climate Action Plan screening threshold of 3,000 metric tons of CO2e annually. However, this discussion fails to note this. This paragraph should be revised to include an expanded discussion of the CEQA significance thresholds established in the Climate Action Plan.		Section 5.8.2.3.3 has been updated to incorporate the significance threshold of 3,000 MTCO2e per year when discussing this plan.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.8.4.1.1 Greenhouse Gas Methodology		5.8_5		5.8-5		2		In general, this paragraph should be expanded to concisely disclose the modeling methodology used to estimate Project construction emissions (see Comments to Section 5.3 Air Quality). For instance, a brief description of the Project Site, specific to the air district jurisdiction, should be provided here. For example, the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction would be helpful. As would the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. Also, it is noted that this paragraph cites "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions. This statement if vague and requires elaboration as to what it actually means.   

No model files were received.   		A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.		FALSE		TRUE		See 2nd review comments to 5.3.4.1.1 Air Quality Methodology. 		Appendix B has been revised and resubmitted. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.8.4.1.1 Greenhouse Gas Methodology		5.8_6		5.8-5		3 & 4		This discussion notes that operational GHG emissions were not quantified. The very next paragraph states the Project construction emissions are amortized over its presumed 30-year operational life and combined with operational emissions. Since operational emissions are not quantified, this discussion should be revised to omit language describing how amortized construction emissions are added to operational emissions. 		Section 5.8.4.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.8.4.1.2 Would the Project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?		5.8_7		5.8-5		5		See previous comment. This paragraph cites the incorrect SCAQMD GHG threshold. The 10,000 metric tons/year threshold is specific to industrial land uses such as uses with stationary source emissions (i.e., manufacturing) or industrial warehouses. This paragraph should be revised to identify the SCAQMD recommended interim threshold of 3,000 metric tons/year.		Please see Response 5.8_2. No edit made to Section 5.8.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.8.4.1.2 Would the Project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?		5.8_8		5.8-5 - 5.8-6		Entire Impact Analysis (Table 5.8-1)		In terms of the analysis of GHG emissions, it actually makes little sense to divide the Project's contribution between the two air districts, SCAQMD and MDAQMD. Additionally, the inclusion of Project emission comparison to the County of Riverside Climate Action Plan screening threshold adds an additional level of confusion, since the analysis fails to identify which portions of the Project are being attributed to which jurisdictional threshold, and why. (It is noted that both the SCAQMD and MDAQMD jurisdictions overlay the County CAP jurisdiction.) Instead, since the vast majority of the Project Site is located in unincorporated Riverside County, Project emissions should be compared to the County of Riverside Climate Action Plan screening threshold exclusively. While it is acknowledged that a small portion of emissions would be generated in the City of Blythe, and thus not within the County's jurisdiction, relying on this threshold alone would be conservative and the analysis would be understandable. 		The emissions presented for the County of Riverside in Table 5.8-1 include the sum of the emissions in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD. As a result, these values represent the suggested conservative analysis. As described previously, a revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided with a more detailed description of the calculation methodology.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.9 Hazards, Hazardous Materials, and Public Safety										Revised PEA Chapter

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.9.1.1 & Table 5.9-1		5.9_1		5.9-1, 5.9-2		4		Table title is "Known Release Sites Identified within the Project Area" however the text in 5.9.1.1 states these are "nearby sites" identified for the database search for sites within 1 mile radius of the Project Alignment. Please clarify text and/or table title to reflect if these sites were identified in the Project vicinity or within the Project Area.		The EDR report included a regulatory database search for known and potential release sites up to 2 miles from the Project Alignment. Table 5.9-1, “Known Release Sites Identified within the Project Area”, and Figure 5.9-1, “Known Release Sites in the Vicinity of the Project”, from the PEA was designed to limit the list of past or present subsurface contaminants to those that could potentially be encountered within 1,000 feet of the Project. Following an additional review of the database search results, five additional sites within 1,000 feet of the Project that had releases or concerns reported should have been included in Table 5.9-1 and Figure 5.9-1. Section 5.9 Hazards, Hazardous Materials, and Public Safety has been updated to add clarifying text, update the analysis in Section 5.9.4.1.5, and revise Figure 5.9-1 and Table 5.9-1.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.9.1.3		5.9_2		5.9-4		6		State if the Project is or is not within a State Responsibility Area.		Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested language in Section 5.9.1.3.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.9.4.1.2		5.9_3		5.9-18		4		Please state if the secondary containment with hazardous materials would be stored in one of the laydown yards, each laydown yard, or elsewhere.		Section 5.9 has been updated to include additional clarity in Section 5.9.4.1.2.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.9.4.1.3		5.9_4		5.9-19		4		The end of the last sentence should be revised to say "…regulations would reduce the risk of construction hazards to the public, workers, and environment to a level that is less than significant."		Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.3.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.9.4.1.5		5.9_5		5.9-20		3, 4		Paragraph 3 and the beginning of paragraph 4 state the same information and can be combined to avoid repetition.		Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.5.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.9.4.1.12		5.9_6		5.9-23		7		The paragraph states SCE would comply with CCR provisions for high-voltage work to reduce shock hazards and avoid electrocution of workers. Thus, the determination should be "Less than Significant" rather than "No Impact" since there is a shock hazard due to the high-voltage work.		Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.12.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.9.4.2		5.9_7		5.9-24		1		Estimate the quantity of each hazardous material that would be stored onsite during operation. If none is stored onsite during operations, then please state it in the document.		Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.2.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.9.4.6 - 5.9.4.8		5.9_8						The Natural Gas and Gas Storage requirements are not in the document. Sections 5.9.4.6, 5.9.4.7, and 5.9.4.8 of the Guidelines should be included in the document and it can be stated under each that they don't apply to the Project if no natural gas or gas storage is involved.		Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.10 Hydrology and Water Quality

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.10.1.1		5.10_1		5.10-1, 5.10-2		5		Identify by milepost all ephemeral, intermittent, and perennial surface waterbodies crossed by the project. For each, list its water quality classification, if applicable.		There is a reservoir (33.808028, -115.450211) next to the Eagle Mountain Pump Plant just south of the westernmost part of the project. This feature is approximately 730 feet south-southeast of the work areas. There are also what appear to be retention basins (33.612514, -114.684936) for some type of facilities just north of the easternmost part of the project. The nearest feature is 70 feet north of the work areas.		FALSE		TRUE		Add the information from Applicant Response to Section 5.10.1.1 of the PEA.		The requested information has been added to the Hydrology and Water Quality PEA section and resubmitted.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.10.4.1.4		5.10_2		5.10-14		1		Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.		The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.		TRUE		FALSE		Section includes required items.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.10.4.1.5		5.10_3		5.10-14		3		Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.		The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.		TRUE		FALSE		Section includes required items.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.10.4.1.6		5.10_4		5.10-15		1		Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.		The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.		TRUE		FALSE		Section includes required items.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.10.4.5		5.10_5		5.10-17		4		Identify all waterbody crossings by milepost.		Please see the response to Comment 5.10_1.		FALSE		TRUE		See Notes for Comment 5.10_1		The requested information has been added to the Hydrology and Water Quality PEA section and resubmitted.		FALSE		TRUE		The Section 5.10.4.5 paragraph states the Project crosses seven major matercourses, but does not identify each of the waterbody crossings by milepost.		n/a		FALSE		TRUE		Comments not addressed in this paleo submittal.		PEA Section 5.10 Revisions and attachments submitted.		TRUE		FALSE		PEA section identifies mileposts for waterbody crossings. GIS files provided for mileposts and streams crossed.



		Section 5.11 Land Use and Planning

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		Figure 5.11-3		5.11_1		5.11-4				The figure looks distorted, please replace with a corrected figure.		A PDF version of Figure 5.11-3 will be submitted under separate cover.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. Figure corrected.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.12 Mineral Resources

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				5.12_1						No comments.		Noted.		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.13 Noise										Revised PEA Chapter

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.13.1.2.1 Noise Background		5.13_1		5.13-2		4		The last sentence of this paragraph incorrectly states, "The Ldn is similar to the CNEL, except there is no penalty for the noise level occurring during the nighttime hours." This sentence should be deleted. The sentence immediately preceding this one correctly notes that, "The Ldn is a calculated 24-hour weighted average, where sound levels during nighttime hours from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. have an added 10 dB weighting."		Section 5.13.1.2.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.13.1.2.2 Existing Noise Levels		5.13_2		5.13-2		5 & 6		The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and PEAs requires that this section provide the existing noise levels (Lmax, Lmin,
Leq, and Ldn sound level and other applicable noise parameters) at noise sensitive areas near the proposed project. However, this section of the Noise Chapter neglects to provide this information. Due to the length of the Project Site and scattering of noise-sensitive receptors, the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) Standard 12.9-2013/Part 3 Quantities and Procedures for Description and Measurement of Environmental Sound – Part 3: Short-Term Measurements with an Observer Present, which provides a table of approximate background sound levels in Ldn, daytime Leq, and nighttime Leq, based on land use and population density, is recommended to be cited in order to fulfill this requirement. 		Section 5.13.1.2.2 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.13.4.1.2 Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?		5.13_3		5.13-14		1		As noted in the analysis, Riverside County has not established a numerical threshold for noise generated from private construction activities. Instead, construction activities occurring 0.25 mile or more from an inhabited dwelling or between 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of July through September, or between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of October through May are exempted from the noise standards established in Riverside County Ordinance 847. As stated in this paragraph, "construction would generally occur within the allowable hours within Riverside County." The sentence implies that there would be times when Project construction would occur outside of the noise standard-exempted hours for construction. Project construction occurring outside of the noise standard-exempted hours for construction would be subject to the noise standard established by Ordinance 847, which limits noise sources from generating noise levels of 45 decibels during the nighttime and 55 decibels during the daytime at noise-sensitive receptors. However, the analysis does not acknowledge this and instead notes that the County of Riverside would be notified when construction occurs outside of the noise standard-exempted hours, and that for this reason the Project would be consistent with applicable noise standards and is a less than significant impact. It is unclear why notifying the County when construction occurs outside of the noise standard-exempted hours is consistent with Ordinance 847, and what this process would do to mitigate construction noise impacts. This analysis needs to be revised to identify that construction noise could potentially occur at noise-sensitive receptors outside of noise-standard exempted hours and at  levels exceeding the standards established by County Ordinance 847. Mitigation that actually addresses this impact should be considered and the impact determination revised accordingly. 		SCE has revisited the planned construction hours for the Project and has determined that construction outside of the hours exempted from noise standards by Riverside County Ordinance 847 would not be required. As a result, the Project will comply with the standards of Riverside County Ordinance 847 and impacts would continue to be less than significant with mitigation. Section 5.13.4.1.2 has been updated accordingly.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		5.13.4.1.3 Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?		5.13_4		5.13-14		5		This paragraph states, "There are no standards related to construction-generated groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels in Riverside County or the City of Blythe." Technically this is correct but the state of practice in Riverside County is to use the County of Riverside standard of 0.01 inch per second peak particle velocity for assessing groundborne vibration from rail-related activities, promulgated by County General Plan Policy N 16.3, as a threshold for construction vibration. The discussion should be revised to state this and the 0.01 inch per second peak particle velocity should be employed. 		Section 5.13.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate County General Plan Policy N 16.3 into the vibration analysis and evaluate the anticipated vibration levels at the nearest receptor against the standards. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.14 Population and Housing

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.14.4.3		5.14_1		5.14-6		5		Please reiterate in this section that the construction employment is temporary and the project would not create any permanent employment opportunities.		We can confirm that construction employment is temporary and that the Project would not create any permanent employment opportunities. This information should be incorporated into the CEQA document as appropriate.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.15 Public Services

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.15.1.1		5.15_1		5.15-1				Provide a map showing the service facilities (police, fire, schools, park, hospitals) that could serve the project. 		The  SCE EM-B Service Facilities Map and associated SCE_EMB_DR01_PUB01 GIS data package depicting the requested service facilities that could serve the Project has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_PUB01) provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.16 Recreation

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.16.1.1		5.16_1						Provide GIS data associated with the project features and recreational facilities within and surrounding the Project Area.		The GIS data representing the Proposed Project features and parks and recreational areas identified in Table 5.16-1 have been included in the SCE_EMB_DR01_REC01 GIS data package that will be submitted under separate cover.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_REC01) provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.17 Transportation										Revised PEA Chapter

