
 
 
 
September 30, 2011 
 
Ms. Julie A. Fitch, Director, Energy Division 
Ms. Billie C. Blanchard, CPUC Project Manager, Sunrise Powerlink 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA  94102 
 
RE: SDG&E Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Line Project – Response to Stop Work Order for 

Helicopter Operations  
 
Dear Ms. Fitch and Ms. Blanchard, 
 
I received your September 27, 2011, letter directing SDG&E to immediately suspend all helicopter 
operations related to the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Line Project (Project).  SDG&E takes this matter 
very seriously.  We recognize the California Public Utilities Commission’s (CPUCs) concerns about recent 
events involving helicopters working on the Project and are continually working to improve and maintain 
safe construction practices.  Safety has been and will continue to be the company’s top priority in all of our 
operations. This project is no exception and has achieved an outstanding OSHA safety incident rate of 1.28 
presently 
 
SDG&E is committed to maintaining the highest level of safety and compliance for the Project helicopter 
operations and construction practices and will comply with the additional training and incident reporting 
requirements contained in the letter.  As you may already know, we had notified other representatives in 
your office last week of our intent to hold a “safety stand down” to review our helicopter operations and had 
begun working on several of the items requested.  On September 26 and 27, SDG&E and the primary 
construction contractor conducted two safety stand downs for many of the contracted pilots and 
construction crews prior to receiving your letter. 
 
Your letter identifies four remedial actions that must be completed to the satisfaction of the CPUC prior to 
allowing helicopter operations to resume.  These actions consist of a safety stand down, rigging training, a 
restructuring of helicopter operations framework, and enhanced incident reporting procedures.  The 
following provides detailed responses as to how these items have been met. 
 
1. Safety Stand Down - A Safety Stand Down was held for Project employees and contractors including 

pilots and ground personnel, riggers, personnel working in yards, people at TSAPs, and all other 
appropriate Project staff members such as monitors and people likely to be transported by helicopter. 
Safety topics covered with Project personnel during the stand down included: Helicopter Operations, 
Rigging, Working Below Hazards, Equipment Operations, Fire Prevention & Safety, Vehicle Safety, 
Hand Injuries and Communications.  All Project personnel who participated in the training will receive a 
hard hat sticker which allows them to be transported on Project helicopters. On all flights, the pilot will 
verify that each passenger has the appropriate sticker prior to boarding the helicopter. Anyone not 
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having the appropriate sticker will not be permitted to fly. For Project personnel who were unavailable 
for the stand down due to illness, vacation or other reason, training will continue be provided and will 
be required for new field personnel.  Only those Project personnel who have completed the training are 
allowed to fly in helicopters and are issued the appropriate hard hat sticker.  Dated sign-in sheets for all 
safety stand down sessions with the names of individuals who were present, as well as a list of all 
topics covered, are provided in Attachment A to this letter. 
 

2. Rigging Training – Rigging Training sessions based on the Apprentice Program for Lineman have been 
implemented. Training included, but was not limited to, proper and safe rigging practices, inspection of 
rigging, qualifications for riggers, communications, load ratings and calculations. Hard hat stickers are 
provided for those Project personnel who are qualified to rig loads. Only these individuals will be 
permitted to rig loads. All riggers will be monitored by SDG&E’s Field Safety Advisors.  Rigging will be 
performed by a Journeyman Lineman, an Apprentice with a Journeyman Lineman present or an 
individual who has had training through the approved rigging class. Dated sign-in sheets for all rigging 
training sessions with the names of individuals and all appropriate Project staff members who were 
present, as well as a list of all topics covered, are provided in Attachment B to this letter. 

 

3. Helicopter Operations Framework – For those work sites with road access, SDG&E will limit 
helicopter operations to those activities necessary for emergency response and the assembly of towers 
and transmission poles (Transmission Structures). Assembly of the Transmission Structures includes 
the transportation of material and personnel (survey, construction, supervision, monitoring, inspection, 
public relations and training) required to erect towers, foundations, and wire stringing operations. 
SDG&E will use ground transportation instead of helicopter transportation where adequate access 
roads and parking exist to allow safe access to the Transmission Structures. SDG&E will reduce other 
aerial activities as appropriate to minimize overall environmental and safety concerns.  These 
considerations will include, but are not limited to, time of the day, proximity to homes, public safety, 
worker safety, potential access restrictions and congestion to a public road or area, condition and width 
of the existing road and parking area, and potential environmental impacts caused by additional road 
traffic and vehicle parking. 
 

4. Incident Reporting Procedures – SDG&E submitted a proposed draft incident reporting procedure to 
the CPUC for review and approval on Wednesday, September 28, 2011.  SDG&E also met with the 
CPUC on Thursday, September 29, 2011, to review the draft procedure.  A copy of what was submitted 
to the CPUC is included as Attachment C to this letter.  We will continue to work with the CPUC to 
periodically review and update the reporting procedures as deemed necessary. 

 
Our goal is to ensure helicopter operations for construction of the Project proceed safely for the benefit of 
our employees, contractors and the public.  I am confident we have met the CPUC’s requirements, and we 
look forward to resuming helicopter operations as soon as possible so that we can finish this Project and 
bring it online as scheduled in the second half of 2012. 
 
In closing, we agree in reaffirming the importance of SDG&E providing timely information to the local 
community regarding scheduling and construction activities.  It is a commitment we have made to the 
community, and I believe through our frequently updated web site, our community relations office and our 



toll free hotline, we will continue to respond to questions and concerns in a timely manner.  I would 
welcome any feedback if these communications channels have not been accessible or responsive.  Thank 
you for reviewing the enclosed information and we look forward to working closely with you in the future on 
maintaining safe and effective helicopter operations on the Project. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 

 
 
Patrick T. Lee 
Vice President 
Sunrise Powerlink 
 
Attachments  
 
Cc:  Daniel Steward, BLM El Centro Field Office 

Tom Zale, BLM El Centro Field Office 
Will Metz, Forest Supervisor, Cleveland National Forest 
Susan Lee, Aspen Environmental Group 
Vida Strong, Aspen Environmental Group 
Anne Coronado, Aspen Environmental Group 
Fritts Golden, Aspen Environmental Group 
Mary Jo Borak, CPUC Supervisor  

 Ken Lewis, CPUC Program Manager  
 Jason Reiger, CPUC Attorney 

Nicholas Sher,CPUC Attorney 
Arocles Aguilar,CPUC Attorney 
Paul Clanon, CPUC Executive Director 
Bob Jackson, SDG&E 
Alan Colton, SDG&E 
Laura McDonald, SDG&E 
Todd Voorhees, SDG&E 
Billy Blattner, SDG&E 
 

