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5 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

5.1 INTRODUCTION 
This section includes all comments received during the public review period on the Draft 
IS/MND and the responses to those comments. A total of eight comment letters were received in 
response to the Draft IS/MND for PG&E’s Fulton-Fitch Mountain Reconductoring Project. 

5.2 INDEX TO COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
Comment letters received during the public comment period are listed below in Table 5.2-1. 
Comment letters are organized by correspondent group and then organized chronologically 
according to the date they were received. Each comment letter has been assigned a letter and 
number designation and each comment within that letter has been numbered.   

Table 5.2-1  Comments on Draft IS/MND 
Commenter 

Date Received 
Index 
Code Topic(s) Page(s) 

Agency Comments (A) 

Caltrans 
Patricia Maurice, District Branch Chief 
August 21, 2017 

A-1 • Caltrans policies  
• Transportation Management Plan  
• Transportation Permit  
• Encroachment Permit 

5-4 

Tribal Government Comments (T) 

Middletown Rancheria  
Stephanie Reyes, Middletown 
Rancheria Tribal Historic Preservation 
Department 
August 4, 2017 

T-1 • Handling of previously undiscovered 
cultural and tribal cultural resources 

5-9 

Stewarts Point Rancheria Kashia Band 
of Pomo Indians 
Lorin W. Smith, Jr., Tribal Historic 
Preservation Officer 
August 22, 2017 

T-2 • Project not in territory and no 
concerns 

5-11 

Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria 
Buffy McQuillen, Tribal Heritage 
Preservation Officer 
September 5, 2017 

T-3 • Tribal cultural resource monitoring 
• Handling of previously undiscovered 

cultural and tribal cultural resources 

5-13 
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Commenter 
Date Received 

Index 
Code Topic(s) Page(s) 

Public Comments (P) 

Landowner Representative 
Laurie Marshall, Syufy Enterprises 
July 25, 2017 

P-1 • Property access 5-16 

Landowner 
Anonymous #1 
July 29, 2017 

P-2 • Power line voltage 
• Visual impacts from poles 
• Potential health hazards from falling 

conductor and chemically treated 
poles 

• Property access 

5-18 

Landowner 
Anonymous #2 
August 22 and 23, 2017  
(posted August 21 and 22, 2017) 
Note: Some content and exhibits 
referenced in the comment letter were 
not included. 

P-3 • PG&E easements and access rights 
• Economic and financial issues 
• Conservation easements 
• Project information, communication, 

and transparency 
• Helicopters 
• Ground equipment and access 

routes 
• Vegetation impacts and restoration 
• Ground disturbance and soil 

stabilization 
• Monitoring and enforcement 
• Hazards and safety 
• Geology and soils setting 
• Geology and soil hazards 
• Erosion and soil stability 
• Cultural resources 
• Noise impacts 
• Electricity and phone service 

disruptions 
• CPUC dispute resolution process 

5-20 

Applicant 

PG&E 
David Thomas, PG&E Senior Land 
Planner 
August 21, 2017 

PG&E-1 • Project description details 
• Biological resources setting and 

impact analysis 
• Paleontological resources analysis 
• Estimated truck trips in the Southern 

Segment 
• Mandatory findings of significance 

5-230 
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5.3 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
The CPUC considered all comments and is providing responses in this document. The entire 
text of each comment letter is included below. Comments within each letter are numbered 
(e.g., A-1, A-2) and responses immediately follow the comments. If text revisions were made to 
the IS/MND based on the comments, the revisions are provided with the response to the specific 
comment and are indicated in the text of this Final IS/MND with strikeout for deletions of text 
and in underline for new text. 

5.4 CHANGES TO THE DRAFT IS/MND 
The Draft IS/MND was revised in response to comments. Revisions included: 

• Editorial changes 
• Minor changes to mitigation measures 
• Technical clarifications and corrections 

The minor modifications and clarifications presented in this Final IS/MND do not contain new 
significant information as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, that would otherwise 
require recirculation of the MND or preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR).  

5.5 AGENCY COMMENTS 
This section contains comments received from public agencies and the CPUC’s responses to 
those comments. Responses follow each comment letter.  
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5.5.1 Comment Letter A-1 
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5.5.2 Response to Letter A-1 
A-1.1 Caltrans’ policies and approach for evaluating and mitigating impacts to the State 

Transportation Network are acknowledged.  

A-1.2 Caltrans’ summary of the project is accurate. 

A-1.3 One construction staging area (SA/LZ-1) would be located in a field that is 
immediately adjacent to US 101 and the Caltrans ROW. The staging area is located 
northeast of US 101 and east Lavell Road, between Maddux Ranch Regional Park 
and US 101 (refer to Appendix A). The staging area would be accessed via Lavell 
Road. Direct access from US 101 would not occur, therefore, a Transportation 
Management Plan (TMP) for access off or detours on US 101 is not anticipated.   

Short-term traffic restrictions on US 101 would be necessary on two separate 
occasions when guard structures in the Caltrans ROW are installed and removed. 
PG&E would conduct work within the Caltrans ROW during nighttime hours per 
Caltrans requirements. Mitigation in the IS/MND (MM Traffic-1 on page 3.15-26 of 
the Draft IS/MND) requires construction traffic management; however, PG&E 
would prepare a TMP if required to receive an encroachment permit from Caltrans. 
The need for an encroachment permit is addressed in Table 2.8-1 of the Draft 
IS/MND on page 2-52. The TMP, if required, would be prepared in accordance with 
the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices and the TMP 
requirements of the Sonoma County and the City of Healdsburg. 

A-1.4 Table 2.8-1 in Section 2: Project Description of the IS/MND has been edited to state 
that PG&E may also be responsible for obtaining a Transportation Permit for 
moving oversized or excessive load vehicles on the state transportation network, as 
follows: 

Regulatory 
Authority 

Agency Jurisdiction/Purpose Project Requirements 

Transportation 
Permit 

Caltrans Movement of oversized 
or excessive load vehicles 
on the state 
transportation network 

If oversized or excessive 
equipment will be used, a 
transportation permit 
would be obtained from 
Caltrans prior to 
transporting oversized 
construction equipment 
and materials 

 

A-1.5 Table 2.8-1 in Section 2: Project Description of the IS/MND states that PG&E would 
obtain a standard encroachment permit from Caltrans prior to conducting any work 
within the Caltrans ROW. MM Traffic-1 also specifies this requirement. 
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5.6 TRIBAL GOVERNMENT COMMENTS 
This section contains comments received from tribal governments and the CPUC’s responses to 
those comments. Responses follow each comment letter.  
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5.6.1 Comment Letter T-1 
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5.6.2 Response to Letter T-1 
T-1.1 The comment is acknowledged. MM Cultural-1 in Section 3.5: Cultural Resources of 

the Draft IS/MND addresses the concerns of the commenters by requiring 
notification of tribes within 48 hours of a discovery thought to be a tribal cultural 
resource.  
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5.6.3 Comment Letter T-2 

 



5  RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

Fulton-Fitch Mountain Reconductoring Project 
Final IS/MND ● October 2017 

5-12 

5.6.4 Response to Letter T-2 
T-2.1 The comment is acknowledged.  
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5.6.5 Comment Letter T-3 
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5.6.6 Response to Letter T-3 
T-3.1 The CPUC will notify commenter when PG&E begins construction on the project 

(currently scheduled for July 2018).  