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.17.1.2		5.17_1		5.17-1		5		b) Provide a supporting map showing project features and the existing roadway network identifying each road described in this section. Provide associated GIS data. The GIS data should inclue all connected road segments within at least 5 miles of the project.		The SCE EM-B Roadway Network Map depicting the Project features and the existing roadway network has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover. The associated SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA01 GIS data package has been included under separate cover. Section 5.17.1.2 has been updated to incorporate this map.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA01) provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.17.1.3		5.17_2		5.17-2		2		a) If the Palo Verde Transit Agency bus route is the only transit or rail provider in the region, please explicitly state that in this section. 
b) Identify rail or transit lines within 1,000 feet of the Project area.
c) Identify specific transit stops and stations within 0.5 mile of the project. -- One bus route was identified along I-10, but the distance to the Project Area was not stated.
d) Provide a supporting map showing project features and transit and rail services within 0.5 mile of the Project Area. Provide associated GIS data.		Section 5.17.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the requested edits and additional information. The associated SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA02 GIS data package has been included under separate cover		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA02) provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.17.1.4		5.17_3		5.17-2		3		a) Identify and describe any bicycle plans for the region
c) Provide a supporting map showing project features and bicycle facilities. Provide associated GIS data.		Section 5.17.1.4 has been updated to incorporate the requested additional information. The SCE EM-B Bicycle Facilities Map depicting the Proposed Project features and bike facilities has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover. The resulting SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA03 GIS data package has also been included under separate cover.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA03) provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		Table 5.17-1		5.17_4		5.17-3				Placement of the Existing Roadways table in the Regulatory Setting section following the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act seems odd. Please relocate table to follow the text in Section 5.17.1.2.		Table 5.17-1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		Table 5.17-2		5.17_5		5.17-4				Placement of the VMT table in the Regulatory Setting section seems odd. Please relocate table to follow the text in Section 5.17.1.6.		Table 5.17-2 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.17.4.1.3		5.17_6		5.17-4		5		Please add in a reference to Table 5.17-3, which summarizes Construction VMT for the project.		Section 5.17.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.17.4.2		5.17_7						d) Provide an excel file with the VMT assumptions and model calculations, including all formulas and values.		The supporting Excel file associated with Appendix B contains all of the VMT assumptions that were used, including all formulas and values.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. Excel file (EMB AQ_Calcs_20250211) provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.18.1.1		5.18_1		5.18-1		2		There is a leftover internal comment. Please remove comment. 		Section 5.18.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE				no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.18.1.1		5.18_2		5.18-1		Entire section		Although AB 52 consutlation will be peformed by CPUC, please state that no additional outreach was conducted for the project. 		Section 5.18.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE				no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.18.2.1		5.18_3		5.18-5		Entire section		Full discussion related to AB 52 should be moved from the 5.5 Culutral section and placed here. 		Section 5.18.2.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE				no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.18.5.1.1		5.18_4		5.18-9		First bullet "TCR-2: Tribal Engagment Plan		It is stated in this AMP that the tribal engagment plan will be included in the Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRMP) known as AMP CUL-1; however as AMP CUL-1 is written, there is no indication that tribal culutral resources will be covered in the CRMP. Please include language that makes it clear that TCR discussions will be included. 		Section 5.18.5.1.2 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.		FALSE		TRUE		Although this change is reflected in the Tribal Cutural Resources Section, the Cultural Resources Section (5.5.5.1; page 5.5-31) does not reflect these changes. Please revise so both sections have the same language. 		APM CUL-1 has been updated in revised and resubmitted Cultural Resources PEA section.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.19 Utilities and Service Systems										Revised PEA Chapter

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.19.1.2		5.19_1		5.19-2				Provide GIS data and/or as-built engineering drawings to support the description of existing utilities and their locations.		A GIS Data Package (SCE_EMB_UTIL_DR_01) containing the known locations of existing utilities will be provided under separate cover.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_UTIL_DR_01) provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.19.1.4.1		5.19_2		5.19-3		2		Provide data for the PVID on the existing water capacity, supply, and demand.		Section 5.19.1.4.1 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the PVID. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.19.1.4.2		5.19_3		5.19-3		3		Provide data for the MWD on the existing water supply and demand.		Section 5.19.1.4.2 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the MWD.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.19.1.4.3		5.19_4		5.19-3		4		Provide data for the City of Blythe on the existing water capacity, supply, and demand.		Section 5.19.1.4.3 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the City of Blythe.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.19.4.1.3		5.19_5		5.19-8		5		Water supplies during dry and multiple dry years was not addressed. It is discussed later in 5.19.4.4.2, so please add in a note that it will be discussed later or add the discussion to this section.		Section 5.19.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revision.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.19.4.3		5.19_6		5.19-11		4		This section states there would be an estimated 145 tons of solid waste from wood poles and 150 tons of solid waste from metal poles. However, Section 5.19.4.1.5 states there would be 570 tons of construction waste generated including metal, wood, and concrete. Is the remaining 275 tons from concrete? Please clarify in text.
Please identify that waste would not be generated during Project operation and there is no project demolition phase.		Section 5.19.4.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.19.5		5.19_7		5.19-13		5		Please include CPUC Draft Environmental Measure 5.19 for Utilities and Service Systems:

Notify Utilities with Facilities Above and Below Ground
The Applicant shall notify all utility companies with utilities located within or crossing the project ROW to locate and mark existing underground utilities along the entire length of the project at least 14 days prior to construction. No subsurface work shall be conducted that would conflict with (i.e., directly impact or compromise the integrity of) a buried utility. In the event of a conflict, areas of subsurface excavation or pole installation shall be realigned vertically and/or horizontally, as appropriate, to avoid other utilities and provide adequate operational and safety buffering. In instances where separation between third-party utilities and underground excavations is less than 5 feet, the Applicant shall submit the intended construction methodology to the owner of the third-party utility for review and approval at least 30 days prior to construction. Construction methods shall be adjusted as necessary to assure that the integrity of existing utility lines is not compromised.		Section 5.19.5 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.20 Wildfire

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		5.20.1.1		5.20_1		5.20-1				Provide GIS data for Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) and Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ) mapping along the project alingment. Include areas mapped by CPUC as moderate and high fire threat districts as well areas mapped by CalFire.		The requested GIS data sets (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01) have been added to the GIS Data Package that will be provided under separate cover. These data sets have been clipped to an area within 15 miles of the Proposed Project alignment.		FALSE		TRUE		SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01 not found in the provided PEA submittal.		WILD01 has been provided in revised PEA submittal. 		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. GIS data SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01 provided. 		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		5.20.1.2		5.20_2		5.20-2				If available, provide ignition source and location of ignition and the amount of land burned. Per item e) of the PEA Guidelines also provide the boundary of the fire in GIS.		This fire, known as the Lightning #55, occurred in 1973 and was contained at 1,452.2 acres. The Lightning #55 fire occurred approximately 0.6 mile south of the Project alignment and 1.1 miles east of Graham Pass Road. According to CALFIRE, the fire was caused by unknown/unidentified activities. The requested GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD02) has been added to the GIS Data Package that will be provided under separate cover.		FALSE		TRUE		Please add this information about the location of the fire, ignition source, amount of land burned, etc. to Section 5.20.1.2 of the PEA.

Noted that GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD02) was provided.
		Requested information has been added to revised Wildfire PEA section and resubmitted.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Section 5.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				5.21_1						No comments.		Noted. 		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 4 - Chapter 6: Comparison of Alternatives

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		general		6_1						Per the PEA it is understood that SCE received written instruction from CPUC on September 29, 2023 that an alternatives analysis is not required. This is noted.		Noted. 		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 4 - Chapter 7: Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations										Revised PEA Chapter

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		7.1		7_1		7-1		6		Please include why past projects were not considered in the cumulative impacts analysis.		Past projects were researched and considered for the cumulative impacts analysis; however, no past projects were identified within 1 mile and would occur within 1 year of the anticipated construction windows for the Project. As a result, no past projects were presented in Chapter 7 Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations in the PEA. Additional clarification has been added to Section 7.1.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		Figure 7.1-1		7_2		7-3				Please provide related GIS data for this figure.		A GIS Data Package (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) containing the requested data has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		7.1.1		7_3		7-4; 7-5				a) iii) Provide the name of the nearest project component (to each cumulative project listed)
b) Provide associated GIS data for the cumulative projects		Table 7-1 has been updated to include the nearest Project component in the attached Chapter 7 - Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations document. The requested GIS data has been submitted as described in response to Request 7_2.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		7.1.3.4		7_4		7-7		2nd paragraph under heading		Please include that restoration of temporary impact areas would occur, which would also reduce cumulatively considerable impacts.		Section 7.1.3.4 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		7.1.3.10		7_5		7-12		4		In sentence 2, clarify that each area of impact relates to each of the poles to be replaced.		Section 7.1.3.10 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		7.2		7_6		7-17				This section generally addresses growth inducing impacts. However, subsections 7.2.1 through 7.2.4 do not match the PEA guidance (page 77 - items a through d). Please revise the subsection headings to match the PEA guidance and order.		Section 7.2 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 4 - Chapter 8: List of Preparers

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				8_1						This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.		Noted. 		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 4 - Chapter 9: References

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				9_1						This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.		Noted. 		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 5 - Appendix A: Project Mapbook

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		general 		App A_1						Appendices are presented and included per CPUC's guidance		Noted. 		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		general 		App A_2						Provide GIS Data per the Attachment 1 requirements of the PEA Guidelines.				TRUE		FALSE		GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 5 - Appendix B: Emissions Calculations - Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		general		App B_1						Excel spreadsheets with emissions calculations will be provided that are complete with all project assumptions, values, and formulas used to prepare emissions calculations in the PEA.				TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		general		App B_2						See comments in the respective sections above.				FALSE		TRUE		See Section 5.3 above.		Appendix B has been revised and resubmitted.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 6 - Appendix C: Biological Resources Technical Report

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App C_1						Comments on the Biological Resources Technical Report were submited under separate cover on April 26, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.				FALSE		TRUE		See comment document under separate cover for the BRTR.		BRTR/Appendix C has been revised and resubmitted.		FALSE		TRUE		A handful of outstanding comments still remain - please see BRTR Comment Review Spreadsheet.		n/a		FALSE		TRUE		Remaining comments not addressed in this paleo submittal.				FALSE		TRUE		As stated in Bio Section: Two outstanding edits that were made in the BRTR but still need to be made in the PEA: 1) Please revise wording for APM BIO-8 in the PEA to match revised wording in APM BIO-8 in the BRTR. 2) Please be sure to add the word "lack" back in the last sentence of Non-Wetland Waters in Section 5.4.1.4.1 of the PEA. 



		Volume 7 - Appendix D: Cultural Resources Report

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App D_1						Comments on the Cultural Resources Report were submited under separate cover on July 18, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.				FALSE		TRUE		Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review so that it can be confirmed that these changes were completed. 		CR Report/Appendix D has been revised and resubmitted.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 7 - Appendix E: Detailed Tribal Consultation Report

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App E_1						No comments.				TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 7 - Appendix F: Environmental Data Resources Report

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App F_1						No comments.				TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 7 - Appendix G: Agency Consultation and Public Outreach Report and Records of Correspondence

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App G_1						No comments.				TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 7 - Appendix H: Construction Fire Prevention Plan

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App H_1						No comments.				TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 7 - Appendix I: Noise Calculations

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App I_1						See comments in the respective section above.				TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 7 - Appendix J: Energy Calculations

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App J_1						See comments in the respective section above.				TRUE		FALSE		Comment addressed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 7 - Appendix K: Geotechnical Investigation Report

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App K_1						Comments on the Geotechnical Investigation Report were submited under separate cover on April 26, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.				TRUE		FALSE		SCE responses as detailed in this section are adequate.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		7.6				12		1		The section states: "No structures are located within major drainage channels, however, some structures located east of Eagle Mountains and north of Chuckwalla Mountains are in shallow drainages that exhibit the potential for erosion and scour on the order of 12-24 inches." It is stated that the estimates are based on field observations of the heights of wash channel walls that are subject to periodic flooding and erosion during intense rainfall events. However, further justification of the estimated order of erosion would be helpful.		Seven TSP locations are listed in Table D-2, Appendix D as having erosion/scour potential ranging from 1-2 feet, based on observations during conducting soil borings and sampling at the localities.  The project is not located in flood zones mapped by FEMA.
TSP locations at Borings B-2, B-3 and B-5 are in low gradient, distal portions of an alluvial fan complex that is approximately one mile wide at the TSP locations.  The braided drainage washes, from Eagle Mountain to the west in the area of the TSP locations, are spread out over the fan surface and no deeply incised drainage courses are present. The assessment that one or two feet of potential scour are considered reasonable in this environment.  The TSP location at B-8 is in an even more distant, distal portion of the alluvial fan surface and the estimate of the potential for two feet of scour is reasonable.
The TSP location at B-12 is likewise in a very low gradient, distal portion of an alluvial fan complex emanating from Chuckwalla Mountain to the west/southwest.  The braided wash channels in the area are very slightly incised and the estimated potential scour depths are reasonable for the area.
The TSP structures at the boring 17 and 18 locations are in a more medial portion of an alluvial fan complex emanating from McCoy Mountains to the north.  Although this portion of the alluvial fan drainage has the potential for more deeply incised drainage courses, a diagonally oriented berm/drainage structure has been graded in the area to divert smaller drainages to a more deeply incised drainage course approximately 300 feet to the east of B-17, and B-17 is protected by the berm.   The berm complex was apparently constructed to mitigate potential damage to Interstate 10.  B-18 is to the south of both the berm and Interstate 10 and is approximately 2000 feet west of the incised drainage course.  As such, the estimate of one foot of potential scour is reasonable for both locations.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment resolved.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		7.4				11		1		The issue of ground subsidence is explicitly addressed in the geotechnical report.
According to USGS (https://ca.water.usgs.gov/land_subsidence/california-subsidence-areas.html), the project area is not located within an area of land subsidence in California. The nearest subsidence area is the Coachella Valley northwest of the Salton Sea. 
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Data Viewer shows only one GPS station near Blythe within the Palo Verde Mesa. The station indicates a vertical displacement of less than 0.5" over 30 years (since 1994). Therefore, the subsidence does not appear to affect the project.		Concur with comment.		TRUE		FALSE				no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a