  
  
 



 
 
 
 
 

 
Attachment A 

 
Safety Stand Down Sign-in Sheets 

 
and  

 
Meeting Agenda 
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Attachment B 
 

Rigging Training Sign-in Sheets 
 

and  
 

Training Syllabus 
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Attachment C 
 

Draft Event Reporting Procedures 
 
 
 

  
  
  
 



 

 

Sunrise Powerlink Communication Protocol for  

Reporting Unanticipated Events 

1. Purpose of Protocol 

The construction of the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project (Project) involves the efforts of 

thousands of individuals from numerous organizations working together safely and effectively over a 

vast and often remote geographic area.  As a result, unanticipated events may occur that impact Project 

personnel, public safety, as well as other resources.  With so many individuals and organizations 

involved in the Project, there must be a clear plan for communicating the occurrence of, and the 

circumstances surrounding, these unanticipated events.  Many, but not all, of these unanticipated 

events are reportable to one or more government agencies under the Project’s permits, approvals, or 

existing regulations.  The purpose of this protocol is to provide clarity on reporting actions that are 

requested by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) when an unanticipated event occurs on 

the Project. 

2. Responsible Personnel 

In order to minimize the number of reporting personnel and simplify the communication structure, the 

following individuals will be the main points of contact for communications internally and externally for 

these unanticipated events: 

 Bob Jackson – Operational Issues – For all events that fall under the category of safety or 

operational issues, Robert (Bob) Jackson (General Manager and Director – Construction and 

Engineering) will be the principal point of contact for SDG&E and the Regulatory Agencies.  

 Alan Colton – Environmental Issues – For all events that fall under the category of 

environmental issues, Alan Colton (Manager Environmental Services) will be the principal point 

of contact for SDG&E and the Regulatory Agencies.  

As needed, Bob and Alan will substitute for one another to maintain a single point of contact desired by 

the government agencies with jurisdiction over Project activities. 

3. Reporting Responsibilities 

The timely reporting from the field to Sunrise Base of actual and potential events is critical to SDG&E’s 

ability to mitigate risk and ensure safe and compliant operations.  Consequently, SDG&E empowers—

and requires—all employees and contractors to report immediately improper work practices or events.  

This requirement applies to all workers including, but not limited to, pilots, monitors, equipment 

operators, laborers, and management employees.   

This reporting requirement is not intended to be punitive, meaning anyone reporting a potential or 

actual event will not be subject to any retribution for reporting.   



 

 

SDG&E understands that its contractors and their employees may have additional reporting 

requirements as dictated by other agencies including, but not limited to, the Federal Aviation 

Administration (FAA), National Transportation Safety Board (NTSB), and Occupational Safety and Health 

Administration (OSHA).  Notification to SDG&E as described above, in the most expeditious means 

possible, shall be a requirement for contractors and their employees.    

4. Reportable Unanticipated Events 

Reportable unanticipated events under this Protocol may be advisory, compliance, or non‐compliance 

occurrences and are described in two categories. 

Category 1 – Any time SDG&E or its contractors/subcontractors notify a government agency of an 

unanticipated event, SDG&E will also notify the CPUC, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), and/or 

the United States Forest Service (USFS), as appropriate. 

Category 2 – Unanticipated events that are not otherwise Category 1 events include, but are not limited 

to the following: 

1. Any inadvertent releases. (Including any substantial portion of a load.) 
2. Any allegation of and/or confirmed bird strike. 
3. Any non‐reportable main and tail rotor blade contact. 
4. Customer complaints related to allegations of residential overflights with external loads. 
5. SDG&E respectfully requests clarification on additional events, if any, when the CPUC would 

request a report. 
 

5. Compliance Levels 

Project compliance and non‐compliance event levels and specific corrective actions are defined in the 

Mitigation Monitoring Compliance and Reporting Program (MMCRP) and are included below:   

 Advisory Level. Activities or actions of a third party not associated with the Project but in 

proximity to Project personnel or work areas (e.g., fires, harassment of Project personnel by the 

public, and public citizens putting themselves in harm’s way to photograph Project activities).  

No corrective action or follow‐up is necessary. 

 Level 0 Compliance.  This level indicates that all mitigation measures, permit conditions, or 

applicable regulatory requirements are being complied with and there are no violations.  

Examples of Level 0 events may fall into a number of categories including, but not limited to, 

safety incidents occurring on the ROW resulting in an OSHA recordable injury or minor spills.  No 

corrective action is necessary. 

 Level 1 Non‐Compliance.  This level indicates that one aspect of a mitigation measure, permit 

condition, or applicable regulatory requirement has not been complied with resulting in only 

partial implementation of a mitigation measure, but no significant impact. An oral warning shall 

be issued to SDG&E’s Environmental Coordinator (or assigned designee) and corrective action 



 

 

shall be required within a stated maximum period, to be determined by the CPUC EM. If 

corrective action is not taken within the stated period, a Project Memorandum will be issued. 

 Level 2 Non‐Compliance.  This level indicates that one or more aspects of a mitigation measure, 

permit condition, or applicable regulatory requirement have not been complied with, making 

the requirement ineffective and resulting in minor impacts. If allowed to continue, this non‐

compliance could result in a significant impact over time. An oral warning followed by a Project 

Memorandum shall be submitted to SDG&E’s Environmental Coordinator (or assigned 

designee). Corrective action shall begin by the next construction day. If corrective action is not 

begun by the next construction day, a Non‐Compliance Report shall be issued. 

 Level 3 Non‐Compliance.  This level indicates that one or more of the aspects of a mitigation 

measure, permit condition or applicable regulatory requirement are not complied with and the 

implementation of a mitigation measure, permit condition, or applicable regulatory requirement 

is deficient or non‐existent, resulting in significant impact(s), or there is immediate threat of 

major, irreversible environmental damage or property loss. An oral warning, followed by a Non‐

Compliance Report, shall be submitted to SDG&E’s Environmental Coordinator (or assigned 

designee). Corrective action shall begin immediately. 

 

6. Reporting Process 

After a Reportable Unanticipated Event occurs, the following steps must be followed as expeditiously as 

possible: 

1. Project and contractor personnel who witness a potential Reportable Unanticipated Event will 

notify Sunrise Base or their work‐related/immediate supervisor for the day (e.g., Contract 

Administrator, Link Lead) who will notify Sunrise Base. Sunrise Base will notify Bob Jackson and 

Alan Colton of the alleged Reportable Unanticipated Event.   

2. Once the event is verified, Bob Jackson or Alan Colton will provide initial verbal notification to 

the CPUC and other government agencies, as appropriate.  

3. SDG&E will call and/or submit a Preliminary Notification Form to the appropriate distribution list 

in Section 7, below.   