T-3.2 MM Cultural-1 in Section 3.5: Cultural Resources includes provisions for notifying 
regionally affiliated tribes of any resource discoveries that show signs of prehistoric 
Native American culture, as well as the minimum experience and qualifications of 
the cultural resources specialist making such determinations. Preservation in place 
and complete avoidance would be the preferred method of mitigation for 
discovered resources. Data recovery would only occur if the resource could not be 
avoided and other suitable mitigation options were not available, as determined by 
a qualified specialist and in coordination with CPUC. MM Cultural-1 in the Draft 
IS/MND also identifies that “…if the cultural resources specialist/archaeologist 
determines that the resource could be a tribal cultural resource, he or she shall, 
within 48 hours of the discovery, notify each Native American tribe identified by the 
NAHC to be traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the 
project site of the discovery. The responding tribes shall be given an opportunity to 
participate in determining the appropriate mitigation methods in consultation with 
the CPUC.” This provision allows the tribe to participate in the course of action 
taken, if the resource is a TCR.  

5.7 PUBLIC COMMENTS 
This section contains comments received from the public and the CPUC’s responses to those 
comments. Responses follow each comment letter.  
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5.7.1 Comment Letter P-1 
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5.7.2 Response to Letter P-1 
P-1.1 The comment is acknowledged. Specific requests regarding access should be 

directed to PG&E. 
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5.7.3 Comment Letter P-2 
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5.7.4 Response to Letter P-2 
P-2.1 PG&E has not proposed to change and increase any of the existing power line 

voltages. The existing 60-kV line would remain a 60-kV line. PG&E would replace 
old conductor with new higher rated conductor along this line, so it would have 
greater stability during potential overload conditions.  In the Southern Segment 
only, conductor on an existing 230-kV transmission line would be replaced for 
spacing purposes. The normal load conditions on the 230-kV line would also remain 
the same. 

P-2.2 The visual simulations in the IS/MND are meant to be representative examples of 
pre- and post-project conditions, and do not necessary reflect PG&E's agreements 
with individual landowners. Requests regarding specific pole locations, including 
follow up regarding previous discussions, should be directed to PG&E. 

P-2.3 PG&E has identified anticipated vehicle access routes to pole locations, which 
include existing roads, driveways, and other overland routes (refer to the maps in 
Appendix A). The analysis in the IS/MND addresses environmental impacts that 
could occur during vehicle access, as required by the CEQA. Specific requests 
regarding access should be directed to PG&E. 

 

5.7.5 Comment Letter P-3 
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Note: Exhibits C-8.13, C-8.14, and C-8.14 were not included with the
comment letter
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Note: Part 2 of the letter included additional exhibits, but did not include a continuation of this section
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5.7.6 Response to Letter P-3 
The commenter’s letter included several discussions that could be divided reasonably into a few 
major topics. Master responses (MRs) were prepared to address issues raised that pertained to 
CEQA requirements. Specific responses below (e.g., P-3.1, P-3.2 …) reference the MRs where 
applicable. 

Master Responses to Letter P-3 

MR-1 PG&E Easements and Access Rights 

The CPUC does not consider land rights issues when determining whether to 
approve or deny a PTC application. Section 2: Project Description of the Draft IS/MND 
includes information on PG&E easements and access rights as they pertain to 
construction access routes and work areas, as well as to identify any anticipated 
easement changes that have the potential to result in an environmental impact, as 
defined under CEQA. PG&E would be responsible for obtaining any necessary 
access rights through landowner agreements before entering properties where no 
such access rights exist, as stated on page 2-20 of the Draft IS/MND. Obtaining 
easements and access rights is outside the purview of CEQA.  

The study areas shown in Section 2: Project Description and the Biological Resources 
Technical Report support the environmental resource evaluation and impact 
analysis presented in the Draft IS/MND. The study area buffer distances are based 
on industry standards and the limits within which direct and indirect impacts could 
occur, as determined by qualified professionals. The study areas likely encompass 
easement areas, but the study area does not define the easement. As previously 
stated, PG&E would be responsible for obtaining any necessary access rights 
through landowner agreements before entering properties where no such access 
rights exist, as stated on page 2-20 of the Draft IS/MND. Obtaining easements and 
access rights is outside the purview of CEQA.  

MR-2 Economic and Financial Issues 

The project would not involve economic or social factors that would result in a 
significant effect on the environment; therefore, these issues are not addressed in the 
IS/MND. Individual concerns regarding economic or financial loss are not 
considered a significant effect on the environment (CEQA Guidelines Section 15382). 
Refer to MR-6 for a discussion on vegetation impacts and restoration. Refer to MR-7 
for a discussion on ground disturbance and soil stabilization. 

MR-3 Conservation Easements 

The commenter’s description of the history of their property acquisition and 
operation, and of the formation and management of their conservation easement 
with the Sonoma County Agricultural Preservation and Open Space District is 
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acknowledged. The Sotoyome Conservation Easement and Windsor Oaks 
Conservation Easement are identified in Section 3.10: Land Use and Planning of the 
Draft IS/MND, on Figure 3.10-2 on page 3.10-3. The label on the figure has been 
changed to Sotoyome Highlands Conservation Easement, and the following 
description was added under Land Use on page 3.10-1 for clarity: 

The Sonoma County Agricultural Preservation and Open Space District 
acquires and preserves regionally important land in the County by acquiring 
a partial interest in the land through a purchase or donation of a 
conservation easement (Sonoma County Agricultural Preservation and Open 
Space District 2017). The proposed project alignment passes through two of 
the District’s conservation easements in the Northern Segment, the Sotoyome 
Highlands Conservation Easement (also known as “The Weston Ranch”) and 
the Windsor Oaks Conservation Easement, as shown on Figure 3.10 2. 

Although the CPUC has sole jurisdiction over the sighting and design of the project, 
and local land use plans, polices, and regulations would not preclude the CPUC 
from approving the project, CPUC practice is to disclose and analyze potential 
conflicts with local land use and zoning designations. The proposed project would 
not change existing land uses, which includes conservation easements, as described 
on page 3.10-10 of the Draft IS/MND.  

The CPUC sent notices to the General Manager of the Sonoma County Agricultural 
Preservation and Open Space District in August 2016 and July 2017. The notices 
informed the District that the CPUC was in the process of preparing an 
environmental document for the project, where to obtain information about the 
project, and how to submit comments and questions. The District did not provide 
any comments or feedback to the CPUC in response to the notices.  

The CPUC also sent notices to local government officials in July 2017, including 
county supervisors and town council members. The government officials did not 
provide any comments or feedback to the CPUC in response to the notices.  

MR-4 Project Information, Communication, and Transparency 

PG&E completed the noticing requirements specified in General Order (GO) 131-D 
§ XI for a PTC application, which included mailing letters to property owners within 
300 feet of the proposed project, publishing public advertisements, and posting 
signs in the project area. The CPUC is not involved in PG&E’s independent pre-
application outreach and coordination with landowners, including the information 
PG&E choses to provide landowners prior to or after filing their application with 
CPUC, beyond verification of the noticing requirements per GO 131-D § XI of. 
Information requests pertaining to CPUC’s environmental review must be directed 
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to the CPUC or its designated contractors in order to be considered as part of the 
CEQA process.  

The commenter describes subscribing to the CPUC’s formal proceedings docket as 
an interested party. Interested parties are notified when legal notices become 
available that are relevant to the CPUC’s administrative law proceeding, which is a 
separate but parallel process to the CEQA environmental review process defined in 
the CPUC’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (Rule 1.4).  

With respect to the CEQA environmental review process, key information used to 
prepare the environmental document has been posted to the CPUC’s website for 
public review as it becomes available. Exceptions to public disclosure requirements 
under CEQA include trade secrets (Public Resources Code [PRC] § 21160), and 
location of archaeological sites and sacred lands and information about tribal 
cultural resources (CEQA Guidelines Section 15120(d), PRC § 21082.3[c]). 
Information that is not available for public review is identified as confidential.  

Section 2: Project Description of the Draft IS/MND was developed using PG&E’s PEA 
project description, as well as information provided by PG&E in response to CPUC’s 
data needs requests. The project description for the Draft IS/MND supersedes all 
prior project descriptions developed by PG&E and their contractors. The level of 
detail provided in the Draft IS/MND project description is intended to provide 
sufficient information to complete a thorough impact analysis and to disclose an 
accurate range of potential construction methods that may be undertaken to 
complete the project. The IS/MND impact analyses and mitigation measures address 
the maximum degree of impacts that could potentially occur (e.g. a worst-case-
scenario).  