		Appx C Laboratory Testing				75 & 104 of pdf		Expansion Test Result and Atterberg Test Result		Expansive Soils are not explicitly discussed in the geotechnical report. It may be helpful to add a section addressing the prevalence of the expansive soils, and their potential impact on the project. 
One sample of sandy clay within the upper 5 feet of boring B-13 was tested to obtain an expansion index. The tested sample indicated an expansion potential of 41 corresponding to a low expansion potential. According to Section 1803.5.3, the soil is considered expansive if the expansion index is greater than 20, and a PI equal to 15. The tested sample for expansion potential is a sandy clay with a PI of 20, and EI of 41, and is considered expansive.  
Generally speaking near-surface soils along most of the alignment consist of granular (alluvial deposit) soils which are typically not expansive. In general, the project soils are not expansive.		Expansive clayey soil is not common in project area, however clayey soil layers were found in several borings (e.g. B-13 and B-16) located in dry lake. Since the project consist of only deep foundations, which are not sensitive to clay expansion, expansive clay mitigation is not required. Foundation design for TSPs incorporated reduced soil capacity for TSPs at site with clay layers.		TRUE		FALSE		Comment resolved.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 7 - Appendix L: Weather Data (Provided under separate cover)

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App L_1						This Appendix needs to be provided.				TRUE		FALSE		The Appendix L cover page and associated weather excel tables have been provided.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Volume 7 - Appendix M: Water Use Calculations

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

				App M_1						Table 5: Total Water Demand for Project Duration was reviewed. Total water demand noted.		Noted.		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a



		Guidelines for Energy Project - Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and Proponent’s Environmental Assessments

		Section Number		Comment Number		Page		Paragraph		Comment		Applicant Response		Item Resolved?				Notes		Response - May 2025 Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - July 2025		Response - Aug 2025 Paleo Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Paleo Submittal)		Response - Aug 2025 Bio-Hydro Resubmittal		Item Resolved?				Notes - Aug 2025 (Bio-Hydro Submittal)

														Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No						Yes		No

		Formatting and Basic PEA Data Needs, Including GIS Data		Mail_1		4		list item 5		"Applicants will provide in an Excel spreadsheet a  comprehensive mailing list that includes the names properties for both the proposed project and alternatives." It is understood that this Project does not have alternatives.		Noted.		TRUE		FALSE		Noted. List to be provided, as needed.		no action needed		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a		n/a		TRUE		FALSE		n/a






ECORP Consulting, Inc.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS





SCE EMB PEA Completeness Review - Data Request #3 

		From

		Chiang, Eric

		To

		Jason Bruce; Freddie Olmos

		Recipients

		jason.bruce@sce.com; Folmos@ecorpconsulting.com



Hi Jason,



 



Please find Data Request #3 for the SCE EMB Project and note the remaining items to deem the application complete.  Please let us know if you have any questions or want to discuss in a follow-up meeting.



 



Thanks,
Eric





SCE EMB  Data Request #3 Letter.pdf

STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom, Governor
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3298

July 24, 2025

Jason Bruce - Regulatory General Rate Case
Southern California Edison Company

8631 Rush St.

Rosemead, California 91770

Re: Completeness Review of Southern California Edison Company’s Eagle Mountain Blythe 220 kV Project
(A.24-07-021) Proponent’s Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Bruce:

Please see the attached data request documents for the Southern California Edison’s (SCE) Application
(A.24-07-021) for a Permit to Construct (PTC) for the Eagle Mountain Blythe 161 kV (EMB) Project.

Please direct questions related to this data request to Eric.Chiang@cpuc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Eric Chiang

Project Manager, Energy Division

cc: Freddie Olmos, ECORP, Inc.




mailto:Eric.Chiang@cpuc.ca.gov
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			Cover


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						Cover_1									Cover formatting follows CPUC guidance and sample cover in PEA Checklist.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 1 - Chapter 1: Executive Summary


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			general			1_1									The chapter follows the PEA outline requirements. Specific comments on the content that is summarized in this chapter are provided in the applicable sections of the PEA.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 1 - Chapter 2: Introduction


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			general			2_1									This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 1 - Chapter 3: Proposed Project Description


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			3.2.1.5; 3.2.1.10			3_1			3-5						Please provide GIS data mentioned in these sections.			GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.			TRUE			FALSE			GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			3.3.3.1.1			3_2			3-8						Text states "Photographs of the existing structure types to be removed are shown in Appendix A." Appendix A only includes GIS maps. Please provide the photopgraphs mentioned in this section.			Appendix A has been updated to include the referenced images.			TRUE			FALSE			Photos have been added as Appendix A1 - Structure Examples.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			3.3.3.6			3_3			3-10						Images of the existing structure types to be removed are missing from Appendix A.			Appendix A has been updated to include the referenced images.			TRUE			FALSE			Photos have been added as Appendix A1 - Structure Examples.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			3.3.4.8			3_4			3-13						The diagrams of the proposed structures are missing from Appendix A.			Appendix A has been updated to include the referenced images.			TRUE			FALSE			Appendix A1 includes diagrams of the proposed structures.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			3.12.3			3_5			3-60						Please provide GIS data mentioned in this section.			GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.			TRUE			FALSE			GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			3.12.4			3_6			3-60						GIS information per Section 3.12.4 need to be provided.                                                                             3.12.4: GIS Requirements. Provide the following information for each pole/tower that would be installed and for each pole/tower that would be removed:
a) Unique ID number and type of pole (e.g., wood, steel, etc.) or tower (e.g., self-supporting lattice) both in a table and in the attributes of the GIS data provided
b) Identify pole/tower heights and conductor sizes in the attributes of the GIS data provided.			GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.			TRUE			FALSE			GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 2 - Chapter 4: Description of Alternatives


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						4_1									This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 2 - Chapter 5 - Environmental Analysis


			Section 5.1 Aesthetics


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.1.1.3			5.1_1			5.1-19			3, 4			For the Viewshed analysis: 
c) Provide a supporting map (or maps) showing project area, landscape units, topography (i.e., hillshade), and the results of the viewshed analysis. Provide associated GIS data.			Section 5.1.1.3.1 has been updated to incorporate the results of a viewshed analysis. GIS data associated with Figure 5.1-4 (Viewshed Analysis) will be included with Project GIS data.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.1.4			5.1_2			5.1-20			1			Landscape unit identified for Project Area, but need to include any landscape units in the area surrounding the project area (approximately 5-mile buffer)			Section 5.1.1.4 has been updated to expand on the discussion of landscape units within a 5-mile buffer of the Project.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.1.5			5.1_3			5.1-20, 5.1-21			2, 3
1			For paragraph on motorists, add information for feedback from the public about the project and landscape characterists affecting visual sensitivity.

For paragraph on residents, add information about feedback from the public about the project. 			No edit made to Chapter 5. SCE sent letters to nearby members of the public about the project. SCE received three calls in response; no questions were asked about viewshed or landscape; therefore, no feedback from the public has been received regarding landscape characteristics and/or visual sensitivity. 			FALSE			TRUE			Since Pre-Filing Guidelines for this section say to describe feedback from the public, please add text under Section 5.1.1.5 Viewers and Viewer Sensitivity stating letters were sent to attempt to gain feedback from the public, three calls were received in response, etc.

			Requested information has been added to the Aesthetics PEA section and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.


			5.1.1.6			5.1_4									Provide associated GIS data (may be combined with GIS data request below for representative photographs).			GIS data associated with the Project provided prior to the field walk in December 2024.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.1.7			5.1_5			5.1-6 to 5.1-17			Figures 5.1-2 to Figure 5.1-3b			Provide the following information for each photograph:
i. Capture time and date
ii. Camera body and lens model
iii. Lens focal length and camera height when taken

Provide GIS Data associated with each photograph location that includes coordinates (<1 meter resolution), elevations, and viewing directions, as well as the associated viewpoint.			Section 5.1.1.6 has been updated to provide the requested information. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.1.8			5.1_6			5.1-25, 5.1-26			1			In addition to the map showing VRM areas, please discuss/include the following:
a) Identify any visual resource management areas within and surrounding the project area (approximately 5-mile buffer).
b) Describe any project areas within visual resource management areas.
c) Provide associated GIS data for VRM areas.			Section 5.1.4.1.3 has been updated to provide the requested information. GIS data for VRM areas has been included with Project GIS data. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_AES) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.1.4.5			5.1_7			5.1-38; 5.1-36 to 5.1-37			7
5 to 6
1 to 2			Section 5.1.4.5 states to refer to Section 5.1.4.1.4, which starts on page 5.1-36. This paragraph identifies all sources of permanent and temporary lighting, but should also identify any structures or lines that could require FAA notification or any structures that could require lighting and marking based on flight patterns and FAA or military requirements. Provide supporting documentation in an Appendix (e.g., FAA notice and criteria tool results). 

If no such structures like this exist, the analysis should describe this as well.			Section 5.1.4.1.4 has been updated to provide additional information about Project structures that could require lighting and marking. A discussion of flight path conerns is also included in Section 5.9.4.1.9.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						5.2_1									No comments.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.3 Air Quality


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.3.1.1 Air Quality Plans			5.3_1			5.3-1			3			The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that Section 5.3.1.1 shall identify and describe all applicable air quality plans. This section does NOT contain a detailed discussion of the applicable air quality plans, though it is noted that such a discussion is cross-referenced as being located in Section 5.3.2.1.3. This deviation from the Guidelines is appropriate as it contributes to the organization of the information and is cross-referenced in Section 5.3.1.1			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.1.1 Air Quality Plans			5.3_2			5.3-2			1			The last sentence of this paragraph states that, "As described in Section 5.3.2.1.3, the SCAQMD and MDAQMD have prepared attainment plans to address O3 within its jurisdiction." However, it is noted that the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP also addresses particulate matter in addition to ozone. Additionally the MDAQMD has adopted the Mojave Desert Planning Area PM10 Attainment Plan (that is mentioned on page 5.3-8 of the Chapter), which addresses coarse particulate matter. ECORP recommends this discussion be revised to acknowledge the air districts' planning efforts to  address particulate matter. 			Section 5.3.1.1 has been updated to reflect that the SCAQMD and MDAQMD have prepared plans to address ozone and particulate matter. See Section 5.3.2.1.3.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.1.3 Sensitive Receptor Locations			5.3_3			5.3-4			1			The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that GIS data be provided for sensitive receptor locations. No GIS data is provided in this Section. ECORP recommends providing a graphic depicting this information. 			A GIS data package (SCE_EMB_DR01_AQ_03) identifying sensitive receptors within 1,000 feet of the project has been provided under separate cover. This data was used to generate Figure 5.13-1. No other sensitive receptors have been identified.			TRUE			FALSE			More or less resolved. For a more user-friendly document, ECORP recommends cross referenceing Figure 5.13-1 of the Noise Chapter in the 2nd paragraph of Page 5.3-4. However, the Noise Chapter as a whole is referenced here as containing addition information on specific sensitive receptors. This is adequate.  			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.2.1.3 Local			5.3_4			5.3-5			Last			This paragraph notes that the SCAQMD has adopted the 2022 AQMP to address the district's NAAQS nonattainment status for ozone. It is noted hat the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP also addresses particulate matter in addition to ozone. Expanding this discussion to include this fact is recommended. 			Section 5.3.2.1.3 has been updated to reflect the suggested revision. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.2.1.3 Local 			5.3_5			5.3-5 & 5.3-6			Entire Section			As noted in the first comment, the Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance state that Section 5.3.1.1 shall identify and describe all applicable air quality plans. While that Section does not include a discussion of the applicable air quality plans, it does cross reference this Section, 5.3.2.1.3, which does contain this discussion. This deviation from the Guidelines is appropriate as it contributes to the organization of the information and is cross-referenced in Section 5.3.1.1. However, the discussion of the SCAQMD 202 AQMP should be expanded to include its consideration of particulate matter emissions. Additionally, the discussion of the MDAQMD's air quality plans should be expanded to include discussion of the 2023 MDAQMD Ozone Attainment Plan and Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan, as currently the discussion is limited to reference of the Federal 75 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan of 2017. Lastly, this Section should be expanded to include a discussion of the Mojave Desert Planning Area PM10 Attainment Plan (which is referenced on page 5.3-8 of the Chapter). 			Section 5.3.2.1.3 has been updated to reflect the suggested revision.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.3.1.1 Emissions Thresholds			5.3_6			5.3-8			Table 5.3-3			This table cites the 2016 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines for the source of MDAQMD thresholds. Since the previous page references the 2020 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines, and since this is a more up-to-date source, these guidelines should be cited here instead of the 2016 guidelines. 			Table 5.3-3 of Section 5.3 Air Quality has been updated to reflect the suggested revision.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.4.1.1 Air Quality Methodology			5.3_7			5.3-8			2			In general, this paragraph should be expanded to concisely disclose the modeling methodology used to estimate Project construction emissions. For instance, this paragraph notes that, "emissions that would occur in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD were calculated separately,
depending on the construction activity locations…" It is recommended that a brief description of the Project Site, specific to the air district jurisdiction, be provided here. For example, the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction would be helpful. As would the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. 
A substantial source of emissions will be workers and haul trucks traveled over unpaved roads. This paragraph should disclose the amount of unpaved road mileage that was accounted for in the emissions modeling, the number of construction worker commute trips and haul trucks estimated to travel these unpaved roads daily, and what input parameters (silt loading) were included. 
Lastly, it is noted that this paragraph cites "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions. This statement if vague and requires elaboration as to what it actually means.