4. SDG&E and/or PAR will investigate the event to verify preliminary information and gather 

additional information, if any, to determine how to properly characterize the event and whether 

any further action or notification is required.  See Section 8 for the report templates. 

5. SDG&E will provide the CPUC and other government agencies, as appropriate, a final notification 

of the findings, if required. 

 

7. Distribution Lists 
 

1. Notification of Construction Operations Events to outside agencies: 

a. On Private/State Lands or BLM Lands –  

i. Initial Phone Notifications 

Billie Blanchard, CPUC – (Responsible Party – Bob Jackson) 



 

 

Tom Zale, BLM (Responsible Party – Bob Jackson) 

Cassandra Garza, Aspen (Responsible Party – Rachel Briles) 

 

b. On USFS Lands 

i. Initial Phone Notifications 

Billie Blanchard, CPUC – (Responsible Party – Bob Jackson) 

Tom Zale, BLM (Responsible Party – Bob Jackson) 

Brian Paul, USFS (Responsible Party – Bob Jackson) 

Cassandra Garza, Aspen (Responsible Party – Rachel Briles) 

 

2. Notification of Environmental Events: 

a. On Private/State Lands or BLM Lands –  

i. Initial Phone Notifications 

Billie Blanchard, CPUC – (Responsible Party – Alan Colton) 

Tom Zale, BLM (Responsible Party – Alan Colton) 

Cassandra Garza, Aspen (Responsible Party – Rachel Briles) 

 

b. On USFS Lands – Initial Phone Notification 

i. Initial Phone Notifications 

Billie Blanchard, CPUC – (Responsible Party – Alan Colton) 

Tom Zale, BLM (Responsible Party – Alan Colton) 

Brian Paul, USFS (Responsible Party – Alan Colton) 

Cassandra Garza, Aspen (Responsible Party – Rachel Briles) 

 



 

 

8. Report Templates 

SUNRISE POWERLINK: 
PRELIMINARY ‐ UNANTICIPATED EVENT NOTIFICATION FORM 

 
Corps of Engineers File Number: SPL‐2007‐00704‐SAS 

State Water Resources Control Board File Number: SB09015IN 
Department of Fish and Game Notification Number: 1600‐2009‐0365‐R5 

 

Date Filed:  #.#.2011 

Date and Time of Event:  #.#.2011; #:## a.m. 

Event Location:   

Aircraft Involved:  Y/N or Company, Tail Number, and Pilot Name 

Injury or Damage:  Y/N or Unknown.  If yes, describe. 

Reported by: 

Robert Jackson 
General Manager and Director – Construction and Engineering 
Sunrise Powerlink 
1010 Tavern Road; Alpine, CA 91901 – SD1116 
rcjackson@semprautilities.com 
 
Alan Colton 
Manager Environmental Services 
Sunrise Powerlink 
1010 Tavern Road; Alpine, CA 91901 – SD1116 
acolton@semprautilities.com 

Immediate Notification 
by Phone to: 

  Billie Blanchard, CPUC ‐ #.#.2011; #:## a.m. 
  Tom Zale, BLM ‐ #.#.2011; #:## a.m. 
  Brian Paul, USFS ‐  #.#.2011; #:## a.m. 
  Cassandra Garza, Aspen Environmental ‐ #.#.2011; #:## a.m. 

[OTHER] 

Brief Description  
of Event: 

The following information is neither complete nor verified.  An investigation is ongoing.  A 
subsequent and/or amended report may be submitted upon verification of details, if 
required. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Confirmation of Receipt  

If you acknowledge receipt of this form and no further action is needed, 
please retain for your records.  If, however, you would like additional 
information to determine regulatory action needed, please contact 
Rachel Romani Briles, SDG&E, Environmental Compliance Project 
Manager, Sunrise Powerlink Project: 858‐636‐6865 (office) 858‐750‐0754 
(cell) rromani@semprautilities.com 

 
Distribution List: 

  _________________    _________________    _________________ 



 

 

SUNRISE POWERLINK: 
FINAL ‐ UNANTICIPATED EVENT NOTIFICATION FORM 

 
Corps of Engineers File Number: SPL‐2007‐00704‐SAS 

State Water Resources Control Board File Number: SB09015IN 
Department of Fish and Game Notification Number: 1600‐2009‐0365‐R5 

 

Date Filed:  #.##.2011 

Preliminary Notification 
Date 

#.##.2011 (See attached form.) 

Date/Time of Event:  #.##.2011 at ##:## p.m. 

Event Location   

Reported by: 

Robert Jackson 
General Manager and Director – Construction and Engineering 
Sunrise Powerlink 
1010 Tavern Road; Alpine, CA 91901 – SD1116 
rjackson@semprautilities.com  
 
Alan Colton 
Manager ‐ Environmental – Sunrise Powerlink 
1010 Tavern Road; Alpine, CA 91901 – SD1116 
acolton@semprautilities.com 

Originator/Reporter: 
Name 
Role on Project 
Phone and e‐mail address 

Witnesses: 
Name 
Role on Project 
Phone and e‐mail address 

Responsible 
Department(s) 

  Aviation (Beige section below) 
  Construction/Operations 
  Environmental 
  Public Affairs 
  Safety 
  Waters of the U.S./State (Environmental) (Blue section below) 

Aviation   

Aircraft Involved: 

Company 
Tail Number 
Type 
Pilot Name(s) 

Waters of the U.S./State  Must be submitted within 24 hours of incident. 

Effect on Waters of the 
U.S. and/or Waters of 

the State 

The  impacts  of  this  incident  are  temporary  in  nature.    A  restoration 

assessment will be conducted as soon as possible.  A restoration plan will be 

implemented as soon as feasible.   



 

 

Location: 

Mapsheet #  Structure or Facility  Water # 

     

UTM or Other 
Coordinates 

 

Detailed Description  
of Event: 

 

Type of Project Impact 

Associated with incident 

  Permanent impact 

  Temporary impact 

  Other (Explain) 

Injuries or Property 
Damage 

Y/N or Unknown.  If yes, describe. 

Applicable Permit/ 
Mitigation Measure 

 

Compliance Level   

Corrective Action(s) 

SDG&E takes this event very seriously and is committed to staying in 

compliance.  The following corrective actions will occur:  

1. . 
2. . 
3. . 
4. . 
5. . 