The project description and CPUC’s impact analysis presented in the Draft IS/MND 
considers the potential for minor project refinements to account for final engineering 
and design specifications, and to account for any unforeseeable changes to the site 
conditions. Such refinements would be minor, restricted to the project study area, 
and subject to applicable environmental requirements and resource avoidance. 
Procedures for minor project refinements are described in Section 4: Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program, on page 4-2 of the Draft IS/MND. 

MR-5 Helicopters 

PG&E proposes the use of both ground-based construction equipment and 
helicopters to replace poles and conductor in the Northern Segment as stated in 
Section 2.6: Construction starting on page 2-19 of the Draft IS/MND. Proposed 
helicopter use would not result in a significant impact with implementation of 
mitigation, as described in the Draft IS/MND (refer to Section 3.3: Air Quality, 
Section 3.4: Biological Resources, Section 3.7: Greenhouse Gas Emissions, 
Section 3.8: Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Section 3.11: Noise, 
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Section 3.14: Recreation, Section 3.15: Transportation and Traffic, and 
Section 3.16: Utilities and Public Services); therefore, there is no CEQA-basis for 
restricting helicopter use beyond the conditions identified in the mitigation 
measures. 

Helicopter use during power and transmission line construction is common practice 
for PG&E and other utilities. Helicopters can be used to reduce the duration of 
construction and the amount of vegetation and ground disturbance caused by 
ground-based equipment. Helicopters would not necessarily eliminate the need for 
ground-based equipment at pole locations, but would likely reduce the amount of 
ground-based impacts that could occur. 

Mitigation measures in the IS/MND would not allow PG&E to evict landowners 
who live close to helicopter LZs and touch down areas, as the commenter states. As 
described in Section 3.15: Transportation and Traffic, pages 15-22 to 15-24 of the Draft 
IS/MND, MM Traffic-2 requires PG&E to implement safety procedures when 
operating helicopters near public areas (i.e., approximately 50 to 100 feet), such as 
installing guard structures or positioning flaggers, or clearly marking the areas with 
signs and flagging and restricting public access. If residences must be temporarily 
evacuated during helicopter activities in the Southern Segment, MM Traffic-2 
requires PG&E to coordinate the timing of such activities with the affected 
landowners and residents. MM Traffic-2 does not give PG&E the authority to evict 
landowners. Temporary evacuation must be agreed to by landowners and residents.  

MM Noise-3 restricts helicopter landing or touchdown within 500 feet of residences 
unless agreed to in writing by the affected residents (refer to Section 3.11: Noise of the 
Draft IS/MND). Helicopter touch down would occur in designated “open areas” 
within the project study area that are level and free of dense vegetation, 
environmental resources, and other obstacles (refer to Section 2.6.2: Work Areas and 
Access, page 2-23). Flat and open areas that may be suitable for helicopter touch 
down are shown on maps in Appendix A. Not all of the areas shown on the maps 
may be suitable for helicopter touch down in all circumstances. Helicopter pilots 
would be responsible for selecting safe areas to land that are not otherwise restricted 
by applicable mitigation measures or FAA regulations.  

PG&E and its helicopter contractor are responsible for following applicable FAA 
rules and regulations (refer to Section 3.15: Transportation and Traffic, pages 15-21 to 
15-23 of the Draft IS/MND). The duration of helicopter activities would be limited, 
and the noise levels from helicopters at the closest receptors would not reach levels 
that would require hearing protection for the duration of exposure.  

Refer to Response P-3.24 for additional information on helicopter use. 
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MR-6 Ground Equipment and Access Routes 

PG&E has identified project-specific access routes for ground equipment to reach 
each work area and pole location, and in some cases additional secondary access 
routes and backup access routes to the same work areas. The analysis in the Draft 
IS/MND addresses environmental impacts from the access routes identified by 
PG&E. 

Exhibit C-1 of the comment letter shows the path of Perinoli Road (#1) and overland 
access routes identified by PG&E that may be used to access Poles 73 to 79 (#2 [north], 
#2 [south], #3, #4, #5, and #6). PG&E has not proposed grading or blading on the 
overland routes identified in Exhibit C-1. The following description of overland 
routes is provided in the Draft IS/MND Section 2: Project Description, on page 2-21: 

Overland routes are identified where no preexisting road or trail is present, 
or where previously existing routes have been substantially overgrown. 
Overland routes would be accessed by vehicles unless it is determined that 
the terrain is too steep to safely operate vehicles. In such cases, workers 
would drive vehicles as far as possible and continue following the overland 
route on foot. Overland footpaths may also be identified at the time of 
construction between helicopter touch down areas and pole work areas, as 
described below under Helicopter Access. Vegetation clearing or mowing 
may be required to establish overland travel routes and footpaths, but 
grading or blading the ground surface would not occur. New permanent 
access roads would not be created. 

PG&E submitted comments that correct the description for vegetation clearing and 
grading for proposed access routes. Grading and vegetation clearing may occur up 
to 8 feet from centerline, and vegetation trimming could occur to a height of 14 feet 
aboveground.  

Perinoli Road would not be expanded. The access road category along Perinoli Road 
was changed from paved to unpaved per the commenter’s note. This change is 
reflected on the maps provided in Appendix A. 

The commenter raises numerous concerns about the steepness and stability of a 
slope immediately east of the property where a proposed overland route is 
identified from Perinoli Road to Pole 76 (#3 on Exhibit C-1). Although grading or 
blading is not proposed on the overland route, substantial surface disturbance could 
occur from operating heavy equipment on the slope. The commenter has provided 
information that indicates soil on the slope may be unstable, and disturbing the 
steep slope during overland equipment travel could be avoided by using the 
alternate routes south of Pole 76. Accordingly, the access route segment (#3 on 
Exhibit C-1) for the Final IS/MND has been removed from the maps included in the 
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project description and Appendix A, and the access route would not be used during 
construction. 

For all other project areas suspected of having unstable soils or landslide 
susceptibility, MM Geology-1 on page 3.6-19 of the Draft IS/MND requires that a 
professional geotechnical engineer conduct a geotechnical investigation in such 
areas and shall add the analysis to the Geotechnical Investigation Report required 
by APM GS-3. The Geotechnical Investigation Report shall provide site-specific 
recommendations for poles, work areas, and access routes where there is an elevated 
risk of geologic hazards. Where geotechnical hazards are found to occur, 
appropriate engineering design and construction measures from the Geotechnical 
Investigation Report shall be incorporated into the final project designs, as deemed 
appropriate by a California-licensed Geotechnical Engineer or Certified Engineering 
Geologist. Design measures that would mitigate seismic and landslide-related 
impacts shall include, but are not limited to, retaining walls, removal of unstable 
materials, and avoidance of highly unstable areas. If other overland routes are found 
to be unstable or unsuitable for use, and modification of the road was not feasible, it 
would likely be avoided or use would be limited, such as to pedestrian access only.  

Development of a permanent all-weather road (#2 [south] in Exhibit C-1) is not 
currently proposed by PG&E as part of this project, unless recommended by the 
geotechnical engineer per MM Geology-1.  

MR-7 Vegetation Impacts and Restoration 

The impact analysis for vegetation disturbance and removal primarily focuses on 
how the project could affect the sensitivity, habitat characteristics, or protection 
status of vegetation resources, as defined in Section 3.4: Biological Resources of the 
Draft IS/MND. Land disturbance and soil stabilization are discussed separately in 
MR-8. 