No model files were received.      			No edits made to Section 5.1. A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been developed that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.			FALSE			TRUE			While Appendix B: Air Quality and GHG Calculations, is helpful to a technical expert familiar with the employed regulatory models for understanding specific emissions modeling methodology, Section 5.3.4.1.1 and/or Appendix B could still benefit from a robust description of emissions modeling methods tailored toward the layreader. For instance, Section 5.3.4.1.1 notes that "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions, aerial photographs were used to identify potential sensitive receptors, and that emissions that would occur in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD were calculated separately. The reader is then referred to Appendix B, which contains broad-level technical information containing little context or explaination. As with the first review, it is recommended that the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction (SCAQMD and MDAQMD) be identified, as well as the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. Essentially, just providing one paragraph that concisely describes the steps and citations used to calculate Project emissions would greatly enhance the analysis' purpose as an informational document. Currently, this paragraph is vague and Appendix B is not user-friendly.  

Additionally, as noted in the first review, substantial source of emissions will be workers and haul trucks traveled over unpaved roads, especially at the western portion of the linear Project. However, a review of Appendix B merely states that "paved and unpaved road distances for each trip type were estimated using aerial imagery", yet provides no other details. Table 21 of Appendix B identifies that between 90 and 100 percent of all roadways accessing the construction site would be paved yet provides no other information as to how these values were determined. A cursory review of aerial imagery suggests the percentage of unpaved roads that would be used to access Project construction areas is greater than 10 percent, especially at the western portions. Since the construction worker traffic on unpaved roadways is a potent source of PM10 emissions, it is important to adequately explain how the percentage of modeled paved/unpaved roads is determined. 			Appendix B and AQ PEA sections have been revised and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.





			5.3.4.1.2 Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?			5.3_8			5.3-8			Last			This paragraph incorrectly cites the SCAQMD 2016 AQMP and MDAQMD 2017 Federal 75 ppb (parts per billion) Ozone Attainment Plan as the latest iterations of these air districts' air quality plans. This paragraph needs to be revised to identify the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP and MDAQMD 2023 MDAQMD Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan. 			Section 5.3.4.1.2 has been udated to reflect the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.4.1.2 Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?			5.3_9			5.3-9			2			See previous comment. This paragraph also incorrectly cites the SCAQMD 2016 AQMP and MDAQMD 2017 Federal 75 ppb (parts per billion) Ozone Attainment Plan as the latest iterations of these air districts' air quality plans. This paragraph needs to be revised to identify the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP and MDAQMD 2023 MDAQMD Federal 70 ppb Ozone Attainment Plan. This paragraph also incorrectly cites the MDAQMD's 2016 MDAQMD CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines, and should actually cite the 2020 CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines. 			Section 5.3.4.1.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.3.4.1.3 Would the Project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the Project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard? 			5.3_10			5.3-10			1			According to the Project Description, SCE anticipates that construction of the Project would begin in the fourth quarter of 2025 and would continue for approximately four months. Project activities would shut down for approximately four months in the summer, when utility loading is at peak demand, and to minimize impacts to special-status species that become active in the area during the summer months (e.g., desert tortoise, fringe-toed lizards, nesting birds). Project activities would resume in the fourth quarter of 2026 and continue for approximately four months. While it is acknowledged that Project implementation is also stated to occur within an 18-month window, it is obviously an objective to complete implementation in the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. This paragraph (in addition to Table 5.3-4 and Table 5.3-5) notes/shows that construction emissions are calculated to also occur within the year 2027. Due to the unknown duration of construction timing, the most conservative scenario should be accounted for, which in this case equates to calculating Project construction emissions occurring in the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. Currently, the analysis extends construction into 2027, which while an acknowledged potential does result in the calculation of lower daily emission rates. As stated in the Project Description, there is also the potential that Project construction would be limited to the fourth quarter of 2025 and fourth quarter of 2026. As this is the most conservative potential scenario it should be the scenario modeled. 			No edits made to Section 5.3.4.1.3. A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided. The planned months of active construction are October 2025 through January 2026 and October 2026 and January 2027, for a total of 8 months of active construction. As a result, this is the construction scenario that was modeled in Appendix B.			FALSE			TRUE			The construction duration/timing used to model emissions is still inconsistent with the construction duration/timing identified in the Project Description. 			Appendix B and AQ PEA sections have been revised and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.





			Section 5.4 Biological Resources


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			general			5.4_1			--			--			Please incorporate all comments submitted on the Project's Draft Biological Resources Technical Report.			Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions from the BRTR. 			FALSE			TRUE			Not all comments were resolved, and there are too many to cite here. Please revisit comment document for BRTR and incorporate into Section 5.4 (comment document has been revised as of April 2025). Additionally updated text from the BRTR was not incorporated into Section 5.4 in appropriate sections, and references in Section 5.4 to page numbers and sections in the BRTR need to be double-checked for consistency.+A70:I70			All comments in BRTR have been addressed. BRTR and revised PEA section resubmitted. 			FALSE			TRUE			A handful of outstanding comments still remain - please see BRTR Comment Review Spreadsheet.                                                         Please update the Clean Water Act summary in Chapter 4.5 to reflect recent regulatory changes, such as the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming"  (edits made to the biological report should be copied over to the appropriate location in the PEA).


			5.4.1.4			5.4_2			5.4-5 through -6						Aquatic features within the survey area that may provide suitable habitat for rare and special-status species were not adequately addressed, described, or quantified in this section. Figures depicting aquatic resources were neither referenced nor included in this section.			Section 5.4.1.4 Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.1.5.1			5.4_3			5.4-7 through -12			1st			Please ensure all scientific names are italicized. Plant species identified in 1st paragraph of section and in Table 5.4-4 lack the following information from the PEA Guidelines: Specific types and locations of potentially suitable habitat that correspond to the vegetation communities and land cover and aquatic features.			Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Location information in Table 5.4-4 is still very vague; however, location information was sufficient in the small species paragraphs presented before Table 5.4-4.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.1.5.2			5.4_4			5.4-13			1st			Please include scientific names for species listed in first paragraph of the section. 			Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.1.5.2			5.4_5			5.4-13 through 25						Crotch bumble bee, a state-listed Candidate species, is missing from this section.			Section 5.4.1.5.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.1.5.2			5.4_6			5.4-20 through -25			Wildlife summary paragraphs			Wildlife species summaries following Table 5.4-5 are inconsistent in providing the following information from the PEA Guidelines: Specific types and locations of potentially suitable habitat that correspond to the vegetation communities and land cover and aquatic features. 			Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			FALSE			TRUE			Location information is not included in the prairie falcon species paragraph, but is included in others. Location information is inconsistent in Table 5.4-5.			The Biological Resources PEA section has been revised to include additional location information and resubmitted.			FALSE			TRUE			The following species were classified as "likely" in Table 5.4-5 but are missing from the list in the 1st paragraph of Section 5.4.1.5.2 and the species summaries below Table 5.4-5: golden eagle, merlin, and western yellow bat.


			5.4.4.1			5.4_7						entire section			Please double check Section references in the entire section. Several errors were noted.			Section 5.4 Biological Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.4.1.1			5.4_8			5.4-46 through -51			Special-status wildlife section			Other special-status wildlife species discussed in Section 5.4.1.5.2 are missing from this summary. Crotch bumble bee (State Candidate Species) is missing from analysis.			Section 5.4.1.5.2 has been updated to reflect that Crotch's bumble bee is "unlikely" to occur. Therefore they are not included in this section.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.4.1.4			5.4_9			5.4-51			1st			First paragraph states that 0.06 acre would be permanently lost as a result of the project, but Table 5.4-8 only identifies temporary impacts. Please rectify.			Section 5.4.4.1.4 and Table 5.4-8 have been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.4.2			5.4_10			5.4-57						The Section reference is incorrect. It appears the correct Section reference should be Section 5.4.4.1.4.			Section 5.4.4.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.4.4.2			5.4_11			5.4-57						This section does not address the restoration of temporary impact areas per points (a) through (d) of Section 5.4.4.2 in the PEA Guidelines. It appears that BIO-9 was provided as mitigation for restoring temporary impact areas. BIO-9 appears to satisfy many of the lettered points in Section 5.4.4.2 of the PEA Guidelines; however, (d) Expected timeframe for restoration of the site  is not mentioned.			Section 5.4.4.2 has been updated to reflect the suggested addition. The timeframe is driven by “when the restoration success criteria is met”, which is driven by the HRRP. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.5			5.5_1			5.5-1			5th			The discussion of APE boundaries should be placed in 5.5.1.3			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The APE discussion has been moved to Section 5.5.1.2.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.1			5.5_2			5.5-1 to 5.5-2			Entire Section			This section is more approriate for a overall cultural background (see comment below). This section should be truncated to the environmental background without lengthy discussion of research themes as this is covered in the referenced cultural reports and not necessary in the PEA.			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. There is no discussion of research themes so no changes are made.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.2			5.5_3			5.5-2 to 5.5-16			Entire section			This section does not include a summary of the survey methods nor results. The information currently included would be better fit in the previous section (5.5.1.1)			This section is meant to provide the cultural resources context rather than the results of previous studies and methods. Heading was changed to avoid confusion. Methods and results are summarized in Section 5.5.1.2.1. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3			5.5_4			5.5-16 			Entire section			This section should include a discussion of the APE and the different landownerships.			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The APE discussion has been moved to Section 5.5.1.2.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.1			5.5_5			5.5-16 to 5.5-20			Entire Section			This information should be placed in 5.5.1.2			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.1			5.5_6			5.5-17			2			The PEA states that a record search was carried out with the California Historical Resources Information System Eastern Information Center. Please clarify whether or not the records search also included the BLM files, which often are often not duplicated at the Information Centers.			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. The records search was completed by AECOM separate from the Rincon 2021 effort and did not include an independent review of the BLM’s internal records. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.1			5.5_7			5.5-17			3			The provided number breakdown provided in this paragraph match up. Please confirm the numbers and revise.			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.1			5.5_8			5.5-17			Table 5.5-1			The number of resources included in this table does not match the number breakdown of the above paragraph. Please revise.			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			FALSE			TRUE			Numbers are still off as paragraph states 66 resources but there are 67 resources listed in the table. Please confirm and revise as needed.			The Cultural Resources PEA section has been revised and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.


			5.5.1.3.1			5.5_9			5.5-20			1, 2 and 3			This subsection labeled "Native American Consultation" should be included in 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources section.			This information is now included Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources and removed here to avoid redundancy.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.1.3.2			5.5_10			5.5-20 to 5.5-21			Entire Section			This information should be placed in 5.5.1.2			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.2.1.1			5.5_11			5.5-21 to 5.5-23			Entire Section			There is no discussion of NEPA requirement. Please include. 			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.2.1.2			5.5_12			5.5-25			Entire Section			These state regulations should be included in the 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources section.			Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources refers to this section for the State regulations. No changes made to avoid redundancy.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.4.1.1			5.5_13			5.5-27			Entire Section			This regulatory summary is better incorporated within the regulatory section 5.5.2.1.2 			The section is placed here to provide the context for the impacts analysis. We recommend this section remain as is to provide context for readers that are not as well versed in cultural resources impacts analysis. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.4.1.2			5.5_14			5.5-28 			1			Due to inconsistenices noted in the peer review of the Rincon 2021 report, it is currently unknown if a number of the resources documented would be considered historical resources; therefore this impact question cannot be answered at this time until the revisions are completed.  			Based on revisions to the Rincon 2021 report, there are no historical resources within the proposed work areas. Based on the provided clarification in the update 2021 report, this section is correct and does not require changes. 			FALSE			TRUE			Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review  so it can be confirmed that these changes were completed and therefore the anaylsis correct and this comment can then be considered resolved. 			Revised Rincon 2021 Report has been provided as Appendix D Cultural Resources Assessment			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.