 

Follow‐up Required   

Attachments   

Confirmation of Receipt  

If you acknowledge receipt of this form and no further action is needed, 
please retain for your records.  If, however, you would like additional 
information to determine regulatory action needed, please contact Rachel 
Romani Briles, SDG&E, Environmental Compliance Project Manager (###‐
###‐#### and email address) 

 
Distribution List: 

  _________________    _________________    _________________ 
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3.0 Communication 
Communication is a critical component of a successful environmental compliance program. In order to 
avoid project delays and possible shut-downs, environmental and construction representatives will need to 
interact regularly and maintain professional, responsive communications at all times. Similarly, SDG&E 
representatives will need to coordinate closely with CPUC EMs to address and resolve issues in a timely 
manner. Therefore, this section of the MMCRP provides a communication protocol to accurately 
disseminate information on on-going surveys and mitigation measures, construction activities, 
contractors, and planned or upcoming work to all levels of the project. 

3.1 Pre-Construction Compliance Coordination 

SDG&E is required by the terms of the mitigation measures and the permitting requirements of various 
other regulating agencies to prepare plans and obtain approval of these documents, in addition to per-
forming various surveys and studies prior to construction. During this pre-construction process, SDG&E has 
been conducting meetings, conference calls, and site visits with technical representatives of the Aspen 
Team, the CPUC and other agencies, and SDG&E’s environmental representatives. The purpose of the 
pre-construction coordination process has been to discuss document submittal status, document the 
findings of data reviews and jurisdictional agency approvals, review SDG&E submittals, and document 
the status of mitigation measures as they apply to the project or phased project segment. The goal of the 
pre-construction process is to complete all required actions so the CPUC and other agencies, as 
appropriate, can issue Notice to Proceed authorizations for each segment. 

Pre-Construction Activities 

A pre-construction meeting was held on March 18, 2009 with the CPUC, BLM, SDG&E, and CPUC EMs 
to review the MMCRP and mutually agree upon the project’s communication protocol. Based on 
discussion at the meeting and ongoing input from each party, this MMCRP has been updated. Other pre-
construction activities include the following: 

 On May 20, 2009, an introductory meeting was held with the BLM, USFS, State Water Board, and 
the CPUC and Aspen Team representatives. 

 The Cultural Resources Survey Plan has been finalized after a series of meetings with tribal repre-
sentatives and agency input and comment on the plan itself. The cultural resources surveys were 
completed in September 2009. 

 SDG&E has been coordinating with the USFS to prepare required supporting documentation (Bio-
logical Evaluations, Management Indicator Species Reports) and to finalize routing details. 

 SDG&E has been coordinating with USFS and Aspen Team visual specialist to define tower colors. 

 SDG&E’s biologists are completing protocol surveys for species of concern. 

 Periodic discussions between SDG&E, CPUC, BLM, USFS, and Aspen Team representatives have 
been held to clarify implementation requirements and a meeting was held on August 31 and Sep-
tember 1, 2009. 

 On November 4, 2009, a meeting was held between SDG&E, CPUC, BLM, USFS, State Water 
Board, CDFG, City and County of San Diego and Aspen Team representatives to discuss final engi-
neering/routing, construction design plans, and agency coordination. 
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3.2 Agency Compliance Website 

An interactive website is being set up to make available current versions of reports, maps, and other 
documents prepared for mitigation compliance. The purpose of the website is to facilitate sharing of data 
and status reports, which change on almost a daily basis, especially during the pre-construction period, 
but also during project construction. 

The website will be available to all interested Lead and permitting agencies (see Table 1). Access will be 
by assigned password and email address. 

The website will include the following documents: 

 Action Item table, tracking status of submitted items and items to be completed by various parties. 

 A status table, tracking status of compliance with each mitigation measure. 

 SDG&E’s current versions of project design drawings and maps. 

3.3 Communication Protocol During Construction 

In order to ensure that the CPUC EMs can get accurate information on ongoing surveys, construction work, 
and schedules, and that SDG&E management is kept in the loop, the following protocols have been 
formulated: 

 The CPUC EM’s primary point of contact will be SDG&E’s lead environmental monitor. If he/she is 
not available, the construction segment environmental monitor will be the point of contact. If issues 
can’t be resolved at the EM/SDG&E environmental monitor level they will be initially elevated to 
CPUC EM Project Manager/SDG&E Mitigation Monitoring Coordinator via e-mail or telephone. 

 SDG&E will inform environmental monitors of all survey and construction activity, including status of 
permits and activity locations in a timely manner. Timely notification of activity is that which allows 
reasonable response time for agency monitors to be present for that activity. Notification will 
correspond to organization and roles for each entity as identified in Section 2.1.1. 

 The CPUC EM and any other designated agency representatives or staff can talk to anyone on the 
construction site to ask questions about their activity, but the construction personnel may opt to refer 
him/her to the construction segment manager for an answer. Construction segment managers are the 
appropriate contacts for information on construction activity schedules or construction practices. 

 SDG&E will provide a list of all construction monitoring personnel and segment managers, identified 
by segment, title, and contact information for each person. Updated distributions will be utilized to 
keep all parties informed of monitor and staff additions/changes. This list of personnel, and all sub-
sequent updates, shall be distributed to all persons on the list throughout the construction process. 

 CPUC EMs will continue to point out compliance concerns first to SDG&E and SDG&E environmental 
monitors and give them time to contact resource agencies and resolve compliance before contacting 
resource agencies directly. Documentation of each of these communication efforts, along with doc-
umentation of subsequent actions to achieve compliance, will be reported. However, at any time when 
the CPUC EMs have an unresolved concern about compliance, the SDG&E environmental monitors 
and CPUC EMs will call the appropriate resource agency together to discuss the issue. 

 The resource agencies will be notified immediately by SDG&E of any issues (e.g., non-compliance events, 
special status specie sightings, etc.) regarding their respective resources. In addition, the CPUC EM will 
also receive immediate notification. Subsequent to immediate agency notification, SDG&E will develop 
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a plan to handle the situation and will follow up with the respective agencies to explain their strategy 
and receive agency approval. 

 SDG&E will submit a timely report of unanticipated events, as described in Section 4.0, that may 
occur during construction. 

 If “take” is imminent or there is a danger/hazard, the CPUC EM can request work to be stopped in that 
area immediately (as long as it can be done safely); this request should be made to the construction 
segment manager or the segment EM. At any time, anyone can order an activity to be halted temporarily 
if take or a hazard is imminent. 

 Weekly conference calls will include a discussion of construction and compliance activities, with CPUC 
EMs, SDG&E lead environmental monitor, and agency staff participating. 

 The first flowchart below illustrates how information generally flows during construction. 
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The following list and flowchart below take the communication protocol laid out in the flowchart above and 
further illustrates an example of the communication process that would occur when the CPUC EM 
identifies a non-compliance event regarding biological resources during construction. If no sensitive species or 
resources are affected by the non-compliance event, Steps 5 and 6 would not be required. A non-
compliance event regarding other environmental resources would involve other applicable agencies. Section 
4.1 discusses Mitigation Measures Compliance and Reporting and non-compliance events. 