Restoration described in the IS/MND refers to facilitating the regrowth or 
replacement of substantially impacted vegetation, to the extent possible. Restoration 
procedures are intended to ensure the project does not result in inadvertent 
conversion of a substantial amount of habitat or does not have other impacts related 
to vegetation loss. Where protected trees are removed or substantially trimmed, 
PG&E would be required to plant new trees or pay for the planting of new trees, as 
described in APM BIO-10 and MM Biology-7, and MM Biology-9 (refer to 
Section 3.4: Biological Resources of the Draft IS/MND). 

MM Biology-7 requires PG&E to map the types and boundaries of vegetation 
resources within undeveloped project areas prior initiating construction, and to 
develop a Revegetation, Restoration, and Monitoring Plan to ensure impacts to such 
resources are restored adequately. MM Biology-7 specifies the required contents of 
the plan, including appropriate performance standards, monitoring procedures, 
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reporting procedures, and corrective actions to implement if the performance 
standards are not met. The CPUC would review the plan for adequacy and require 
PG&E to make any necessary revisions prior to authorizing construction activities to 
begin. The CPUC would inspect all project areas at the beginning of, during, and 
following construction activities to verify the accuracy of PG&E’s mapping and 
reports, and to ensure disturbed vegetation is restored and stabilized, as defined in 
the CPUC-approved plan. Performance standards would be designed to achieve the 
final restoration goals within 3 years after construction, as described in the plan; 
however, monitoring and corrective actions could continue for a longer period to 
ensure adequate restoration, as set forth in the plan and to the satisfaction of CPUC. 

Commenter requests to manage restoration on their property by receiving 
compensation from PG&E or by interviewing and selecting the firm that would 
perform the restoration procedures in conjunction with CPUC and PG&E. The 
CPUC’s authority over PG&E does not extend to selecting PG&E’s contractors, or 
requiring PG&E to coordinate with private landowners when selecting their 
contractors. The minimum experience and qualifications of specialists responsible 
for implementing specific mitigation tasks have been included in the APMs and 
MMs, as included in the Draft IS/MND, where necessary. The CPUC would verify 
qualifications, as well as the adequacy and accuracy of their work, as it relates to the 
requirements set forth in each applicable measure. 

MR-8 Ground Disturbance and Soil Stabilization 

Disturbed ground surfaces and soil would be stabilized, as appropriate, prior to 
weather events that could result in erosion or sediment transport, as described in 
Section 3.8: Hazards and Hazardous Materials and Section 3.9: Hydrology and Water 
Quality of the Draft IS/MND. Specific BMPs for controlling erosion and sediment, as 
well as pollution, would be developed by a Qualified SWPPP Developer and 
included in the SWPPP. The CPUC would review the contents of the SWPPP prior to 
construction activities as stated in MM Hydrolgy-1 as presented in the Draft 
IS/MND. MM Hydrology-2 requires a SWPPP monitoring program to ensure all 
disturbed areas are inspected and treated appropriately, and to ensure BMPs are 
properly maintained in good working order. SWPPP monitoring would occur from 
the time of initial disturbance and following construction until 70 percent of the 
baseline vegetation cover is achieved. Baseline vegetation cover would be 
documented prior to disturbance, as described in MM Biology-7 (refer to MR-7 
above), as presented in the Draft IS/MND. 

MR-9 Monitoring and Enforcement 

The CPUC is responsible for monitoring and enforcing PG&E’s compliance with 
requirements specified in the IS/MND, and as required per PRC § 21081.6 and 
Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines, and described in Section 4: Mitigation 
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Monitoring and Reporting Program of the Draft IS/MND. CPUC, or its designee, will 
inspect compliance at active work areas on a weekly basis during construction. 
Where necessary, disturbed areas (i.e., access routes and work areas) would be 
inspected on an annual or more frequent basis following construction to ensure the 
areas are adequately restored and stabilized, as specified in applicable APMs and 
MMs. Should CPUC find that APMs and MMs necessary to reduce or avoid a 
significant impact are incomplete, ineffective, or impracticable, the CPUC would be 
responsible for imposing alternative or additional measures on the project that are 
equal to or greater than the measures identified in the IS/MND, per CEQA 
requirements. 

Individual Responses to Letter P-3 

P-3.1 Commenter’s descriptions of land ownership, power line distance, and request for 
withholding of names and address are acknowledged. Commenter’s names and 
addresses at the beginning and end of the comment letter were redacted as 
requested.  

P-3.2 Commenter’s descriptions of pole locations on property and PG&E’s historic access 
routes are acknowledged. Refer to MR-5 for a discussion on helicopters. Refer to 
MR-6 for a discussion on ground equipment and access routes. 

P-3.3 Refer to MR-4 for a discussion on the disclosure of project information, 
communication, and transparency. 

P-3.4 Refer to MR-5 for a discussion on communication. Refer to MR-6 for information on 
ground equipment and access routes. 

P-3.5 Refer to MR-4 for a discussion on the disclosure of project information, 
communication, and transparency. 

P-3.6 Refer to MR-4 for a discussion on the disclosure of project information, 
communication, and transparency. 

P-3.7 Refer to MR-1 for a discussion on study areas identified in the IS/MND and survey 
reports. 

P-3.8 Refer to MR-4 for a discussion on the disclosure of project information, 
communication, and transparency. 

P-3.9 The purpose of the Water Crossing Mapping memo was to identify the locations 
where access could impact jurisdictional water features and where agency permits 
may be required. The analysis assumes a worst-case-scenario for impacts to 
wetlands and waterways, and how to mitigate those impact. PG&E’s engineers 
determine the appropriate access given the biological constraints.  
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P-3.10 Refer to MR-4 for a discussion on communication. Refer to MR-6 for information on 
ground equipment and access routes. 

P-3.11 Refer to MR-4 for a discussion on communication. Refer to MR-6 for information on 
ground equipment and access routes. 

P-3.12 Refer to MR-1 for a discussion on PG&E easements and access rights. 

P-3.13 Part 1 of the comment letter was postmarked on August 21, 2017. Part 2 was 
postmarked on August 22, 2017. 

P-3.14 Refer to MR-1 for a discussion on PG&E easements and access rights. 

P-3.15 The commenter expressed concerns over property damage, personal injury, financial 
loss, environmental degradation, fair market value decrease, disruption of normal 
living routine, and abrogation of legal property rights. Refer to MR-1 for a 
discussion on PG&E easements and access rights. Refer to MR-2 for a discussion on 
economic and financial issues. Refer to MR-7 for a discussion on vegetation impacts 
and restoration. Refer to MR-8 for a discussion on land disturbance and soil 
stabilization. 

Relevant issues related to environmental degradation are addressed in Section 3.4: 
Biological Resources and Section 3.9: Hydrology and Water Quality of the Draft IS/MND. 

Relevant CEQA issues related to personal injury, health, and disruption of normal 
living routine are addressed in Section 3.3: Air Quality, Section 3.6: Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions, Section 3.6: Geology and Soils, Section 3.8: Hazards and Hazardous Materials, 
and Section 3.15: Traffic and Transportation. Refer to P-3.35 through P-3.48 for 
additional responses to specific comments regarding slope stability. 

P-3.16 The commenter states that the CEQA document addresses some, but not all, adverse 
environmental impacts, and states they suspect “that many of the APM’s and MM’s 
will prove to be illusory, arbitrarily (not scientifically), determined, incomplete, 
ineffective, impracticable, and/or even tokenistic, and superficially compliant with 
CEQA without any real substance.” The impact analysis presented in the IS/MND 
follows Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. PG&E identified APMs to reduce or 
avoid many of the impacts. The CPUC reviewed PG&E’s APMs for adequacy. Many 
of the original APMs were revised to include additional requirements and 
performance standards, while other APMs were superseded by more 
comprehensive MMs. MMs for the project were developed using industry 
standards, followed examples and lessons learned from past CPUC projects, and 
were reviewed by qualified discipline specialists, as appropriate. The measures are 
designed to ensure the stated impacts do not exceed the defined quantitative or 
qualitative thresholds. The measures are intended to include an appropriate level of 
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detail to clearly define the required tasks and procedures, conditions of 
implementation, agency expectations, and verification procedures. 