			5.5.4.1.3			5.5_15			5.5-29			4			This section refers to incorrect section (5.5.4.1.1) regarding discussion of historical resources and should be revised (5.5.4.1.2).			Section 5.5 Cultural Resources has been updated to reflect the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.5.4.1.3			5.5_16			5.5-29			4			Due to inconsistenices noted in the peer review of the Rincon 2021 report, it is currently unknown if a number of the resources documented would be considered unique archaeological resources; therefore this impact question cannot be answered at this time until the revisions are completed.  			Based on revisions to the Rincon 2021 report, there are no historical resources within the proposed work areas. Based on the provided clarification in the update 2021 report, this section is correct and does not require changes. 			FALSE			TRUE			Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review  so it can be confirmed that these changes were completed and therefore the anaylsis correct and this comment can then be considered resolved. 			Revised Rincon 2021 Report has been provided as Appendix D Cultural Resources Assessment.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.


			5.5.4.2			5.5_17			5.5-30			1			Recommend to move the detailed description of AMP CUL-5 here. 			This section has been removed as language was redundant. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.6 Energy															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.6.4.1.1 Energy Methodology & Appendix J			5.6_1			5.6-5			3			As with Appendix B, Emissions Calculations: Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas, Appendix J, Energy Calculations, fails to show exactly how quantification of the subject matter was completed. For instance, Appendix J only shows EMFAC outputs for the overall fleet fuel consumption rates in the Mojave Desert Air Basin, calculated miles per gallon seemingly based, in part, on these EMFAC outputs, fuel consumption calculation outputs, and a fuel consumption summary table. However, there is no information to show readers how exactly Project fuel consumption is calculated. For instance, how was the VMT for worker commutes, haul trips and vendor trips derived? What is the method for calculating offroad construction equipment fuel consumption? Table 3 of Appendix J simply provides the fuel consumption values, yet fails to "show the math" behind these values. Appendix J should be revised so that a reader can understand the basis for the identified Project fuel consumption. Additionally, Section 5.6.4.1.1 of the Energy Chapter should be expanded to truly explain the method for Project fuel consumption calculation. Also see related comments to Sections 5.3 and 5.8 regarding the lack of needed disclosure in the methodology discussions in those chapters. 			A revised version of Appendix E (EMB App E Energy Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the fuel consumption estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.6.4.1.2 Would the Project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during Project construction or operation?			5.6_2			5.6-5			5			This paragraph cites the U.S. EPA Construction Equipment Fuel Efficiency Standard, though does not describe what this standard is. A description of this standard should be added to the Section 5.6.2.1. 			This paragraph incorrectly refers to the Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) Standards as a U.S. EPA standard. CAFE standards were first enacted by congress in 1975 with the purpose of reducing energy consumption by increasing fuel economy. CAFE Standards are regulated the U.S. Department of Transportation's National Highway Traffic and Safety Administration (NHTSA). The NHTSA enforces the standard while the U.S. EPA calculates average fuel economy levels for manufacturers and sets related greenhouse gas standards. Section 5.6.4.1.2 has been updated with this language.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.7 Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.7.1.1.1			5.7_1			191			2			Perhaps discuss topography here as well.			Topography discussed in Section 5.7.1.2.5 has been added to Section 5.7.1.1 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			Figure 5.7-1			5.7_2			193			Fault Map			Change color of fault lines or I-10. They look too similar.			Figure 5.7-1 has been revised.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.7.1.4			5.7_3			197			2			Is there a soils map to accompany this?			Soils Map included as part of submittal. Please see file “Geology and Soils Soil map”			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.7.1.5			5.7_4			197			3			In addition to a UCMP database record search, was one requested by Pat Holroyd of UCMP?			A database record search was not requested by Pat Holroyd of UCMP.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.7.1.5			5.7_5			202			2			Discuss what defines low, undetermined, high sensitivity.			A discussion of paleontological sensitivity has been added to Section 5.7.1.5.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.7.1.5			5.7_6			202			2			Discuss existing findings of fossils and locations. Provide a map.			The UCMP database queried for the Project does not provide precise geographic data for fossil locations.  			FALSE			TRUE			Is it  possible through literature searches to provide findings for the Project alignment and/or surroundings?			A desktop literature/museum search will be conducted to provide the requested findings and the Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources PEA section will be resubmitted when complete. 			FALSE			TRUE			Review again once submitted.





			Section 5.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.8.2.2.4 California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006			5.8_1			5.8-3			1			Due to the title of this legislation, this discussion should be slightly expanded to note Senate Bill 32 came into effect in the year 2014. 			Section 5.8.2.2.4 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.2.3.1 South Coast Air Quality Management District			5.8_2			5.8-4			5			This paragraph cites the incorrect SCAQMD GHG threshold. The 10,000 metric tons/year threshold is specific to industrial land uses such as uses with stationary source emissions (i.e., manufacturing) or industrial warehouses. This paragraph should be revised to identify the SCAQMD recommended interim threshold of 3,000 metric tons/year.			No edit made to Section 5.8. The SCAQMD’s Interim CEQA GHG Significance Threshold for Stationary Sources, Rules and Plans Proposal dated December 5, 2008, was reviewed to determine the appropriate threshold for evaluating GHG emissions from the Proposed Project. The SCAQMD’s staff recommends a tiered approach for evaluating significance. Tier 3 is anticipated to be the primary tier for determining significance which uses a 90 percent capture rate screening level for stationary sources. Within this tier, the SCAQMD recommends a screening threshold of 10,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide (CO2) equivalent emissions per year (mtCO2e per year) and 3,000 mtCO2e per year for residential and commercial sectors. The Proposed Project is not part of the residential or commercial sector; it is part of the larger electric transmission grid which serves to deliver electricity throughout SCE’s service territory. As a result, the industrial threshold of 10,000 mtCO2e per year is appropriate. As noted in Response 5.8_8, Proposed Project emissions were compared to Riverside County’s more conservative 3,000 mtCO2e per year threshold.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.2.3.2 Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District			5.8_3			5.8-4			6			This paragraph should be revised to include, "per year" after "100,000 tons". 			Section 5.8.2.3.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.2.3.3 Riverside County			5.8_4			5.8-4			7			The impact analysis employs the use of the Riverside County Climate Action Plan screening threshold of 3,000 metric tons of CO2e annually. However, this discussion fails to note this. This paragraph should be revised to include an expanded discussion of the CEQA significance thresholds established in the Climate Action Plan.			Section 5.8.2.3.3 has been updated to incorporate the significance threshold of 3,000 MTCO2e per year when discussing this plan.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.4.1.1 Greenhouse Gas Methodology			5.8_5			5.8-5			2			In general, this paragraph should be expanded to concisely disclose the modeling methodology used to estimate Project construction emissions (see Comments to Section 5.3 Air Quality). For instance, a brief description of the Project Site, specific to the air district jurisdiction, should be provided here. For example, the amount of acreage disturbed in each individual jurisdiction would be helpful. As would the disclosure of how long construction was modeled to occur within each jurisdiction. Also, it is noted that this paragraph cites "the methods established" in CalEEMod 2022.1 and EMFAC as the basis for modeling Project emissions. This statement if vague and requires elaboration as to what it actually means.   

No model files were received.   			A revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided that includes a detailed description of the calculation methods and assumptions that were used to develop the air quality and greenhouse gas emissions estimates. The supporting Excel files have also been provided.			FALSE			TRUE			See 2nd review comments to 5.3.4.1.1 Air Quality Methodology. 			Appendix B has been revised and resubmitted. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.


			5.8.4.1.1 Greenhouse Gas Methodology			5.8_6			5.8-5			3 & 4			This discussion notes that operational GHG emissions were not quantified. The very next paragraph states the Project construction emissions are amortized over its presumed 30-year operational life and combined with operational emissions. Since operational emissions are not quantified, this discussion should be revised to omit language describing how amortized construction emissions are added to operational emissions. 			Section 5.8.4.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.4.1.2 Would the Project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?			5.8_7			5.8-5			5			See previous comment. This paragraph cites the incorrect SCAQMD GHG threshold. The 10,000 metric tons/year threshold is specific to industrial land uses such as uses with stationary source emissions (i.e., manufacturing) or industrial warehouses. This paragraph should be revised to identify the SCAQMD recommended interim threshold of 3,000 metric tons/year.			Please see Response 5.8_2. No edit made to Section 5.8.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.8.4.1.2 Would the Project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?			5.8_8			5.8-5 - 5.8-6			Entire Impact Analysis (Table 5.8-1)			In terms of the analysis of GHG emissions, it actually makes little sense to divide the Project's contribution between the two air districts, SCAQMD and MDAQMD. Additionally, the inclusion of Project emission comparison to the County of Riverside Climate Action Plan screening threshold adds an additional level of confusion, since the analysis fails to identify which portions of the Project are being attributed to which jurisdictional threshold, and why. (It is noted that both the SCAQMD and MDAQMD jurisdictions overlay the County CAP jurisdiction.) Instead, since the vast majority of the Project Site is located in unincorporated Riverside County, Project emissions should be compared to the County of Riverside Climate Action Plan screening threshold exclusively. While it is acknowledged that a small portion of emissions would be generated in the City of Blythe, and thus not within the County's jurisdiction, relying on this threshold alone would be conservative and the analysis would be understandable. 			The emissions presented for the County of Riverside in Table 5.8-1 include the sum of the emissions in the SCAQMD and MDAQMD. As a result, these values represent the suggested conservative analysis. As described previously, a revised version of Appendix B (DRAFT EMB App B AQ and GHG Calcs) has been provided with a more detailed description of the calculation methodology.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.9 Hazards, Hazardous Materials, and Public Safety															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.9.1.1 & Table 5.9-1			5.9_1			5.9-1, 5.9-2			4			Table title is "Known Release Sites Identified within the Project Area" however the text in 5.9.1.1 states these are "nearby sites" identified for the database search for sites within 1 mile radius of the Project Alignment. Please clarify text and/or table title to reflect if these sites were identified in the Project vicinity or within the Project Area.			The EDR report included a regulatory database search for known and potential release sites up to 2 miles from the Project Alignment. Table 5.9-1, “Known Release Sites Identified within the Project Area”, and Figure 5.9-1, “Known Release Sites in the Vicinity of the Project”, from the PEA was designed to limit the list of past or present subsurface contaminants to those that could potentially be encountered within 1,000 feet of the Project. Following an additional review of the database search results, five additional sites within 1,000 feet of the Project that had releases or concerns reported should have been included in Table 5.9-1 and Figure 5.9-1. Section 5.9 Hazards, Hazardous Materials, and Public Safety has been updated to add clarifying text, update the analysis in Section 5.9.4.1.5, and revise Figure 5.9-1 and Table 5.9-1.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.1.3			5.9_2			5.9-4			6			State if the Project is or is not within a State Responsibility Area.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested language in Section 5.9.1.3.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.1.2			5.9_3			5.9-18			4			Please state if the secondary containment with hazardous materials would be stored in one of the laydown yards, each laydown yard, or elsewhere.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include additional clarity in Section 5.9.4.1.2.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.1.3			5.9_4			5.9-19			4			The end of the last sentence should be revised to say "…regulations would reduce the risk of construction hazards to the public, workers, and environment to a level that is less than significant."			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.3.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.1.5			5.9_5			5.9-20			3, 4			Paragraph 3 and the beginning of paragraph 4 state the same information and can be combined to avoid repetition.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.5.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.1.12			5.9_6			5.9-23			7			The paragraph states SCE would comply with CCR provisions for high-voltage work to reduce shock hazards and avoid electrocution of workers. Thus, the determination should be "Less than Significant" rather than "No Impact" since there is a shock hazard due to the high-voltage work.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.1.12.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.2			5.9_7			5.9-24			1			Estimate the quantity of each hazardous material that would be stored onsite during operation. If none is stored onsite during operations, then please state it in the document.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.2.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.9.4.6 - 5.9.4.8			5.9_8									The Natural Gas and Gas Storage requirements are not in the document. Sections 5.9.4.6, 5.9.4.7, and 5.9.4.8 of the Guidelines should be included in the document and it can be stated under each that they don't apply to the Project if no natural gas or gas storage is involved.			Section 5.9 has been updated to include the suggested revisions in Section 5.9.4.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.10 Hydrology and Water Quality


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.10.1.1			5.10_1			5.10-1, 5.10-2			5			Identify by milepost all ephemeral, intermittent, and perennial surface waterbodies crossed by the project. For each, list its water quality classification, if applicable.			There is a reservoir (33.808028, -115.450211) next to the Eagle Mountain Pump Plant just south of the westernmost part of the project. This feature is approximately 730 feet south-southeast of the work areas. There are also what appear to be retention basins (33.612514, -114.684936) for some type of facilities just north of the easternmost part of the project. The nearest feature is 70 feet north of the work areas.			FALSE			TRUE			Add the information from Applicant Response to Section 5.10.1.1 of the PEA.			The requested information has been added to the Hydrology and Water Quality PEA section and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.