 Step 1. Verbally notify SDG&E and request immediate correction. 

 Step 2. Inform CPUC/BLM of status and USFS if on CNF land. 

 Step 3. Prepare written Non-Compliance Report (NCR) and give it to SDG&E. 

 Step 4. Inform CPUC/BLM of the NCR. Request a Stop-Work Order from CPUC/BLM if required. 

 Step 5. Inform applicable resource agency if non-compliance actions have the potential to harm an 
environmental resource or species. 

 Step 6. Resource agencies may order work stoppage and development of strategy for successful 
resource/species protection. 
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3.4 Weekly Progress Meetings During Construction 

SDG&E will conduct weekly field meetings with construction managers, contract administrators, con-
tractor supervisors, and SDG&E’s environmental representatives to discuss work completed, work antici-
pated for the following period, and the status of mitigation measures. The weekly field meetings will also be 
a forum for discussing environmental compliance issues or concerns with the construction contractors. 
SDG&E may request CPUC’s and any other agency’s EM(s) to participate in the meeting to help resolve 
any issue that may have arisen during the previous period. Alternatively, SDG&E or CPUC’s EM(s) may 
recommend a separate meeting to discuss mitigation, variance requests, or other project related issues. 
These meetings may be held at the field trailer or on the project ROW to discuss a site-specific issue. 

In addition to the weekly progress meetings conducted at the field level, the SDG&E Project Manager, 
SDG&E Construction Manager, SDG&E IM, CPUC Lead EM, CPUC Project Manager, BLM, USFS, 
and/or other jurisdictional agencies may participate in a weekly teleconference call. The weekly tele-
conference calls would be similar to the weekly progress meeting; however, the conference calls would 
focus on the Mitigation Monitoring Program. 

3.5 Daily Communication During Construction 

Many of the problems that come up during construction can be resolved in the field through regular 
communication between CPUC EMs, SDG&E, and construction contractors. Field staff will be equipped 
with cell phones and will be available to receive phone calls at all times during construction. A project 
contact list has been included in Attachment B. The organization chart depicted in Section 2.0 and Com-
munication Protocol in Section 3.3 illustrate the lines of communication to be used during construction. 
The following provides additional guidelines to ensure effective communication in the field. 

CPUC EM 

The CPUC EM’s primary point of contact in the field is SDG&E’s Lead Environmental Inspector. The 
CPUC EM will contact SDG&E’s Lead Environmental Inspector if an activity is observed that conflicts 
with one or more of the mitigation measures, so that the situation can be corrected. If the CPUC EM 
cannot immediately reach SDG&E’s Lead Environmental Inspector, then the Mitigation Monitoring Coor-
dinator or SDG&E Environmental Manager will be contacted to address the problem. Similarly, the CPUC 
EM will contact SDG&E’s Lead Environmental Inspector for information on where construction crews 
are working, the status of mitigation measures, and schedule forecasts. The CPUC EM may discuss 
construction procedures directly with the construction contractors; however, SDG&E may require their 
contractors to defer questions to an onsite SDG&E representative. In all cases, the CPUC EM will contact 
the designated SDG&E representative if a problem is noted that requires action from the contractor. The 
CPUC EM will not direct the contractor, however, the CPUC EM has the authority to stop work, assuming 
it is safe to do so, if an activity poses an imminent threat or puts a sensitive resource at undue risk (e.g., 
stopping a clearing crew from unknowingly cutting coastal sage scrub in an exclusion area). 

SDG&E 

SDG&E will provide the CPUC EM with a list of construction monitoring personnel and construction 
supervisory staff to contact regarding compliance issues. The contact list will include each person’s title, 
responsibility, contact information, and whether their position is segment-specific. The contact list will be 
updated as new project personnel are assigned to the project and redistributed as necessary. 
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SDG&E will prepare and distribute a weekly environmental compliance status report for distribution to 
key project members, including the CPUC. The CPUC EM will review the weekly report to ensure that 
the status of mitigation measures is consistent with observations in the field. Any questions regarding the 
status of mitigation measures will be directed to the SDG&E Mitigation Monitoring Coordinator. The 
weekly environmental compliance status report will also be a tool to keep all parties informed of con-
struction progress and schedule changes. 

It should be noted that daily and weekly compliance reports would also be prepared by CPUC environ-
mental monitors, as described in Section 4.1.4. 

3.6 Communicating Compliance Issues 

Section 4.0 below describes procedures to communicate incidences and non-compliances identified by the 
CPUC EMs during site inspections. 

3.7 Coordination with Other Agencies Before and During Construction 

As discussed in Section 2.0, several local, state, and federal agencies have jurisdiction over portions of the 
project. In addition, many of the mitigation measures were derived from specific permit conditions or 
agency input. The CPUC EM will be responsible for contacting resource agencies and immediately 
notifying them of issues regarding their jurisdiction. 

During Construction 

The CPUC EM may request copies of email correspondences, phone logs, or other documentation between 
SDG&E and resource agencies to avoid direct involvement from CPUC EMs. However, if there is an 
unresolved issue regarding compliance with a mitigation measure or permit requirement under the juris-
diction of a resource agency, the CPUC EM may elect to contact the agency to discuss resolution. 

Interagency Conference Calls 

During the pre-construction process or during construction, the Lead Agencies and/or SDG&E may deter-
mine that conference calls may be necessary or appropriate to discuss the status of specific mitigation 
compliance with responsible and permitting agencies. These calls will be noticed one to two weeks in 
advance, by email, and an agenda will be provided prior to each call. 

3.8 Mitigation Implementation Dispute Resolution 

It is expected that the MMCRP will reduce or eliminate many potential disputes. However, even with the 
best preparation, disputes may occur. In such event, the following procedure will be used: 

Step 1  Disputes and complaints (including those of the public) should be directed to the CPUC Project 
Manager for resolution. The Project Manager will attempt to resolve the dispute with SDG&E’s 
Project Manager. 

Step 2  Should this informal process fail, the CPUC Project Manager may initiate enforcement or com-
pliance action to address deviations from the Proposed Project or adopted Mitigation Monitoring 
Program. 



 
Final MMCRP 8 Revised November 2010 

Step 3  If a dispute or complaint regarding the implementation or evaluation of the Program or the miti-
gation measures cannot be resolved informally or through enforcement or compliance action by 
the CPUC, any affected participant in the dispute or complaint may file a written “notice of 
dispute” with the CPUC’s Executive Director. This notice should be filed in order to resolve the 
dispute in a timely manner, with copies concurrently served on other affected participants. Within 
10 days of receipt, the Executive Director or designee(s) shall meet or confer with the filer and other 
affected participants for purposes of resolving the dispute. The Executive Director shall issue an 
Executive Resolution describing his/her decision, and serve it on the filer and other affected 
participants. 