Refer to MR-9 for a discussion on CPUC monitoring and enforcement 
responsibilities. 

P-3.17 The CPUC’s Dispute Resolution process would not prevent landowners from their 
legal right to pursue their grievances and protests in a court of law, nor would it 
serve as a legal arbitration process. The dispute resolution process is intended to 
resolve any issues that arise that are relevant to CPUC’s authority as CEQA lead 
agency, or otherwise granted by GO 131-D. 

P-3.18 Refer to MR-2 for a discussion on economic and financial issues. Refer to MR-7 for a 
discussion on vegetation impacts and restoration. Refer to MR-8 for a discussion on 
land disturbance and soil stabilization. 

P-3.19 Refer to MR-7 for a discussion on vegetation impacts and restoration. 

P-3.20 Refer to MR-1 for a discussion on PG&E easements and access rights. Refer to MR-2 
for a discussion on economic and financial issues. Refer to MR-3 for a discussion on 
conservation easements. 

PG&E issued the following response when asked how any damage to private roads 
would be addressed: “As a standard practice, PG&E will document road conditions 
(photograph) prior to project use. If roads are damaged, PG&E will repair damage 
or compensate property owner.” 

PG&E clarified that the total construction period in the Northern Segment would 
last approximately 8 months (refer to Section 5.8: Applicant Comments, Comment 
PG&E 1-10). Various construction activities could occur throughout the entire 
construction period, but focused construction activities in one area, such as pole and 
conductor replacement, would occur for a much shorter period (i.e., a few weeks) 
(refer to Table 2.6-9 on page 2-53 of the Draft IS/MND). 

Refer to MR-6 for a discussion on ground equipment and access routes. 

P-3.21 Comment is not relevant to CEQA or the CPUC’s environmental review. 

P-3.22 Refer to MR-6 for a discussion on ground equipment and access routes. Refer to 
MR-7 for a discussion on vegetation impacts and restoration. Refer to MR-8 for a 
discussion on land disturbance and soil stabilization. Refer to MR-10 for a discussion 
on slope stability. 

P-3.23 Refer to MR-2 for a discussion on economic and financial issues. 

P-3.24 The commenter states noise levels from ground equipment and helicopters would 
be disruptive. The commenter refers to a discussion on helicopter noise issues in 



5  RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

Fulton-Fitch Mountain Reconductoring Project 
Final IS/MND ● October 2017 

5-243 

Section G of the commenter’s submission; however, no Section G was submitted 
with the comment letter. Anticipated noise levels during construction and the 
associated impacts are adequately described in Section 3.11: Noise of the Draft 
IS/MND. 

Helicopter activities in the Northern Segment would be focused on any one single 
area for a few weeks in total, as described on page 3.11-17 of the Draft IS/MND. 
MM Noise-3 would be implemented to reduce the effects of helicopter noise to less-
than-significant levels. MM Noise-3, as included in the Draft IS/MND, identifies the 
notification requirements, which include methods for reducing the effects of noise.  

Public Notice. Residences and places of worship (e.g., The Cove) within 
500 feet from any location where helicopter activities may occur, including 
flight paths if applicable, shall be provided written notice at least 30 days 
prior to beginning helicopter activities to inform them of the schedule for 
helicopter use and potential noise disruptions. Methods for receptors to 
reduce noise in structures shall be included in the notice (i.e., closing doors 
and windows facing the alignment). The notice shall describe procedures for 
submitting any noise complaints during construction and provide a phone 
number for submitting such complaints, as required by MM Noise-1. 

Refer to MR-5 for additional information on helicopters. 

P-3.25 Distribution feeder lines connected to project poles or crossed by the project power 
lines may also be taken out of service during construction activities. If the duration 
of service interruptions warrants, trailer-mounted generators may be used to 
provide power to customers and facilities connected to the feeder lines, as stated on 
page 2-38 of the Draft IS/MND. A single generator would be capable of providing 
the same level of power as the existing feeder lines, and multiple small generators 
would not be necessary at each service location. The use of generators to limit 
service interruptions during reconductoring is described in 
Section 2.6.5: Reconductoring on page 2-42. 

Noise levels from the use of generators were analyzed in the IS/MND and noise 
impacts would not be significant with implementation of mitigation, as described in 
Section 3.11: Noise. 

PG&E has not indicated that phone service interruptions would occur during 
construction. Temporary guard structures (i.e., poles with netting or bucket trucks) 
would be installed, as needed, to protect overhead utility lines during conductor 
stringing activities. In the event that phone lines are damaged during construction, 
PG&E would be responsible for working with AT&T to repair the lines. 

P-3.26 Comment is not relevant to CEQA or the CPUC’s environmental review. 
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P-3.27 Refer to MR-1 for a discussion on PG&E easements and access rights. 

P-3.28 Comment is not relevant to CEQA or the CPUC’s environmental review. 

P-3.29 Refer to MR-1 for a discussion on helicopter use. Refer to MR-6 for a discussion on 
ground equipment and access routes. 

P-3.30 Refer to MR-1 for a discussion on PG&E easements and access rights. Refer to MR-6 
for a discussion on ground equipment and access routes. Refer to MR-7 for a 
discussion on vegetation impacts and restoration. 

P-3.31 Perinoli Road was identified as a cultural resource in Table 3.5-1 of the IS/MND 
(P-49-003451 – unnamed “historic road”). The historic road was not addressed in 
detail in the impacts analysis because it is not considered eligible for listing in the 
CRHR. The criteria for listing on the CRHR is listed on pages 3.5-1 and 3.5-2 of the 
Draft IS/MND.  

For clarity, the road is now identified in Table 3.5-1 as follows: 

Site ID Description Eligible for Listing 
in CRHR? 

P-49-003451 Historic Perinoli rRoad No 
 

P-3.32 Refer to MR-1 for a discussion on PG&E easements and access rights. Refer to MR-2 
for a discussion on economic and financial issues. Refer to MR-6 for a discussion on 
ground equipment and access routes. 

P-3.33 Refer to MR-4 for a discussion on the disclosure of project information, 
communication, and transparency. Refer to MR-6 for a discussion on ground 
equipment and access routes. Refer to MR-7 for a discussion on vegetation impacts 
and restoration. 

P-3.34 Refer to MR-5 for a discussion on helicopter landing. 

P-3.35 The description of local physiography is accurate. The majority of the alignment falls 
within 140 and 500 feet amsl; however, the topographic elevations on page 3.6-1 
have been revised to more accurately reflect the full elevation range along the 
project alignment. 

…Elevations along the project alignment range from approximately 
130140 feet amsl to 500740 feet amsl... 

P-3.36 Revisions to the specified sentence have been made on page 3.6-1 to more broadly 
reference the location of the Great Valley Complex in the region. 

…In tThe northeastern end of the Cotati Valley, the northeastern portion of 
the City of Healdsburg is underlain by the Great Valley Complex... 
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P-3.37 The scale of features presented in Figure 3.6-1 of the Draft IS/MND is intended to 
provide a regional perspective of the types of geologic units present in the project 
area. The brief description of the geologic units that underlie the project alignment 
and the geologic units that are included in the legend of Figure 3.6-1 in the Draft 
IS/MND, only refer to those units directly along the project alignment, not those 
units in the region or underlying other project elements. A review of a recent (2011), 
detailed geologic map for the Healdsburg 7.5’ Quadrangle verified that the geologic 
units specifically within the project alignment, including pole replacements and 
overland routes, do not include the Great Valley Complex units (Delattre and 
Gutierrez 2011). 