			5.10.4.1.4			5.10_2			5.10-14			1			Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.			The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.			TRUE			FALSE			Section includes required items.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.10.4.1.5			5.10_3			5.10-14			3			Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.			The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.			TRUE			FALSE			Section includes required items.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.10.4.1.6			5.10_4			5.10-15			1			Please state that the Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river.			The Proposed Project would not involve the alteration of a course of a stream or river. Sections 5.10.4.1.4, 5.10.4.1.5, 5.10.4.1.6, and 5.10.4.1.7 include this language.			TRUE			FALSE			Section includes required items.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.10.4.5			5.10_5			5.10-17			4			Identify all waterbody crossings by milepost.			Please see the response to Comment 5.10_1.			FALSE			TRUE			See Notes for Comment 5.10_1			The requested information has been added to the Hydrology and Water Quality PEA section and resubmitted.			FALSE			TRUE			The Section 5.10.4.5 paragraph states the Project crosses seven major matercourses, but does not identify each of the waterbody crossings by milepost.





			Section 5.11 Land Use and Planning


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			Figure 5.11-3			5.11_1			5.11-4						The figure looks distorted, please replace with a corrected figure.			A PDF version of Figure 5.11-3 will be submitted under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Figure corrected.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.12 Mineral Resources


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						5.12_1									No comments.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.13 Noise															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.13.1.2.1 Noise Background			5.13_1			5.13-2			4			The last sentence of this paragraph incorrectly states, "The Ldn is similar to the CNEL, except there is no penalty for the noise level occurring during the nighttime hours." This sentence should be deleted. The sentence immediately preceding this one correctly notes that, "The Ldn is a calculated 24-hour weighted average, where sound levels during nighttime hours from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. have an added 10 dB weighting."			Section 5.13.1.2.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.13.1.2.2 Existing Noise Levels			5.13_2			5.13-2			5 & 6			The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and PEAs requires that this section provide the existing noise levels (Lmax, Lmin,
Leq, and Ldn sound level and other applicable noise parameters) at noise sensitive areas near the proposed project. However, this section of the Noise Chapter neglects to provide this information. Due to the length of the Project Site and scattering of noise-sensitive receptors, the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) Standard 12.9-2013/Part 3 Quantities and Procedures for Description and Measurement of Environmental Sound – Part 3: Short-Term Measurements with an Observer Present, which provides a table of approximate background sound levels in Ldn, daytime Leq, and nighttime Leq, based on land use and population density, is recommended to be cited in order to fulfill this requirement. 			Section 5.13.1.2.2 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.13.4.1.2 Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?			5.13_3			5.13-14			1			As noted in the analysis, Riverside County has not established a numerical threshold for noise generated from private construction activities. Instead, construction activities occurring 0.25 mile or more from an inhabited dwelling or between 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of July through September, or between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of October through May are exempted from the noise standards established in Riverside County Ordinance 847. As stated in this paragraph, "construction would generally occur within the allowable hours within Riverside County." The sentence implies that there would be times when Project construction would occur outside of the noise standard-exempted hours for construction. Project construction occurring outside of the noise standard-exempted hours for construction would be subject to the noise standard established by Ordinance 847, which limits noise sources from generating noise levels of 45 decibels during the nighttime and 55 decibels during the daytime at noise-sensitive receptors. However, the analysis does not acknowledge this and instead notes that the County of Riverside would be notified when construction occurs outside of the noise standard-exempted hours, and that for this reason the Project would be consistent with applicable noise standards and is a less than significant impact. It is unclear why notifying the County when construction occurs outside of the noise standard-exempted hours is consistent with Ordinance 847, and what this process would do to mitigate construction noise impacts. This analysis needs to be revised to identify that construction noise could potentially occur at noise-sensitive receptors outside of noise-standard exempted hours and at  levels exceeding the standards established by County Ordinance 847. Mitigation that actually addresses this impact should be considered and the impact determination revised accordingly. 			SCE has revisited the planned construction hours for the Project and has determined that construction outside of the hours exempted from noise standards by Riverside County Ordinance 847 would not be required. As a result, the Project will comply with the standards of Riverside County Ordinance 847 and impacts would continue to be less than significant with mitigation. Section 5.13.4.1.2 has been updated accordingly.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			5.13.4.1.3 Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?			5.13_4			5.13-14			5			This paragraph states, "There are no standards related to construction-generated groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels in Riverside County or the City of Blythe." Technically this is correct but the state of practice in Riverside County is to use the County of Riverside standard of 0.01 inch per second peak particle velocity for assessing groundborne vibration from rail-related activities, promulgated by County General Plan Policy N 16.3, as a threshold for construction vibration. The discussion should be revised to state this and the 0.01 inch per second peak particle velocity should be employed. 			Section 5.13.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate County General Plan Policy N 16.3 into the vibration analysis and evaluate the anticipated vibration levels at the nearest receptor against the standards. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.14 Population and Housing


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.14.4.3			5.14_1			5.14-6			5			Please reiterate in this section that the construction employment is temporary and the project would not create any permanent employment opportunities.			We can confirm that construction employment is temporary and that the Project would not create any permanent employment opportunities. This information should be incorporated into the CEQA document as appropriate.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.15 Public Services


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.15.1.1			5.15_1			5.15-1						Provide a map showing the service facilities (police, fire, schools, park, hospitals) that could serve the project. 			The  SCE EM-B Service Facilities Map and associated SCE_EMB_DR01_PUB01 GIS data package depicting the requested service facilities that could serve the Project has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_PUB01) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.16 Recreation


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.16.1.1			5.16_1									Provide GIS data associated with the project features and recreational facilities within and surrounding the Project Area.			The GIS data representing the Proposed Project features and parks and recreational areas identified in Table 5.16-1 have been included in the SCE_EMB_DR01_REC01 GIS data package that will be submitted under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_REC01) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.17 Transportation															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.17.1.2			5.17_1			5.17-1			5			b) Provide a supporting map showing project features and the existing roadway network identifying each road described in this section. Provide associated GIS data. The GIS data should inclue all connected road segments within at least 5 miles of the project.			The SCE EM-B Roadway Network Map depicting the Project features and the existing roadway network has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover. The associated SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA01 GIS data package has been included under separate cover. Section 5.17.1.2 has been updated to incorporate this map.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA01) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.17.1.3			5.17_2			5.17-2			2			a) If the Palo Verde Transit Agency bus route is the only transit or rail provider in the region, please explicitly state that in this section. 
b) Identify rail or transit lines within 1,000 feet of the Project area.
c) Identify specific transit stops and stations within 0.5 mile of the project. -- One bus route was identified along I-10, but the distance to the Project Area was not stated.
d) Provide a supporting map showing project features and transit and rail services within 0.5 mile of the Project Area. Provide associated GIS data.			Section 5.17.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the requested edits and additional information. The associated SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA02 GIS data package has been included under separate cover			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA02) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.17.1.4			5.17_3			5.17-2			3			a) Identify and describe any bicycle plans for the region
c) Provide a supporting map showing project features and bicycle facilities. Provide associated GIS data.			Section 5.17.1.4 has been updated to incorporate the requested additional information. The SCE EM-B Bicycle Facilities Map depicting the Proposed Project features and bike facilities has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover. The resulting SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA03 GIS data package has also been included under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Map and GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_TRA03) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			Table 5.17-1			5.17_4			5.17-3						Placement of the Existing Roadways table in the Regulatory Setting section following the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act seems odd. Please relocate table to follow the text in Section 5.17.1.2.			Table 5.17-1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			Table 5.17-2			5.17_5			5.17-4						Placement of the VMT table in the Regulatory Setting section seems odd. Please relocate table to follow the text in Section 5.17.1.6.			Table 5.17-2 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.17.4.1.3			5.17_6			5.17-4			5			Please add in a reference to Table 5.17-3, which summarizes Construction VMT for the project.			Section 5.17.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.17.4.2			5.17_7									d) Provide an excel file with the VMT assumptions and model calculations, including all formulas and values.			The supporting Excel file associated with Appendix B contains all of the VMT assumptions that were used, including all formulas and values.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. Excel file (EMB AQ_Calcs_20250211) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.18 Tribal Cultural Resources


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.18.1.1			5.18_1			5.18-1			2			There is a leftover internal comment. Please remove comment. 			Section 5.18.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE						no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.18.1.1			5.18_2			5.18-1			Entire section			Although AB 52 consutlation will be peformed by CPUC, please state that no additional outreach was conducted for the project. 			Section 5.18.1.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE						no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.18.2.1			5.18_3			5.18-5			Entire section			Full discussion related to AB 52 should be moved from the 5.5 Culutral section and placed here. 			Section 5.18.2.1 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE						no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.18.5.1.1			5.18_4			5.18-9			First bullet "TCR-2: Tribal Engagment Plan			It is stated in this AMP that the tribal engagment plan will be included in the Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRMP) known as AMP CUL-1; however as AMP CUL-1 is written, there is no indication that tribal culutral resources will be covered in the CRMP. Please include language that makes it clear that TCR discussions will be included. 			Section 5.18.5.1.2 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.			FALSE			TRUE			Although this change is reflected in the Tribal Cutural Resources Section, the Cultural Resources Section (5.5.5.1; page 5.5-31) does not reflect these changes. Please revise so both sections have the same language. 			APM CUL-1 has been updated in revised and resubmitted Cultural Resources PEA section.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.





			Section 5.19 Utilities and Service Systems															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.19.1.2			5.19_1			5.19-2						Provide GIS data and/or as-built engineering drawings to support the description of existing utilities and their locations.			A GIS Data Package (SCE_EMB_UTIL_DR_01) containing the known locations of existing utilities will be provided under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_UTIL_DR_01) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.1.4.1			5.19_2			5.19-3			2			Provide data for the PVID on the existing water capacity, supply, and demand.			Section 5.19.1.4.1 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the PVID. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.1.4.2			5.19_3			5.19-3			3			Provide data for the MWD on the existing water supply and demand.			Section 5.19.1.4.2 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the MWD.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.1.4.3			5.19_4			5.19-3			4			Provide data for the City of Blythe on the existing water capacity, supply, and demand.			Section 5.19.1.4.3 has been updated to incorporate the requested information for the City of Blythe.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.4.1.3			5.19_5			5.19-8			5			Water supplies during dry and multiple dry years was not addressed. It is discussed later in 5.19.4.4.2, so please add in a note that it will be discussed later or add the discussion to this section.			Section 5.19.4.1.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revision.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.4.3			5.19_6			5.19-11			4			This section states there would be an estimated 145 tons of solid waste from wood poles and 150 tons of solid waste from metal poles. However, Section 5.19.4.1.5 states there would be 570 tons of construction waste generated including metal, wood, and concrete. Is the remaining 275 tons from concrete? Please clarify in text.
Please identify that waste would not be generated during Project operation and there is no project demolition phase.			Section 5.19.4.3 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			5.19.5			5.19_7			5.19-13			5			Please include CPUC Draft Environmental Measure 5.19 for Utilities and Service Systems:

Notify Utilities with Facilities Above and Below Ground
The Applicant shall notify all utility companies with utilities located within or crossing the project ROW to locate and mark existing underground utilities along the entire length of the project at least 14 days prior to construction. No subsurface work shall be conducted that would conflict with (i.e., directly impact or compromise the integrity of) a buried utility. In the event of a conflict, areas of subsurface excavation or pole installation shall be realigned vertically and/or horizontally, as appropriate, to avoid other utilities and provide adequate operational and safety buffering. In instances where separation between third-party utilities and underground excavations is less than 5 feet, the Applicant shall submit the intended construction methodology to the owner of the third-party utility for review and approval at least 30 days prior to construction. Construction methods shall be adjusted as necessary to assure that the integrity of existing utility lines is not compromised.			Section 5.19.5 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Section 5.20 Wildfire


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			5.20.1.1			5.20_1			5.20-1						Provide GIS data for Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) and Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ) mapping along the project alingment. Include areas mapped by CPUC as moderate and high fire threat districts as well areas mapped by CalFire.			The requested GIS data sets (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01) have been added to the GIS Data Package that will be provided under separate cover. These data sets have been clipped to an area within 15 miles of the Proposed Project alignment.			FALSE			TRUE			SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01 not found in the provided PEA submittal.			WILD01 has been provided in revised PEA submittal. 			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD01 provided. 


