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Response to Comment Set E.11:  Applicant – Hydrology and Water Quality 

E.11-1 Section C.8.1.2, Surface Hydrology, has been revised to clarify that only the proposed Project and 
Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 cross the western end of the reservoir and Alternative 2 crosses the eastern 
end of the reservoir. 

E.11-2 Please see the response to Comment E.8-5 regarding erosion severity classifications. 

E.11-3 Impact H-1 states that “[d]isturbance of soil during construction could result in soil erosion and 
sedimentation” and that “[i]f slope stability and erosion were to occur…sediment deposition and 
subsequent elevated turbidity could cause a decrease in water quality.” This indicates a potential to 
cause slope instability and erosion and is consistent with the discussion on page C.11-23. No change 
will be made to the discussion. 

E.11-4 The EIR/EIS preparers have determined that according to USDA Forest Service standards SCE 
would need to improve access and spur roads to Maintenance Level 3 for construction activities. 
Consequently, no change will be made to the discussion. 

E.11-5 Although it may be difficult for SCE to submit the Erosion Control Plan as a part of the Project 
SWPPP to be incorporated in the Special Use Authorizations to be issued by the USDA Forest 
Service, it would not be infeasible. Consequently, no change will be made to the mitigation. 

E.11-6 While SCE standards may allow gradients up to 12 percent for access and spur roads, analysis of 
the erosion impacts that could be caused by construction activities has determined that to ensure that 
impacts would be less than significant, road gradients cannot be greater than ten percent.  No 
change will be made to the mitigation. 

E.11-7 The BMPs in Mitigation Measure H-1a were designed in conjunction with construction occurring 
only during the dry season, as required in Mitigation Measure H-1d. Both mitigation measures are 
required together to ensure that any impacts are less than significant. If construction were to occur 
outside of the dry season, even with BMPs, impacts could be significant. Consequently, no change 
will be made to the mitigation. 

E.11-8 While project-related excavation is not expected to result in disturbance of existing groundwater 
resources, accidental disturbance of groundwater resources could occur. Mitigation Measure H-4 is 
designed to ensure that even accidental disturbance of groundwater resources would not be 
significant. No change will be made to the mitigation. 

E.11-9 Please see the response to Comment E.8-5 regarding erosion severity classifications. 

E.11-10 The placement of transmission towers within a Flood Hazard Area could result in a significant flood 
hazard impact, necessitating the requirements in Mitigation Measure H-7. No change will be made 
to the mitigation. 

E.11-11 As the analysis specifically mentions construction in the City of Santa Clarita and Mitigation 
Measure H-5 (Permeability of Ground Cover) specifically addresses roads on National Forest 
System lands designated for OHV use, the application of crushed rock in Mitigation Measure H-5 
applies both within and outside ANF. 



Antelope-Pardee 500-kV Transmission Project 
APPENDIX 8.  DRAFT EIR/EIS COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

 

December 2006 Ap.8E-126 Final EIR/EIS 

E.11-12 According to the description of the Alternative 2 route and construction provided by SCE, none of 
the 56 transmission towers situated in mid-slope locations east of Del Sur Ridge would require 
graded or leveled transmission tower pads. Consequently, Alternative 2 was analyzed with this in 
mind. If Alternative 2 is selected to be the route for the 500-kV transmission line, SCE will need to 
ensure that these towers can be sited in a manner that do not require graded or leveled transmission 
tower pads. 

E.11-13 Please see the response to Comment E.8-5 regarding erosion severity classifications. 

E.11-14 This was an error in the text and the sentence has been removed. 

E.11-15 Please see the response to Comment E.8-5 regarding erosion severity classifications. 

E.11-16 Please see the response to Comment E.8-5 regarding erosion severity classifications. 

E.11-17 Criterion HYD3 for Alternative 2 in Section C.8.7.2 has been revised to reflect that switchbacks 
greatly increase the land disturbance and new impervious area compared to spur roads that extend 
directly from the access road to the transmission tower site. 

E.11-18 Please see the response to Comment E.11-14 regarding level transmission pads. 