P-3.38 The scale of features presented in Figures 3.6-2 and 3.6-3 of the Draft IS/MND is 
intended to provide a regional perspective of the variety and types of soils present 
in the project area. The soils listed in Table 3.6-1 are not intended to provide an 
exhaustive list of those present along the project alignment, but to give an 
understanding regarding the general types of soils and their associated 
characteristics. 

P-3.39 The description regarding the Alquist-Priolo Act in the Draft IS/MND was intended 
to provide a brief overview and is accurate as stated.  

P-3.40 The Healdsburg Fault, identified as most recently active during the Late Quaternary 
in Figure 3.6-4 of the Draft IS/MND, does not include the fault trace where the 
1969 Santa Rosa earthquake epicenters were located. The historically active Rodgers 
Creek Fault Zone, shown in Figure 3.6-4 of the Draft IS/MND, encompasses these 
epicenters. Figure 3.6-4 of the Draft IS/MND is intended to provide a regional 
overview of faulting, as opposed to a detailed view of each fault trace and 
connection. The following note has been added to the brief discussion of the 
1969 Santa Rosa Earthquakes to eliminate any confusion regarding discrepancies in 
fault names (page 3.6-10): 

1 The fault traces that originated the 1969 earthquakes are encompassed 
within the historically active Rodgers Creek Fault Zone shown in 
Figure 3.6-4, in accordance with the Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone mapping.  

P-3.41 The “Earthquake Outlook for the San Francisco Bay 2014-2043” was referenced 
during preparation of Section 3.6: Geology, Soils, and Minerals. Table 3.6-1 of the Draft 
IS/MND was revised in the Final IS/MND to reflect modeling conducted in 2013. 
The values for the “30-Year Mean Probability of at least a Magnitude 6.7 
Earthquake” were updated as follows: 
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Fault Zone 30-Year Mean Probability of at least a 
Magnitude 6.7 Earthquake (%) 

Rodgers Creek  319 a 
Alexander-Redwood Hill  ND 
Maacama  1315 
West Napa  ND2 
Konocti Bay  ND 
Hunting Creek-Berryessa  95 
Big Valley ND 
San Andreas  
(North Coast section) 

22 17 

Green Valley 35 

The following note was added to Table 3.6-2 in the Final IS/MND: 
a The probability of a 6.7 Magnitude Earthquake was determined for Rodgers 
Creek Fault Zone in tandem with the Healdsburg Fault, together referred to 
as the Rodgers Creek – Healdsburg Fault. 

P-3.42 Recent literature and Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone mapping does not indicate that the 
Alexander-Redwood Hill Fault and Healdsburg Fault have been combined into one 
fault zone (Delattre and Gutierrez 2011, Bryant 1992).  

P-3.43 As APM GS-1 on pages 3.6-20 and 3.6-21 of the Draft IS/MND notes, soft or loose 
soils would be avoided, dependent upon site-specific conditions. Soft and loose soil 
that cannot be avoided must be stabilized adequately through implementation of the 
measures identified in APM GS-1. As discussed further in MR-6, equipment would 
be restricted from the overland route on the slope above Pole 75, if merited, per 
MM Geology-1. 

P-3.44 The mitigation measure (MM Geology-1) requires a geotechnical investigation be 
prepared by a qualified professional, which is adequate, per the requirements of 
CEQA, to minimize the potential for destabilization from construction activities in 
areas of instability. 

P-3.45 The information regarding the properties of the Dibble clay loam soil presented in 
Table 3.6-1 of the Draft IS/MND was provided to give the reader an understanding 
of the types of soils and their characteristics on a regional scale, as opposed to a 
granular scale. The Dibble clay loam soil has a moderate shrink-swell potential, as 
noted in the table. The Dibble clay soil that underlays the clay loam, does have a 
high shrink-swell potential. The shrink-well potential for Dibble clay loam in 
Table 3.6-1 was changed from “Moderate” to “Moderate to High” in response to the 
comment. The analysis under Impacts c) and d) have been revised to reflect this 
change. The restrictions placed upon this soil series by the Sonoma County Grading 
Ordinance have been noted. One overland road segment has been revised to exclude 
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vehicles, in light of concerns regarding the presence of unstable soils, as further 
described in MR-6. 

Revisions to the analysis under Impact c) are as follows (pages 3.6-16 and 3.6-17 of 
the Draft IS/MND): 

Soil collapse occurs when shrink-swell soils shrink during the dry season. 
Clear Lake clay soil identified in Table 3.6-1 has a high shrink-swell 
potential. Dibble clay loam soil has a moderate shrink-swell potential, but is 
underlain by Dibble clay, which has a high shrink-swell potential. This 
soilClear Lake clay soil is in a small portion of the Southern Segment where 
no ground-disturbing activities would occur. Soils with a moderate or 
moderate to high shrink-swell potential are located along the northern half of 
the Northern Segment under the most northern and a small portion of the 
Southern Segmentsouthern portions of the project alignment.; Tthe 
remaining portions of the project alignment would be underlain by soils with 
low shrink-swell potential. Construction activities such as pole replacement 
and grading along access in the Northern Segment would be unlikely to 
increase the risk of soil collapse in the area since these activities would not 
result in increasing water in the soils that causes collapse. Construction, as 
proposed, in soils with moderate to high shrink-well potential would not 
increase the potential for the soils to collapse beyond existing conditions. 
Impacts would be less than significant.   

Revisions to the analysis under Impact d) are as follows (page 3.6-17 of the Draft 
IS/MND): 

Soils that underlay the project alignment generally have a low or moderate 
shrink-swell potential, and only onea few soils hashave a high shrink-swell 
potential, as listed in Table 3.6-1. Soils with moderate shrink-swell potential 
are in the most northern and southern portions of the project alignment, and 
the soil with high shrink-swell potential is found in a small portion of the 
Southern Segment. Soils that exhibit moderate to high shrink-swell potential 
are found in the most northern portion of the project alignment. Although 
some pole replacements in the Southern Segment isare proposed to occur in 
an areas underlain by moderate or high shrink-swell soil, the risk to life and 
property would not increase. No impact on life or property from expansive 
soil would occur. 

P-3.46 The scale of Figure 3.6-1 is intended to provide a regional overview. The information 
presented in this comment regarding the types of geologic units present on the 
Weston Ranch do not conflict with Figure 3.6-1. As a note, the acronyms used to 
represent each geologic unit in Figure 3.6-1 differ from the geologic map presented 
in Exhibit D, as the acronyms vary by geologic map. As previously described, in 
accordance with recent geologic maps, the proposed project elements would not be 
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constructed on Great Valley Complex units (Delattre and Gutierrez 2011). 
Figure 3.6-1 and recent geologic maps (2011) confirm the presence of Mark West 
Andesite (referred to as Volcanic Rocks in Figure 3.6-1) and Glen Ellen Formation 
(referred to as Sediments [early Pleistocene and/or Pliocene] in Figure 3.6-1) 
underlying the project area, which is consistent with the information identified by 
the commenter. 

Potential impacts due to presence of shrink-swell soils are analyzed under Impact c) 
and Impact d) (pages 3.6-16 and 3.6-17 of the Draft IS/MND). Minor changes to the 
analyses were made in response to comments provided, as discussed in response to 
comment P-3.44. 

P-3.47 The information presented regarding landslide hazards present on the Weston 
Ranch property do not conflict with the brief description of landslide hazard along 
the Northern Segment presented in Section 3.6: Geology, Soils, and Minerals. An 
analysis of the potential for landslides and destabilization due to construction of the 
proposed project is provided under Impact c). Site specific evaluations regarding the 
hazard for instability within Weston Ranch and other areas with a potential for 
destabilization along the project alignment, would be conducted as required by 
MM Geology-1.  

P-3.48 Figure 3.6-4 in the Draft IS/MND is intended to provide a regional overview of fault 
zone locations. The figure does not display all known or suspected fault traces for 
each fault zone. A review of a recent geologic map (2011), revealed that the power 
line does not cross any known or suspected fault trace on the Weston Ranch 
(Delattre and Gutierrez 2011). Regardless, APM GS-3 requires the geotechnical 
investigation to identify potentially active fault traces and fault zones, as well as to 
evaluate the potential for surface rupture.  