			5.20.1.2			5.20_2			5.20-2						If available, provide ignition source and location of ignition and the amount of land burned. Per item e) of the PEA Guidelines also provide the boundary of the fire in GIS.			This fire, known as the Lightning #55, occurred in 1973 and was contained at 1,452.2 acres. The Lightning #55 fire occurred approximately 0.6 mile south of the Project alignment and 1.1 miles east of Graham Pass Road. According to CALFIRE, the fire was caused by unknown/unidentified activities. The requested GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD02) has been added to the GIS Data Package that will be provided under separate cover.			FALSE			TRUE			Please add this information about the location of the fire, ignition source, amount of land burned, etc. to Section 5.20.1.2 of the PEA.

Noted that GIS data (SCE_EMB_DR01_WILD02) was provided.
			Requested information has been added to revised Wildfire PEA section and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.





			Section 5.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						5.21_1									No comments.			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 4 - Chapter 6: Comparison of Alternatives


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			general			6_1									Per the PEA it is understood that SCE received written instruction from CPUC on September 29, 2023 that an alternatives analysis is not required. This is noted.			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 4 - Chapter 7: Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations															Revised PEA Chapter


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			7.1			7_1			7-1			6			Please include why past projects were not considered in the cumulative impacts analysis.			Past projects were researched and considered for the cumulative impacts analysis; however, no past projects were identified within 1 mile and would occur within 1 year of the anticipated construction windows for the Project. As a result, no past projects were presented in Chapter 7 Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations in the PEA. Additional clarification has been added to Section 7.1.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			Figure 7.1-1			7_2			7-3						Please provide related GIS data for this figure.			A GIS Data Package (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) containing the requested data has been prepared and will be submitted under separate cover.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			7.1.1			7_3			7-4; 7-5						a) iii) Provide the name of the nearest project component (to each cumulative project listed)
b) Provide associated GIS data for the cumulative projects			Table 7-1 has been updated to include the nearest Project component in the attached Chapter 7 - Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations document. The requested GIS data has been submitted as described in response to Request 7_2.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed. GIS data (SCE_EMB_CUML_02) provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			7.1.3.4			7_4			7-7			2nd paragraph under heading			Please include that restoration of temporary impact areas would occur, which would also reduce cumulatively considerable impacts.			Section 7.1.3.4 has been updated to incoprorate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			7.1.3.10			7_5			7-12			4			In sentence 2, clarify that each area of impact relates to each of the poles to be replaced.			Section 7.1.3.10 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			7.2			7_6			7-17						This section generally addresses growth inducing impacts. However, subsections 7.2.1 through 7.2.4 do not match the PEA guidance (page 77 - items a through d). Please revise the subsection headings to match the PEA guidance and order.			Section 7.2 has been updated to incorporate the suggested revisions.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 4 - Chapter 8: List of Preparers


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						8_1									This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 4 - Chapter 9: References


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						9_1									This chapter follows the PEA outline requirements.			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 5 - Appendix A: Project Mapbook


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			general 			App A_1									Appendices are presented and included per CPUC's guidance			Noted. 			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			general 			App A_2									Provide GIS Data per the Attachment 1 requirements of the PEA Guidelines.						TRUE			FALSE			GIS data (map package) received via email link 12/4/2024.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 5 - Appendix B: Emissions Calculations - Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			general			App B_1									Excel spreadsheets with emissions calculations will be provided that are complete with all project assumptions, values, and formulas used to prepare emissions calculations in the PEA.						TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			general			App B_2									See comments in the respective sections above.						FALSE			TRUE			See Section 5.3 above.			Appendix B has been revised and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.





			Volume 6 - Appendix C: Biological Resources Technical Report


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App C_1									Comments on the Biological Resources Technical Report were submited under separate cover on April 26, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.						FALSE			TRUE			See comment document under separate cover for the BRTR.			BRTR/Appendix C has been revised and resubmitted.			FALSE			TRUE			A handful of outstanding comments still remain - please see BRTR Comment Review Spreadsheet.





			Volume 7 - Appendix D: Cultural Resources Report


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App D_1									Comments on the Cultural Resources Report were submited under separate cover on July 18, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.						FALSE			TRUE			Please provide a copy of the revised Rincon 2021 report for review so that it can be confirmed that these changes were completed. 			CR Report/Appendix D has been revised and resubmitted.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.





			Volume 7 - Appendix E: Detailed Tribal Consultation Report


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App E_1									No comments.						TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix F: Environmental Data Resources Report


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App F_1									No comments.						TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix G: Agency Consultation and Public Outreach Report and Records of Correspondence


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App G_1									No comments.						TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix H: Construction Fire Prevention Plan


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App H_1									No comments.						TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix I: Noise Calculations


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App I_1									See comments in the respective section above.						TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix J: Energy Calculations


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App J_1									See comments in the respective section above.						TRUE			FALSE			Comment addressed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix K: Geotechnical Investigation Report


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App K_1									Comments on the Geotechnical Investigation Report were submited under separate cover on April 26, 2024. Ensure that those comments are incorporated in the revised version.						TRUE			FALSE			SCE responses as detailed in this section are adequate.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			7.6						12			1			The section states: "No structures are located within major drainage channels, however, some structures located east of Eagle Mountains and north of Chuckwalla Mountains are in shallow drainages that exhibit the potential for erosion and scour on the order of 12-24 inches." It is stated that the estimates are based on field observations of the heights of wash channel walls that are subject to periodic flooding and erosion during intense rainfall events. However, further justification of the estimated order of erosion would be helpful.			Seven TSP locations are listed in Table D-2, Appendix D as having erosion/scour potential ranging from 1-2 feet, based on observations during conducting soil borings and sampling at the localities.  The project is not located in flood zones mapped by FEMA.
TSP locations at Borings B-2, B-3 and B-5 are in low gradient, distal portions of an alluvial fan complex that is approximately one mile wide at the TSP locations.  The braided drainage washes, from Eagle Mountain to the west in the area of the TSP locations, are spread out over the fan surface and no deeply incised drainage courses are present. The assessment that one or two feet of potential scour are considered reasonable in this environment.  The TSP location at B-8 is in an even more distant, distal portion of the alluvial fan surface and the estimate of the potential for two feet of scour is reasonable.
The TSP location at B-12 is likewise in a very low gradient, distal portion of an alluvial fan complex emanating from Chuckwalla Mountain to the west/southwest.  The braided wash channels in the area are very slightly incised and the estimated potential scour depths are reasonable for the area.
The TSP structures at the boring 17 and 18 locations are in a more medial portion of an alluvial fan complex emanating from McCoy Mountains to the north.  Although this portion of the alluvial fan drainage has the potential for more deeply incised drainage courses, a diagonally oriented berm/drainage structure has been graded in the area to divert smaller drainages to a more deeply incised drainage course approximately 300 feet to the east of B-17, and B-17 is protected by the berm.   The berm complex was apparently constructed to mitigate potential damage to Interstate 10.  B-18 is to the south of both the berm and Interstate 10 and is approximately 2000 feet west of the incised drainage course.  As such, the estimate of one foot of potential scour is reasonable for both locations.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment resolved.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			7.4						11			1			The issue of ground subsidence is explicitly addressed in the geotechnical report.
According to USGS (https://ca.water.usgs.gov/land_subsidence/california-subsidence-areas.html), the project area is not located within an area of land subsidence in California. The nearest subsidence area is the Coachella Valley northwest of the Salton Sea. 
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) Data Viewer shows only one GPS station near Blythe within the Palo Verde Mesa. The station indicates a vertical displacement of less than 0.5" over 30 years (since 1994). Therefore, the subsidence does not appear to affect the project.			Concur with comment.			TRUE			FALSE						no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a


			Appx C Laboratory Testing						75 & 104 of pdf			Expansion Test Result and Atterberg Test Result			Expansive Soils are not explicitly discussed in the geotechnical report. It may be helpful to add a section addressing the prevalence of the expansive soils, and their potential impact on the project. 
One sample of sandy clay within the upper 5 feet of boring B-13 was tested to obtain an expansion index. The tested sample indicated an expansion potential of 41 corresponding to a low expansion potential. According to Section 1803.5.3, the soil is considered expansive if the expansion index is greater than 20, and a PI equal to 15. The tested sample for expansion potential is a sandy clay with a PI of 20, and EI of 41, and is considered expansive.  
Generally speaking near-surface soils along most of the alignment consist of granular (alluvial deposit) soils which are typically not expansive. In general, the project soils are not expansive.			Expansive clayey soil is not common in project area, however clayey soil layers were found in several borings (e.g. B-13 and B-16) located in dry lake. Since the project consist of only deep foundations, which are not sensitive to clay expansion, expansive clay mitigation is not required. Foundation design for TSPs incorporated reduced soil capacity for TSPs at site with clay layers.			TRUE			FALSE			Comment resolved.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix L: Weather Data (Provided under separate cover)


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App L_1									This Appendix needs to be provided.						TRUE			FALSE			The Appendix L cover page and associated weather excel tables have been provided.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Volume 7 - Appendix M: Water Use Calculations


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


						App M_1									Table 5: Total Water Demand for Project Duration was reviewed. Total water demand noted.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			n/a			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a





			Guidelines for Energy Project - Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and Proponent’s Environmental Assessments


			Section Number			Comment Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Applicant Response			Item Resolved?						Notes			Response - May 2025 Resubmittal			Item Resolved?						Notes - July 2025


																					Yes			No									Yes			No


			Formatting and Basic PEA Data Needs, Including GIS Data			Mail_1			4			list item 5			"Applicants will provide in an Excel spreadsheet a  comprehensive mailing list that includes the names properties for both the proposed project and alternatives." It is understood that this Project does not have alternatives.			Noted.			TRUE			FALSE			Noted. List to be provided, as needed.			no action needed			TRUE			FALSE			n/a










Review_Biological Resources Technical Rpt_09May2025_comments July 2025.xlsx

Biological Resources


			Draft Biological Resources Technical Report


			Section Number			Page			Paragraph			Comment			Rincon Response. 			Comment July 2025


			Throughout report text									Please fix all in-text references stating "Error! Reference Source Not Found."			Revised. 			Addressed.


			General									Section 5.4.3.2 on page 51 of The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and PEAs document includes an additional CEQA Impact Question: “Would the project create a substantial collision or electrocution risk for birds or bats?” this question does not appear to be addressed for bats in the BRTR.			Addressed in November, page 67 under "Barriers to Wildlife Movement".			Addressed.


			1.3.9			13-14			APM BIO-3			It is unclear why there are two similar subheadings under this APM with very similar titles and associated requirements ("Prepare Nesting Bird Management Plan" and "Prepare and Implement Nesting Bird Management Plan"). Is this intentional? If so, please clarify the difference between the two subheadings and why both are necessary.			Revised in November			Addressed.


			1.3.9			14			APM BIO-3, second bullet after second paragraph			10 days is a very long time between a pre-construction nesting bird survey and the start of project activities. Some species can build new nests and start incubating eggs in the span of 10 days. Suggest reducing the survey period to 3 days so that pre-construction surveys can detect and subsequently protect nests prior to the start of project activities.			Added comment for clarity in May 2025			There are remaining references to a 10-day survey in this section and also in the APM presented in Section 5.4 of the PEA. Please make sure to revise the survey timeframe in the APM language appropriately.


			1.3.9			15			APM BIO-3, Monitoring subheading, last paragraph on page			There is clear guidance on monitoring nests with reduced buffers, but the only reference to monitoring nests with default buffers is related to completed construction work in the area. Would monitoring of nests with default buffers also be monitored in the same way as reduced buffer nests (i.e., until nestlings have fledged and dispersed or until the nest becomes inactive)? Also, would reduced buffer nests need additional monitoring once construction activities are complete in the area? Please clarify the language in this section of APM BIO-3.			Revised in November			Addressed.


			1.3.9			16			APM Bio-4			A petition to list burrowing owl under the CA Endangered Species Act was submitted to the CA Fish and Game Commission on March 5, 2024. If the species becomes an official Candidate species or is formally listed under the CA Endangered Species Act prior to start of ground disturbing project activities, this mitigation measure may not be sufficient for the project to comply with species protection requirements under CESA.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			16			APM BIO-4, Conduct Surveys and Avoidance for Burrowing Owl subheading, second paragraph under subheading			The "Conduct Surveys and Avoidance for Burrowing Owl" subheader within APM BIO-4 requires preparation of a Burrowing Owl Passive Relocation Plan; however, the subheader just above this one in APM BIO-4 titled "Prepare Burrowing Owl Management Plan" also addresses "methods for relocation". Would passive relocation of burrowing owl for the project be addressed in two separate plans? Or would passive relocation methods and activities be outlined in the Burrowing Owl Management Plan, thus negating the need for a separate Burrowing Owl Passive Relocation Plan? Please clarify.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			16-17			APM BIO-4, subheaders titled Assessment of Suitable Burrow Availability, Replacement Burrows			Text under subsequent subheaders under APM BIO-4 reference "the Plan"; however, there is confusion as to whether these are referring to the "Burrowing Owl Management Plan" described under the subheader of the same name, or the Burrowing Owl Passive Relocation Plan described under the subheader titled "Conduct Surveys and Avoidance for Burrowing Owl". Please clarify.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			17			APM BIO-5, first paragraph of measure			First sentence: it is unclear if "with experience monitoring and handling desert tortoise" is a qualification required for the biological monitor or the USFWS- or CDFW-approved biologist. Please clarify.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			17			APM BIO-5, second paragraph of measure			First sentence of second paragraph under APM BIO-5 refers to "an approved biologist". Is this the "biological monitor" or the "USFWS- or CDFW-approved biologist" mentioned in the first paragraph of the APM? If the latter, then what would be the point of having a biological monitor if all work activites have to be monitored by a USFWS- or CDFW-approved biologist? Please clarify.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			17			APM BIO-5, second paragraph of measure			The second paragraph of this measure states that the biologist has the authority to halt all non-emergency actions. First, what is the definition of "emergency": emergency actions according to SCE's purpose and need of the project, or emergency scenarios where life and limb are in danger? Additionally, this measure does not address the biologist's responsibility during emergency actions (regardless of definition of emergency). Please clarify.			Addressed in November and added to in May 2025.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			18			APM BIO-6			Please explain difference in qualifications between a qualified biologist and a biological monitor with regard to Mojave fringe-toed lizard.			Addressed in 2025. 			Addressed.