Step 4  If one or more of the affected parties is not satisfied with the decision as described in the Reso-
lution, such party(ies) may appeal it to the Commission via a procedure to be specified by the 
Commission. 

Involved parties may also seek review by the Commission through existing procedures specified in the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure for formal and expedited dispute resolution, although a 
good faith effort should first be made to use the foregoing procedure. 

Separate enforcement steps by the regulatory agencies may not follow these steps. The CPUC Project 
Manager will coordinate with other permitting agencies for issues outside the CPUC jurisdiction. 

3.9 Contact List 

A project contact list has been included as Attachment B. The contact list includes the names of SDG&E 
and CPUC monitors, project managers, supervisory staff, and other members of the project team. The list 
also includes phone numbers, fax numbers, and email addresses where project members can be reached 
during construction. The contact list will be updated periodically and redistributed to the project team. 
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4.0 Environmental Compliance and Field 
Procedures 

4.1 Mitigation Measures Compliance and Reporting 

4.1.1 Pre-Construction Compliance Verification 

SDG&E is required by the terms of the mitigation measures and the permitting requirements of various 
other regulating agencies to prepare plans and obtain approval of these documents, in addition to 
performing various surveys and studies prior to construction. Copies of this documentation will be retained by 
the CPUC third-party monitors, and provided to the CPUC with all files at the completion of the project. 
The plans, surveys, studies, and other documentation required to be completed by SDG&E before 
construction are listed in the Mitigation Measure/Applicant Proposed Measure tables in Section 6.3 and as 
presented in Attachment G. 

While these documents are being reviewed by the approving agencies, they are also reviewed by the 
CPUC. Compliance with all pre-construction mitigation measures and APMs presented will be verified 
prior to construction, and construction may not start on any segment before SDG&E receives a written 
Notice to Proceed (NTP) from the CPUC Project Manager. 

The CPUC third-party monitors, including Project Management staff and the technical experts, will 
review all mitigation plans and reports and provide comments. Resource agencies will also be involved in 
the review of applicable plans and reports, primarily restoration related, and will provide comments. 
Comments on these documents will be provided to SDG&E to ensure that they adequately accomplish the 
intended reduction in impacts. For required local and State agency permitting/consultations, the CPUC 
third-party monitors will track SDG&E’s progress as it relates to SDG&E’s construction plans and 
project mitigation and permitting requirements. Based on SDG&E’s construction plans, CPUC may 
authorize construction to begin on a phased basis and the CPUC third-party monitors will handle pre-con-
struction compliance review accordingly. CPUC may issue NTPs for construction of each phase separately, 
as soon as pre-construction compliance is satisfactorily accomplished for that phase. 

IMPORTANT: The CPUC will not authorize construction to begin until all pre-construction require-
ments have been fulfilled for a given phase. To save time, SDG&E should identify extra work space 
needs required for each phase of construction prior to the start of active construction, so that the locations 
and their use can be included in the NTP. Refer to Section 3.2.2.2. 

4.1.2 Notice to Proceed Procedures 

The CPUC Project Manager and all EIR/EIS team reviewers will ensure that the Notice to Proceed (NTP) 
process is consistent with the adopted CEQA and NEPA documents. The NTP approval(s) shall document 
that pre-construction mitigation measure requirements, applicable survey and study, as well as project 
permit requirements have been met.  In consideration of linear or phased projects, more than one NTP can 
be requested for the Project.  Each NTP request would be applicable to a defined aspect or segment of 
construction.  Construction is defined as any mobilization activity which would move construction related 
equipment and/or materials onto a site. In some instances compliance with every requirement cannot be 
met prior to NTP issuance and in such cases the NTP may be conditioned to define actions to be taken 
and documented prior to construction or prior to energizing the line.  Therefore, a NTP may be issued for 
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a particular segment or project component upon compliance with applicable mitigation measures and 
permits, and this process could occur in advance of mitigation compliance for the entire project as a 
whole.  

In general, an NTP request must include the following information: 

 A description of the work. 

 Detailed description of the location, including maps, photos, and/or other supporting documents. 

 Verification that all mitigation measures and Applicant Proposed Measures, have been met or do not 
apply to the work covered by the NTP request. 

 Verification that all applicable permit conditions or requirements, project parameters, or other project 
stipulations have been met for the work covered by the NTP request. 

 In the case where some outstanding compliance items cannot be met prior to issuance of the NTP, a 
request shall be submitted which outlines what submittals are outstanding and how they will be met 
and approved in a timely manner prior to construction.  

 Up-to-date biological resource surveys or a commitment to survey and submit results prior to 
construction. 

 Cultural resource surveys or verification that no cultural resources would be significantly impacted. 

 All applicable jurisdictional permits or agency approvals (if necessary). 

 Date of expected construction and duration of work. 

CPUC/Aspen will review the NTP request and pre-construction requirement submittals per the steps 
outlined below to ensure that all of the information required to process the approval is included. 

1. SDG&E submits NTP request and posts the request to the collaboration site.  Notification of posting 
to include CPUC, BLM, USFS, CDFG, USFWS, Corps, and SWRCB. 

2. CPUC/Aspen will distribute the NTP request for review as follows: 

i.) To the Team biological resources expert for review for biological resources.  Review 
question/comments will be provided in a letter or e-mail.   

ii.) To the Team cultural resources expert for review for cultural resources.  Review 
question/comment s will be provided in a letter or e-mail which will be forwarded by 
CPUC/Aspen to BLM with the request.  BLM will provide cultural review and will supply any 
conditions to add to the NTP as well as an approval regarding cultural reporting. 

iii.) The remaining portions of the NTP request will be sent to issue area reviewers where 
appropriate.   

3. CPUC/Aspen will also review and, if needed, will prepare a bullet list of outstanding requirements 
and where additional information or clarification is needed.  

4. All questions and comments as well as required additional information or clarifications shall be sent 
to SDG&E by CPUC/Aspen in an e-mail. 

5. SDG&E will supply clarifications and/or additional information to be added to the NTP request in a 
memo or letter format along with responses addressing all comments and questions forwarded by 
CPUC/Aspen. 

6. CPUC/Aspen will complete a Compliance Status Table documenting compliance and any outstanding 
requirements that can be made conditions of the NTP including any conditions supplied by BLM. If 
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comments/conditions are provided by CDFG, USFWS, Corps, and/or SWRCB, they will be 
considered for incorporation into the NTP approval letter and compliance table.  Note:  BO conditions 
are included in the table documenting compliance. 