The information provided regarding fault zones on the Weston Ranch and 
regionally has been reviewed and noted.  

P-3.49 The impacts analysis in Section 3.4: Biological Resources of the Draft IS/MND follows 
Appendix G of the CEQA guidelines. The species and habitat addressed in the 
section include those listed by a state or federal agency as endangered, threatened, 
rare, or otherwise protected, per CEQA requirements. Section 3.4.1: Definitions, 
explains the approach for defining biological resources in the IS/MND. CEQA does 
not require an analysis of impacts on other species or habitat that do not meet these 
definitions. 

As stated in Section 3.4: Biological Resources, the project would involve a minimal 
amount of permanent development and habitat loss where seven new TSPs would 
be installed (approximately 0.002 acre in total). Temporary vegetation impacts 
would be restored following construction (refer to MR-7 for more information). 
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P-3.50 The normal load conditions would not increase as part of the proposed project. The 
proposed project would involve reconductoring existing power and transmission 
lines to ensure more reliable service during peak loading conditions, as stated in 
Section 2.3: Project Objectives of the Draft IS/MND. As stated in Section 3.13: Population 
and Housing, the proposed project would increase electrical service reliability for 
existing and planned growth and would not induce substantial population growth 
in the area. 

P-3.51 Impacts on wildlife corridors are addressed under Impact D starting on page 3.4-36 
of the Draft IS/MND. 

P-3.52 Direct and indirect impacts on nesting birds are addressed under Impact a) starting 
on page 3.4-24 of the Draft IS/MND. Impacts on suitable nesting habitat are 
addressed under Impact d). MM Biology-5 specifies comprehensive requirements 
for detecting active bird nests and avoiding the nests.  

Indirect impacts on nesting birds from construction noise are addressed under 
Impact d) starting on page 3.4-28 of the Draft IS/MND. As stated in Section 3.11: 
Noise, noise-sensitive receptors are land uses where normal human activities could 
be affected by excessive noise. 

P-3.53 Refer to MR-7 for a discussion on vegetation impacts and restoration. 

Direct and indirect impacts on watersheds and water features, including mitigation 
for addressing the impacts (i.e., erosion and sediment control), are addressed in 
Section 3.9: Hydrology and Water Quality of the Draft IS/MND.  

P-3.54 The commenter raises the issue that spreading hay on bare soil may create wild pig 
habitat that could lead to erosion. Erosion and sediment control BMPs would be 
specified in a project specific SWPPP as described in MM Hydrology-1, as presented 
in the Draft IS/MND. SWPPP implementation and BMP effectiveness would be 
monitored as described in MM Hydrology-2. 

P-3.55 MM Biology-8, as presented in the Draft IS/MND, is intended to reduce the potential 
for substantially introducing or spreading invasive weeds that could degrade the 
environment and impact habitat for special-status species. The commenter is correct, 
some level of invasive weeds could be introduced or spread even with 
implementation of MM Biology-8; however, the potential impact would be reduced to 
less-than-significant levels. 

P-3.56 Refer to MR-1 for a discussion on PG&E easements and access rights. 

P-3.57 Refer to MR-3 for a discussion on Conservation Easements. 
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5.8 APPLICANT COMMENTS 
This section includes the comments received from the Applicant (PG&E), with individual 
comments delineated and followed by responses to each comment. The responses follow the 
numbered comments from the letter. 
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5.8.1 Comment Letter PG&E-1 
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5.8.2 Response to Letter PG&E-1 
The responses below follow the numbered comments from PG&E’s comment letter. 

PG&E-1.1 The lengths of conductor that would be replaced for the Fulton-Hopland 60-kV 
power line have been corrected in the Final IS/MND, where referenced in the 
sections and where referenced in Section 2: Project Description. Approximately 
1.8 miles of the Fulton-Hopland 60-kV line would be replaced in the Southern 
Segment and 8.1 miles would be replaced in the Northern Segment (previously 
1.9 and 7.9 miles, respectively).  

PG&E-1.2 The following change was made on pages 2-18 and 2-19 of the Final IS/MND: 

…The proposed project does not include replacement or installation of 
any oil-filled equipment. No oil-filled equipment is currently in the 
substation and none is proposed. 

PG&E-1.3 The following change was made to the note for Table 2.6-1 on page 2-21 of the 
Final IS/MND: 

Grading and vegetation clearing may occur up to 8 feet from centerline 
of existing unpaved access roads, and vegetation trimming could occur 
to a height of 14 feet aboveground. Grading and vegetation clearing 
could occur along any existing unpaved access route up to 
approximately 8 feet (grading and vegetation clearing) and 14 feet 
(vegetation/tree limb trimming) from the centerline, except where the 
Access routes are located along trails in Sonoma County parks (i.e., 
Shiloh Ranch Regional Park and Foothill Regional Park), which may be 
graded and cleared to their existing widths, but would not be expanded. 

PG&E-1.4 The following sentence was added to the description of pull sites on page 2-27 
of the Final IS/MND: 

…If necessary, pull sites could also be used to stage materials... 

PG&E-1.5 On page 2-25 of the Draft IS/MND, the maximum workspace area for SA/LZ-1 
and S/LZ-2 was increased to 1 acre, and the maximum workspace area for 
SA/LZ-10 was increased to 1.1 acre.  

The total workspace area for SA/LZ-3 was not increased from 3.11 to 10.6 acres 
because this larger area represents an older workspace, and portions of this 
older workspace are not suitable for staging due to recent development. The 
area described for SA/LZ-3 in Table 2.6-3 and shown in Appendix A of the Draft 
IS/MND is consistent with the GIS data for project refinements that PG&E 
provided in response to Data Needs #4. If additional workspace refinements are 
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necessary, PG&E must submit a request for a minor project refinement, as 
described in Section 4: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

PG&E-1.6 No changes are necessary. The following description for pull sites is provided 
on page 2-27 of the Draft IS/MND and is accurate, as stated. 

…The final boundaries and size of pull sites would depend on the 
ground conditions and available access options. If necessary, minor 
refinements would be made to the anticipated pull sites, as described 
above. 

PG&E-1.7 On pages 2-29 and 2-31 of the Final IS/MND, the width of maximum vegetation 
clearing from the centerline of access routes was reduced from 16 feet to 8 feet.  

PG&E-1.8 On page 2-32 of the Final IS/MND, the following sentence was removed: 

…At one crossing location (crossing FFX24) an existing culvert would be 
replaced… 

Reference to culvert replacement at FFX24 was also removed in 
Section 3.4: Biological Resources (pages 3.4-20 and 3.4-44 of the Final IS/MND) 
and Table F-1 in Appendix F to reflect this change. 

PG&E-1.9 The following changes were made on page 2-34 of the Final IS/MND: 

…Guy wire anchors would be installed as needed on LDSPs within 
approximately 5 feet of the pole to balance line tension and provide 
additional stability. Existing guy leads are located within approximately 
12 to 40 feet of existing structures. Typically, new guy wires would be 
installed within 5 feet of their existing configuration the pole and at pole 
locations where they are currently installed on existing poles… 

PG&E-1.10 Based on additional follow up with PG&E, the CPUC understands PG&E’s 
proposed construction schedule has now changed as follows: 

Segment/Area Previous Schedule Revised Schedule 
Northern 
Segment 

July 2018 – July 2019 
(12 months) (1) 

June 2018 – January 2019 
(8 months) 

Southern 
Segment 

September 2019 – January 2020 
(5 months) 

February 2019 – May 2019 
(4 months) 

Fitch Mountain 
Substation 

July 2018 – May 2019 
(3 months; intermittent) 

July 2018 – May 2019 
(3 months; intermittent) 

Total July 2018 – January 2020 
(18 months) 

June 2018 – May 2019 
(12 months) 

Note:  
(1) The air quality and emission calculations assume construction in the 

Northern Segment would occur from July 2018 – December 2019 & 
May 2019 – June 2019 (8 months). 
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Table 2.6-8 in Section 2.6.13 of Section 2: Project Description has been updated to 
reflect this change in the Final IS/MND. 