			1.3.9			18			APM BIO-7			Methods for burrow collapse and excavation are not described. Either recommend creating a Special-Status Mammal Management Plan that outlines specific methods, or referencing the San Joaquin kit fox burrow collapse and excavation methods protocol as appropriate.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			18			APM BIO-8			Overall this measure lacks information regarding mitigation for the permanent loss of bat maternity roosting sites and/or bat roosts of special-status species resulting from roost removal. Because colonial bat roosting sites can be quite rare on the landscape, the loss of a colonial bat maternity site may be considered significant without mitigation. If bat maternity roosting sites or roost sites of special-status bat species are discovered during the surveys described below, recommend including language describing the development and implementation of a Bat Management Plan by a qualified bat biologist that would include species-specific and case-specific measures to avoid and minimize impacts to the roost. If direct impacts to roosts cannot be avoided, the plan would also include measures for humane exclusion and the implementation of alternative roosting habitat that is of the appropriate size and substrate to meet the species-specific needs and mitigate for the roost habitat loss in-kind. Recommend that alternative roost habitat be installed prior to the exclusion of bats from roosts (at least one year prior, if feasible).			Addressed in November.			The placement of the additional text "If feasible, up to one year prior to construction…" implies that pre-construction bat surveys would only be performed if feasible for the project; however, this does not seem to be the intention of this requirement in the APM. Please change the language to "Prior to construction, at least one year if feasible, a qualified…" so that the survey timeframe portion is conducted if feasible, not the entire survey.


									APM BIO-8, 1st paragraph			Specify a time period before construction when these surveys would take place. Recommend that surveys to identify bat roosts take place no less than one year (two years optimally) prior to the bat roost being impacted in order to allow for the appropriate amount of time to implement mitigation and replacement roost habitat.			This is addressed under focused surveys			Addressed.


									APM BIO-8, 1st paragraph			 Surveys conducted only in winter torpor season run an extremely high risk of missing maternity roosting sites and vice versa surveys conducted only in maternity season run the risk of missing winter roosting sites. Recommend requiring both maternity season and winter torpor season surveys for bats.			Addressed in November and May			Addressed.


									APM BIO-8, 1st paragraph			Recommend stating “a minimum of one-night” visual emergence survey be performed. In some circumstances, a single night may not be sufficient			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


									APM BIO-8, 1st and 2nd paragraphs			The language in the second paragraph seems to be out of order and should belong somewhere in the first paragraph. Recommend reorganizing the language in these two paragraphs to be in the following order: 1. A qualified bat biologist will conduct a bat habitat assessment, identifying high-value habitat features and searching for bat sign. 2. A qualified bat biologist will conduct a bat habitat assessment, identifying high-value habitat features and searching for bat sign. 			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


									APM BIO-8, 3rd paragraph			Recommend adding bridges and culverts to this list.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			19			APM BIO-9			Please double check reference to APM BIO-12 in this APM; it seems that reference to APM BIO-10 (Invasive Plant Management Plan) should be included instead.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			24			APM BIO-12, "Coordinate with Agencies" bullet at top of page			This bullet references "special-status plants" but it is not clear if this term references all special-status plant species or just those that are "state or federally listed or CRPR 1 or 2 hebaceous plants" as defined in the first paragraph of APM BIO-12. Please clarify. 			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			24			APM BIO-12, "Off-Site Compensation" bullet			This bullet only references "CRPR 1 or 2 ranked plant occurrences" and does not address off-site compensation for impacts to state or federally listed plant species. Please clarify.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			1.3.9			26			APM HAZ-1			The acronym "HMMP" was previously used for the Habitat Mitigation and Management Plan described in APM BIO-12 on page 24. Is the HMMP acronym used in APM HAZ-1 referring to the Habitat Mitigation and Management Plan? Or is the same acronym accidentally being used to describe the Hazardous Materials Management Plan? Please clarify and use a different acronym if appropriate in APM HAZ-1.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			3.1			29			Entire section			Please update literature review citations as appropriate throughout this section to ensure the most recent versions of these resources are being used and that any changes in literature review results are captured in the final BRTR.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			3.1			29			3rd bullet			What is "EM-B ROW"? This acronym has not yet been defined for the reader.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			3.1			29			5th bullet			Bullet mentions an unofficial IPaC report was generated for the Project. Please obtain an official IPaC report for the final version of the BRTR.			Addressed in November. Project already has FESA coverage therefore an official IPaC list should not be required for this analysis and an unofficial IPaC list should suffice. The unoffical report was updated in Novermber in response. The CPUC 2019 Guidance also does not specifically require an official IPaC list be included in the BRTR. 			Addressed.


			4.3.1			40			3rd paragraph - Blue Palo Verde-Ironwood Woodland			Please italicize "tesota" in the Latin name for Ironwood. Please double check that all Latin names are appropriately italicized througout the document.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			4.3.4			45			1st paragraph			Please double check all special statuses to ensure most current ones are being used in the document and in the associated table in Appendix K. Please also add any special-status plant species as appropriate that may not have been identified during older literature reviews conducted for the project. Please also double check all Latin names used in this document are current.			Addressed in November.			Scientific name for ribbed cryptantha has typo in subheading (missing an "s").


			4.3.5			47			1st paragraph			Crotch bumble bee is not addressed in this section as a special-status species, nor is it included in the Special-Status Species Evaluation Table in Appendix K. Due to its listing status as a Candidate for state listing, the species needs to be addressed in this section and in the table. Additionally, monarch butterfly, a candidate species for federal listing is not addressed in this section, nor is it included in the Special-Status Species Evaluation Table in Appendix K. Recommend addressing monarch butterfly in this section and the table also.			Crotch bumble bee and Monarch butterfly are not addressed in this section because they are not likely to occur. The species descriptions in this section are only species that have the potential to occur. Both species have been added to the PTO table in Appendix K. 			The Potential To Occur analysis in Appendix K for Crotch bumble bee does not explain why the species is unlikely to occur, despite the analysis stating that the project area is within the typical range for the species. Please include a more substantial justification as to why the species is unlikely to occur. Similar for monarch in Appendix K - the analysis states that the Study Area is within potential migration routes for the species and milkweed has been observed in the Study Area. Please include a more substantial justification as to why the species is unlikely to occur.                                                                        Also, The following species were classified as "likely" in the PFO table in Appendix K but are missing from Section 4.3.5: golden eagle, merlin, and western bat.


			4.3.5			47			1st paragraph			Please double check all listing and special statuses to ensure most current ones are being used in the document and in the associated table in Appendix K. Please also double check all Latin names used in this document are current.			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			4.3.5			49-50			Western Burrowing Owl			A petition to list burrowing owl under the CA Endangered Species Act was submitted to the CA Fish and Game Commission on March 5, 2024. Depending on the decision related to the petition, burrowing owl may need to be addressed and impacts analyzed as a state Candidate species in this report instead of just a State Species of Special Concern (SSC).			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			4.3.5			50			2nd paragraph			The second sentence cites the Christmas Bird Count data from 1996-1989. Is this date range correct? If so, it should be revised to 1989-1996. Also, is there more current Christmas Bird Count data that can be cited here? The data cited are now 30+ years old. 			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			4.3.5			50			3rd paragraph			Please include citations for the information presented in this paragraph that was used to support the conclusion that burrowing owl use of the Study Area would be highest during winter months. 			Addressed in November.			Addressed.


			4.3.5			53			California Leaf-Nosed Bat			Last sentence of section discussing California Leaf-Nosed Bat states that the species was not observed during project surveys. While this may be true, it does not appear that any focused bat surveys were conducted for this project, so the statement that the species was not observed is misleading. Please clarify.			Addressed in May 2025			Addressed.


			4.3.5			53			Cave Myotis			Last sentence of section discussing Cave myotis states that the species was not observed during project surveys. While this may be true, it does not appear that any focused bat surveys were conducted for this project, so the statement that the species was not observed is misleading. Please clarify.			Addressed in May 2025			Addressed.





			Aquatic Resources Sections (only)


			1.3.9			25			APM BIO-13, "Jurisdictional Waters, Wetlands and Riparian Habitats"			Add to end of paragraph 2 - "Where riparian habitat is present, and within temporary impact areas, these plant species will be trimmed where needed rather than uprooted completely, to the maximum extent feasible."			Addressed in November.			Addressed. 


			3.4.3			34			Paragraph			The delineation methods should be updated to current regulations, especially the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" which became effective on September 8, 2023			Addressed in November.			Addressed. 


			4.2.2			38			Paragraph 1			Based on the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" - connection to a TNW does not necessarily make a tributary jurisdictional. Revise in accordance with paragraph a(3) of the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" 			Addressed in May 2025			Addressed. 


			4.2.2			38			Table 2			Recommend modifying the standard of "Connects to a TNW" in accordance with paragraph a(3) of the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" 			Addressed in May 2025			Addressed. 


			4.6.1			56			Non-Wetland Waters			Revise in accordance with paragraph a(3) of the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" 			Addressed in November.			Addressed properly in the BRTR; however, edits to the BRTR in this section were not made in the PEA. Please make sure the edits made in the bio report are also made in Section 5.4.1.4.1 of the PEA document.


			5.2.6			77			Indirect Impacts			Add pollutants from heavy equipment use as a potential indirect impact to jurisdictional waters			Addressed in November.			Addressed. 


			Appendix B			B-2			Section 404 - Wetlands and Waters of the United States			Update paragraph to reflect recent regulatory changes, such as the "Revised Definition of Waters of the United States; Conforming" 			Addressed in November.			Addressed. 


			PEA Checklist Guidelines - Aquatic Resources Sections


			5.4.1.4			56


			5.4.2.1			57


			5.4.4.4			58





			Appendix K			J-1 through J-12						Recommend renaming page numbers to K-1, K-1, etc. to match Appendix title (K)			Addressed in November.			Addressed. 


			Appendix K			J-9 and J-10			Bat species considered in the special-status species evaluation tables			The Guidelines for Energy Project Applications Requiring CEQA Compliance: Pre-filing and PEAs document (Attachment 2: Biological Resource Technical Report Standards) include “Bats considered by the Western Bat Working Group to be “high” or “medium” priority” to be considered as special-status species. Recommend including these sensitivity designations in the “Status” column of the table and reviewing the Western Bat Working Group species lists to ensure that any species that may have “high” or “medium” priority that may not have other designations (SSC, BLM S, etc.) are included in this table.			Addressed in November and May.			Addressed. 


			Appendix K			J-9 and J-10			Bat species considered in the special-status species evaluation tables			Several bat species that are listed in this table appear to have been given a designation of “Unlikely” or “Does Not Occur” based on the presence/absence and/or age of records from the CNDDB, despite the project being within the known range of the species and the table acknowledging the presence of habitat for the species. Documented occurrences of bat species are chronically underrepresented in databases such as CNDDB, and the CNDDB records should not be solely used as evidence of absence of a species. A lack of recent records for a given species, especially when suitable habitat is present, is more likely attributed to the lack of focused bat surveys with results reported to the CNDDB in the region rather than evidence that the species is absent. Further, it can take several years for an observation of a species that has been reported to the CNDDB to appear in a CNDDB database query. The potential for occurrence for bat species should consider the ecology of the species and presence of suitable roosting and foraging habitat. Please revise the table (and consequently the in-text discussion of bat species) to reconsider the bat species potential to occur to focus more on the presence of habitat rather than the presence of recent CNDDB records.			Addressed in November.			Addressed. 


			Appendix K			J-9 and J-10			Bat species considered in the special-status species evaluation tables			For each of the bat species considered there is a statement that the species was not observed during project surveys. While this may be true, it does not appear that any focused bat surveys were conducted for this project, so the statement that the species was not observed is misleading. Please clarify.			Addressed in November.			Addressed. 
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