7. Aspen will prepare the draft NTP approval letter which will document the scope of work, compliance 
with EIR/EIS and BO mitigation requirements, and bullet outstanding conditions.   

8. CPUC will review the draft NTP approval letter and send the approval and an updated compliance 
table to SDG&E. 

9. CPUC/Aspen will then post the approved NTP documentation on the public CPUC project website. 

Please note that variance requests can be submitted with the NTP request for incorporation into the NTP 
(please see Section 4.2.2 for variance submittal requirements).  

4.1.3 Compliance Reporting During Construction 

As described in Section 2, the CPUC EMs will perform compliance inspection throughout the construction 
period to ensure compliance with all applicable mitigation measures, plans, permits, and conditions of 
approval of the CPUC. Site visits may be coordinated with SDG&E or conducted unannounced. Supplemental 
information provided by SDG&E, including pre-construction submittals, survey reports, weekly reports, 
meeting notes, and agency correspondences, will also be used to verify compliance. 

The CPUC EMs will document observations along the ROW through the use of field notes and digital 
photography. The photos are provided in the weekly reports and correlate to a discussion of specific 
construction or compliance activity. In addition, field inspection forms will be utilized in the field to 
document compliance of specific crews, construction activities, or resource protection measures. The forms 
will provide a standardized checklist to facilitate inspections, as well as list mitigation measures that were 
verified during the site visit. Information gathered from the inspection forms and field notes will be used 
to generate weekly status reports and update the status of mitigation measures listed in Section 6.3. A 
sample site inspection form has been included in Attachment C. Weekly reports will be provided to all 
permitting agencies via e-mail and/or posted on a collaboration website during construction. 

Separate enforcement steps by the regulatory agencies may not follow these steps. 

 

4.1.4 Compliance Levels 

The CPUC EM shall document all observations and communications in her logbook and will determine 
whether the observed construction activities are consistent with mitigation measures, APMs, and project 
parameters, as identified in the Final EIR/EIS and adopted by the CPUC. All compliance issues regardless 
of level will be documented in the daily/weekly reports, which will be provided to all agencies. Any 
regulatory agency has the authority to issue compliance violations regardless of CPUC and BLM actions. 
The CPUC EM shall not direct the work of a construction contractor or subcontractor. A construction 
activity that deviates from permit conditions or mitigation measures, particularly when the activity puts a 
resource at risk, would be considered a non-compliance. A non-compliance may also be issued if a 
mitigation measure is not implemented according to the timing restrictions listed in the mitigation table. 
Examples of non-compliances include, but are not limited to: 

 Use of new access roads, staging areas, or extra workspaces not identified on the project drawings or 
approved for use during construction. 
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 Encroachment into an exclusion zone or sensitive resource area designated for avoidance. 

 Brush clearing outside the approved work limits. 

 Activity during seasonal activity restrictions. 

 Grading, foundation, or line work without required biological pre-construction surveys or biological 
monitor onsite. 

 Improper installation of erosion or sediment control structures if it puts a sensitive resource at risk. 

 Discharge of sediment laden trench or foundation hole water into a waterbody or storm drain. 

The CPUC EM will immediately notify the designated SDG&E representative of a non-compliance that 
requires immediate corrective action. A Non-Compliance Report will be sent to SDG&E from the CPUC 
Project Manager that outlines the incident, lists actions required to bring the activity back into compli-
ance, and provides a timeline for follow-up. All Non-Compliance Reports and Project Memoranda will be 
provided to the agencies and applicable jurisdictions. 

If a construction activity or observed resource protection measure only slightly deviates from project 
requirements and does not put a resource at immediate risk, the CPUC EM may elect to issue a Project 
Memorandum to get the issue corrected. Construction activities that could result in a Project 
Memorandum include, but are not limited to: 

 Failure to properly maintain an erosion or sediment control structure, but the structure remains 
functional. 

 Use of an existing unapproved access road (first offense). 

 Project personnel begin work on the ROW without proof of training. 

 Work outside the approved work limits where the off-ROW incident is within a previously disturbed 
area, such as a gravel lot. 

Through the issuance of Project Memoranda and Non-Compliance Reports patterns of compliance issues 
can be discerned, preventative measures can be developed, and remedial work, if needed, can be scheduled. 
Incident reports (i.e., spills) would also be tracked in the Weekly Reports. Repeated events that individually 
might not be considered non-compliance may become non-compliance if continued occurrence after initial 
non-compliance activity is observed and documented. In other words, repeated incidences will result in a 
non-compliance. 

Various unanticipated events may also occur that impact Project personnel, public safety, or other 
resources.  These events may not result in a deviation or violation of a mitigation measure or permit 
condition, but it is important that these events are reported to the appropriate agencies so they may 
respond to questions or concerns from the public.  Accordingly, SDG&E and/or the CPUC EM will 
immediately report these events to the CPUC, BLM, and other regulatory agencies as appropriateupon 
verification of such information.  The protocol for communicating these events is provided in 
Attachment Q. 

Compliance and Non-Compliance Violation Levels 

Project compliance and non-compliance violation levels and the specific corrective actions are defined as 
follows: 

 Level 0 Compliance. This level indicates that all mitigation measures and permit conditions are being 
complied with and there are no violations. No corrective action is necessary. 
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 Level 1 Non-Compliance. One aspect of a mitigation measure has not been complied with resulting 
in only partial implementation of a mitigation measure, but no significant impact. An oral warning 
shall be issued to SDG&E’s Environmental Coordinator (or assigned designee) and corrective action 
shall be required within a stated maximum period, to be determined by the CPUC EM. If corrective 
action is not taken within the stated period, a Project Memorandum will be issued. 

 Level 2 Non-Compliance. One or more aspects of a mitigation measure have not been complied with, 
making the mitigation ineffective and resulting in minor impacts. If allowed to continue, this non-
compliance could result in a significant impact over time. An oral warning followed by a Project 
Memorandum shall be submitted to SDG&E’s Environmental Coordinator (or assigned designee). 
Corrective action shall begin by the next construction day. If corrective action is not begun by the 
next construction day, a Non-Compliance Report shall be issued. 

 Level 3 Non-Compliance. One or more of the aspects or a mitigation measure are not complied with 
and the implementation of a mitigation measure is deficient or non-existent, resulting in significant 
impact(s), or there is immediate threat of major, irreversible environmental damage or property loss. An 
oral warning, followed by a Non-Compliance Report, shall be submitted to SDG&E’s Environmental 
Coordinator (or assigned designee). Corrective action shall begin immediately. 