PG&E-1.11 The primary access route to SA/LZ-2 has been changed. This change is reflected 
on the maps in Appendix A of the Final IS/MND. 

PG&E-1.12 The overland access route to SA/LZ-3 has been added. This change is reflected 
on the maps in Appendix A of the Final IS/MND. 

PG&E-1.13 The following change was made on page 3.4-3 of the Final IS/MND: 

Biological Resources Survey Technical Report 

PG&E-1.14 The following change was made on page 3.4-7 of the Final IS/MND: 

…Of these 73 species, 22 have a low, moderate, or high or moderate 
potential to occur, and 51 are not expected to occur in the project study 
area based on the habitat types present or other factors. Error! Reference 
source not found. includes a summary of the 22 special-status plants 
with a low, moderate, or high potential to occur in the project study 
area. The remaining 51 species that are not expected to occur in the 
project study area are identified in Table D-1 located in Appendix D. 

PG&E-1.15 Table 3.4-4 of the Draft IS/MND lists the special-status plant species that 
CPUC’s analysis determined have a low, high, or moderate potential to occur in 
the project study area based on the professional opinion of the CPUC’s 
technical team. The fact that no rare plants were found is acknowledged. These 
surveys will be reviewed as part of the CPUC’s monitoring process, as it 
pertains to fulfilling the requirements of MM Biology-2, Special-Status Plants.  

PG&E-1.16 The titles of Table 3.4-4 and 3.4-5 were changed as follows in the Final IS/MND: 

…with Low, Moderate, or High Potential to Occur in the Project Study 
Area 

PG&E-1.17 The following change was made on page 3.4-15 of the Final IS/MND: 

… Fulton Substation and nearby portions of the project study area are 
located within designated critical habitat for CTS, and the project 
alignment would cross Mark West Creek and Pool Creek, which are 
designated as critical habitat for Central California Coast steelhead. 

PG&E-1.18 Comment noted. The CPUC disagrees with PG&E’s assessment regarding the 
presence of suitable habitat for foothill yellow-legged frog and their potential to 
occur in the project study area. It should also be noted that even if the potential 
for the species to occur were low, given the presence of suitable habitat, 
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MM Biology-4 would still need to be implemented to reduce impacts to less 
than significant.  

PG&E-1.19 The 2015 survey for special-status bats was limited to a fraction of the 
potentially suitable roosting habitat that would be impacted by project 
activities. Absence cannot be determined based on the limited survey results. 
MM Biology-6 must be implemented to reduce potentially significant impacts 
to less than significant levels.  

PG&E-1.20 The following change was made on page 3.4-34 of the Final IS/MND: 

Multiple jurisdictional wetlands were identified in the project study 
area, as described in Section 3.9: Hydrology and Water Quality and shown 
on Figure F-1 in Appendix F. Access routes and work areas for the 
project would be located near seasonal wetlands. It is anticipated that all 
seasonal wetlands could be completely avoided by positioning access 
routes around the wetland boundary or by using existing culvert 
crossings Access routes identified for the proposed project would cross 
two seasonal wetlands. One seasonal wetland, SW13, would be crossed 
(crossing FFX23) during the dry season or by installing temporary 
crossing materials (i.e., fiberglass mats or temporary bridge, etc.). 
Driving through the seasonal wetland could damage wetland vegetation 
or cause rutting in the wetland, which would be a significant impact. A 
second wetland, SW1, would be crossed using an existing culvert on an 
unpaved road (refer to crossing point FFX2). Based on the current 
locations and conditions of proposed access routes and work areas, 
wetlands in the project study area would not be impacted by grading 
activities; however, access routes and crossing methods could change, 
and there is some potential for vehicle access and grading to occur in a 
seasonal wetland, if necessary to establish access. Driving through 
seasonal wetlands could damage wetland vegetation or cause rutting in 
the wetland, which would be a significant impact. Vegetation clearing 
and grading within jurisdictional wetlands could convert the wetlands 
to uplands and result in permanent loss of wetland habitats, which, if 
substantial, would be a significant impact. 

PG&E-1.21 The last sentence of the paragraph referenced in PG&E-20 was revised to 
address this comment in the Final IS/MND. 

PG&E-1.22 The following change was made on page 3.4-36 of the Final IS/MND: 

…A significant impact would occur if the proposed project interfered 
substantially with the movement of the aquatic species that use and 
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inhabit the system of creeks and rivers in the area or resulted in habitat 
fragmentation that would affect species movement in upland areas. 

The following change was made on page 3.4-37 of the Final IS/MND: 

…Substantial Iinterference with species dispersal patterns would be a 
significant impact on wildlife movement. 

PG&E-1.23 The heading for Operation and Maintenance on page 3.4-43 of the Final 
IS/MND was moved to replace the heading for Long-term Project Activities as 
suggested. 

PG&E-1.24 The following change was made on page 3.12-8 of the Final IS/MND: 

SDPG&E has proposed APMs PAL-1, PAL-2, PAL-3, and PAL-4 to 
reduce impacts on paleontological resources… 

PG&E-1.25 The following change was made on page 3.12-7 of the Final IS/MND: 

…These activities could result in the physical destruction of unique 
fossil localities, which would constitute a significant impact. 

PG&E-1.26 The estimate for maximum daily vehicle trip in the Southern Segment was 
revised in Table 3.15-10 of the Final IS/MND. The value used for total daily trips 
was reduced to 92 peak hour trips, 50 non-peak hour trips, and 142 total trips. 
Traffic estimates associated with these values were revised on pages 3.15-15, 
3.15-16, and 3.15-17 of the Final IS/MND. 

PG&E-1.27 The following change was made on page 3.17-1 of the Final IS/MND: 

Impact MFOS-1: Have the potential to substantially degrade the quality 
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife 
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the 
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history 
or prehistory? 

The following change was made on page 3.17-3 of the Final IS/MND: 

…Direct and indirect impacts on special-status plants could 
substantially reduce the number of rare and endangered plants in the 
project study area, which would be a significant impact… 
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The following changes were made on pages 3.17-3 and 3.17-4 of the Final 
IS/MND: 

The proposed project has the potential to impact rare or endangered 
wildlife (refer to the discussion of direct and indirect impacts on special-
status animals in Section 3.4: Biological Resources). Construction 
activities could injure or kill rare or endangered wildlife individuals, 
potentially resulting in a substantial reduction in the number of rare or 
endangered wildlife species occurring in the project study area. 
Construction activities would also result in noise and light impacts, 
which could affect wildlife breeding behavior or cause nest 
abandonment, and, therefore, potentially cause a substantial reduction 
in rare or endangered species numbers. APM BIO-7, APM BIO-8, 
APM BIO-9, MM Biology-3, MM Biology-4, MM Biology-5, and 
MM Biology-6 would reduce potentially substantial impacts on the 
number or range of CTS, American badger, western pond turtle, 
California red-legged frog, foothill yellow-legged frog, special-status 
and protected avian species, and special-status and protected bat 
species, respectively, to less than significant levels. Potentially 
substantial impacts on the number or ranges of other rare and 
endangered wildlife species would remain significant. Worker training, 
litter management, prohibition of firearms and pets, covering 
excavations, and biological monitoring, as required by APM BIO-1a, 
APM BIO-1f, APM BIO-1j, APM BIO 1k, and MM Biology-1, would 
avoid and/or reduce impacts on all other rare and endangered species’ 
populations. The impact would be less than significant with mitigation.  

5.9 REFERENCES 
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