All non-compliance activity will be reported by Aspen to the CPUC Project Manager via immediate 
notification, or daily or weekly reporting based on the severity of the non-compliance. Based on the 
severity of a given infraction or pattern of non-compliance activity, the CPUC Project Manager has the 
authority to shut down project construction activities.  If a shutdown of construction activity occurs, 
construction shall not resume until the CPUC Project Manager authorizes it to do so. No Aspen 
personnel (PM, CPUC Lead EM, or CPUC EM) has the authority to shut down or restart con-
struction activities on a segment- or project-wide scale. However, the CPUC EM has the authority to 
redirect work if an immediate threat to safety or a sensitive resource is imminent. 

 

4.2 Project Changes 

4.2.1 Transition from Preliminary Design to Final Engineering 

The EIR/EIS analysis of the Sunrise Powerlink Project is based on preliminary design, as described in 
Section B.1 of the Final EIR/EIS, which states that: 

[The Project Description] section includes maps of the Proposed Project area that illus-
trate land-ownership and general routing. Appendix 11 of the Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) includes detailed maps that illustrate the approxi-
mate proposed locations of each transmission structure and associated facilities based upon 
the status of SDG&E’s preliminary engineering studies to date. 

Because the project has now been approved by CPUC, BLM, and other jurisdictional agencies, SDG&E is 
in the process of completing final project design and engineering. Some project component locations are 
being modified as engineering is completed and to comply with mitigation measures requiring resource 
avoidance to minimize or avoid environmental impacts and reduce or eliminate feasibility constraints. In 
addition, some project components will be moved to accommodate landowner location preferences where 
possible, in compliance with Mitigation Measure L-2b (Revise project elements to minimize land use 
conflicts). 
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SDG&E will submit to the Lead Agencies a construction plan that illustrates the location of project com-
ponents at the time of the Final EIR/EIS, and any changes that have been made since that time. All 
changes will be reviewed by the CPUC and BLM, to ensure that there are no changes that require addi-
tional CEQA or NEPA compliance review (i.e., that no new or more severe impacts are created by the 
changes). A memorandum will be prepared to document the changes and the impacts of the final plan. 
This memorandum will be approved by the CPUC and BLM. Detailed maps will be presented on the 
project website. 

4.2.2 Project Changes After Final Engineering 

At various times throughout project construction (following approval of final design plans), the need for 
extra workspace or additional access roads may be identified. Similarly, changes to the project require-
ments (e.g., mitigation measures, specifications, etc.) may be needed to facilitate construction or provide 
more effective protection of resources. SDG&E in consultation the applicable resource agencies should 
work together to find solutions when variations or adjustments are necessary for specific field situations to 
avoid conflicts with adopted mitigation measures, conservation measures or specifications. 

4.2.2.1 Variance Procedures 

The CPUC and BLM Project Managers along with the CPUC EMs will ensure that any variance process 
or deviation from the procedures identified under the monitoring program is consistent with CEQA and 
NEPA requirements. No project variance will be approved by the CPUC or BLM if it creates new 
significant impacts. A variance should be strictly limited to minor project changes that will not trigger 
other permit requirements, that does not increase the severity of an impact to a level of significance or 
create a new significant impact, and that clearly and strictly complies with the intent of the mitigation 
measure. 

A proposed project change that has the potential for creating significant environmental effects will be eval-
uated to determine whether supplemental CEQA and/or NEPA review is required. Any proposed deviation 
from the approved project, adopted mitigation measures, APMs, and correction of such deviation, will be 
reported immediately to the CPUC EM for their review. The CPUC EM will review the variance request 
to ensure that all of the information required to process the variance is included and then forward the 
request to the CPUC and/or BLM Project Manager for review and approval. The CPUC and/or BLM 
Project Manager may request a site visit from the CPUC EM or need additional information to process the 
variance. In some cases, a variance may also require approval by jurisdictional agencies. In general a 
variance request must include the following information: 

 A description of the Variance. 

 An explanation of the necessity for the Variance. 

 Detailed description of the location, including maps, photos, and/or other supporting documents. 

 Which mitigation measure, Applicant Proposed Measure, permit condition or requirement, project 
parameters, or other project stipulation is the variance being requested for, and a reference to the 
approved documents. 

 How the variance request deviates from a project requirement. 

 Biological resource surveys or verification that no biological resources would be significantly 
impacted. 

 Cultural resource surveys or verification that no cultural resources would be significantly impacted. 
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 Landowner approval if the location is not within SDG&E’s ROW or property. 

 Water/wetland/stormwater related resource information if the variance would approve any additional 
land disturbance, road distance or width, changes to jurisdictional delineation of waters, changes to 
water protection BMPs, etc. 

 Agency approval (if necessary) 

 Date of expected construction at the variance site. 

A sample variance request form is included as Attachment D. All variances issued throughout project 
construction are tracked in tabular format in the weekly reports. 

4.2.2.2 Temporary Extra Work Space Procedures 

For the purposes of this MMCRP, Temporary Extra Work Space (TEWS) is defined as a work space that 
would be utilized by SDG&E during construction for a period of up to 60 days, and that was not identified and 
evaluated during the CEQA process. Anything required to be utilized for a period longer than 60 days will 
require a variance (see Section 3.2.2.1). SDG&E must demonstrate that: the TEWS is located in a disturbed 
area with no sensitive resources or land uses onsite or adjacent to the proposed work space, SDG&E has 
permission of the applicable landowner (e.g., municipality or private) to use the work space, and that use 
of the TEWS would not result in any significant environmental impacts. 

In the event that SDG&E determines a need for a construction TEWS, it must submit such a request to the 
CPUC EM. The CPUC EM will have the authority to approve or deny use of a TEWS, assuming it meets 
the criteria defined in the previous paragraph. SDG&E will not be permitted to use a TEWS prior to 
receiving written authorization from the CPUC EM. The CPUC EM will also send a copy of the TEWS to 
USFWS. 

Following is a list of the specific information that SDG&E would be required to submit with its TEWS 
request: 

 Date of request; 

 Location of the TEWS (detailed description, including maps if required); 

 Property owner of TEWS; 

 An explanation of the necessity for the TEWS; 

 An analysis that demonstrates no new significant impacts would result from use of the TEWS including: 
compaction contributing to runoff rates or other stormwater/watershed effects; observed existing impacts 
to the site, such as old oil spills or other potentially hazardous or polluting substances; abandoned vehicles, 
equipment or other materials; or other sensitive resources; 

 Biological and botanical survey, especially for invasive plants, and mitigation for invasive plants if 
present. 

 Duration and dates of expected use of the TEWS. 

 Details of the expected condition of the site after use. 

A sample TEWS form is included as Attachment E. 
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