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Executive Summary

Introduction and Project Overview

Southern California Gas Company (the applicant) provides natural gas services to approximately six-21
million customers in Southern California, and operates four storage fields to meet customer demand. The
applicant’s Aliso Canyon Natural Gas Storage Field (storage field), which is located in Los Angeles
County, has an inventory of approximately 165 billion standard cubic feet (scf) and is one of the largest
in the United States. It has a withdrawal capacity of up to 1.875 billion scf per day and an injection
capacityrate of up to 300 million scf per day. Injection at the storage field is provided by three turbine—
driven compressors, which are powered by natural gas. Figure E-1 shows the location of the proposed
project and surrounding areas.

The applicant filed an application on September 28, 2009 (A.09-09-020) with the California Public
Utilities Commission (CPUC) to amend its Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for the
construction and operation of the Aliso Canyon Turbine Replacement Project (the proposed project). The
application was deemed complete on March 24, 2010. The purpose of the proposed project is to comply
with the terms of a settlement agreement implemented by CPUC decision D.08-12-020 (provided in
Appendix A of this environmental impact report [EIR]) while maintaining or improving the reliability
and efficiency of storage facility operations.

Objectives of the Proposed Project
The two basic objectives of the proposed project are to:

1. Comply with the terms of the Settlement Agreement implemented by CPUC decision D.08-12-
020; and

2. Maintain or improve the reliability and efficiency of storage facility operations at the Aliso
Canyon Natural Gas Storage Field.

Settlement Agreement

The applicant is required to implement the proposed project to meet the terms of Phase 1 of the
Settlement Agreement between the applicant and parties to the 2009 Biennial Cost Allocation Proceeding
approved by the CPUC (Appendix A). The Settlement Agreement requires that the applicant increase the
overall injection capacity at the field by approximately 145 million scf per day.

The proposed eempressers-project would be capable of increasing the storage field’s natural-gas
injection capacity from approximately 300 million scf per day to approximately 450 million scf per day.
The storage field’s withdrawal capacity would not change.

The proposed project eempressers would also improve natural gas service reliability and efficiency. The
existing gas turbine—driven compressors at the storage field were installed in 1971. Gas turbines alter
compressor speed by varying fuel input. The new motor-driven variable-speed compressors meters that
would be installed as part of the proposed project have the ability to alter compressor speed as gas
pressure ratios and flow rates change more precisely than the existing gas turbines. Hence, the new
motors would be capable of better matching operating pressures at the storage field and would be more
energy efficient.
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Approach to Environmental Review

As lead agency, the CPUC must determine through the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
process whether the proposed project would result in significant impacts to the environment, and whether
those impacts could be avoided, eliminated, compensated for, or reduced to less than significant levels.
This EIR will become part of a body of evidence that the CPUC will use in deciding whether to approve
Southern California Gas Company’s application.

Fhe-CRUCis-seeking-comments-on-this Braft EXR-The CPUC willrespendhas responded to comments

on the Draft EIR, conducted additional analysis as necessary, and modifiedy mitigation measures as
appropriate. If the CPUC approves the project, CPUC staff would closely monitor the applicant’s
compliance with the requirements imposed by the mitigation measures.

Description of the Proposed Project

The construction of the proposed project would expand the storage field’s natural-gas injection capacity
from approximately 300 million eubic-feet{scf) per day to approximately 450 million scf per day. As part
of the proposed project, the applicant would construct and operate the following project components at
the storage field:

o Central Compressor Station with three new electric-driven, variable-speed compressors and
pipelines to connect the station to existing facilities;

e 12-kilovolt (kV) Plant Power Line to supply the Central Compressor Station with power;

o Office and crew-shift buildings; and

e Guardhouse on a widened segment of the existing entry road into the storage field."
The applicant would decommission and remove the:

e Existing compressor station and its three gas turbine—driven compressors; and

e Existing main office and crew-shift buildings.
To power the proposed electric-driven, variable-speed compressors, SCE would:
e Construct and operate a 56-megavolt-ampere (MVA), 66/12-kV substation (the Natural

Substation) on the storage field site; and

e Reconductor and replace towers and poles along segments of SCE’s Chatsworth—-MacNeil—-
Newhall-San Fernando 66-kV Subtransmission Line and MacNeil-Newhall-San Fernando
66-kV Subtransmission Line in the proposed project area.

! The existing guardhouse at the storage field would not be removed as part of the proposed project.

2 The initial build of the Natural Substation would include the installation of two 28 MVA, 66/12-kV transformers.
Space would be available for the installation of up to two additional 28 MVA transformers as spares in the event
of a long term transformer delivery delay (fer-a-total-of 112 MVA} if needed in the future. SCEThe applicant
estimates that 50 megawattsMVA of electricity would be required to meet the increase in electrical demand from
operation of the proposed electric—driven compressors.
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To allow for remote monitoring and operation of the proposed electrical facilities, SCE would:

o Install equipment (new relaying systems to improve protection) at SCE’s Newhall substation in
the City of Santa Clarita, Chatsworth substation in the County of Ventura, and San Fernando
substation in the City of Los Angeles-Chatsworth,-and-San-Fernando-Substations-in-the-proposed
projeetarea; and

o Install new fiber optic telecommunications cable in and around the propesed-project-areastorage
field area and along SCE rights-of-way.

In addition, the applicant would apply to the CPUC to enlarge SCE’s existing easement on the storage
field site, which would be necessary for SCE to construct and operate the Natural Substation. SCE’s
Northern Transmission/Substation Regional Facility at Pardee Substation in Santa Clarita would likely be
used as the primary staging areas for the 66-kV subtransmission line reconductoring.

Construction of the proposed project would take approximately 2224 months.

Notice of Preparation

In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, the CPUC prepared a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for this
EIR. The CPUC circulated the NOP for the proposed project on October 21, 2010, to local, state, and
federal agencies, and the State Clearinghouse, opening a 30-day comment period on the scope and
content of the EIR and announcing two public scoping meetings. The CPUC held two public meetings in
November, 2010, and received six comment letters on the NOP from public agencies and eleven
comment letters on the NOP from members of the public.

Areas of Potential Controversy

Several areas of potential controversy were identified for the proposed project through the public scoping
process, including;

o Safety of storage field operations, including natural gas injection and withdrawal,

e Aesthetics;

e Air Quality;

e Biological Resources;

e Cultural Resources;

e Hazards and Hazardous Materials;

e Hydrology and Water Quality;

e Land Use and Planning;

e Noise;

e Public Services and Utilities; and

e Alternatives.
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Less than Significant Impacts (Including Significant Impacts that Can
Be Mitigated)

The EIR addresses all potentially significant environmental impacts identified during the public scoping.
The evaluation of potential project impacts resulted in the determination that the following
environmental impacts would be less than significant with or without mitigation:

e Aesthetics

e Agricultural and Forestry Resources

e Air Quality

o Biological Resources

e Cultural Resources

e Geology, Soils, and Mineral Resources

e Greenhouse Gas Emissions

e Hazards and Hazardous Materials

e Hydrology and Water Quality

e Land Use and Planning

e Noise

e Population and Housing

e Public Services and Utilities

e Recreation

e Transportation and Traffic
The mitigation measures identified to reduce significant impacts to less than significant levels are
discussed in Chapter 7, “Mitigation Monitoring Plan” and are summarized at the end of this Executive
Summary in Table E-1. A final Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance, and Reporting Program (MMCRP)
was prepared for the Final EIR and incorporates changes to the proposed project and mitigation measures
that were made as a result of public review of the Draft EIR and further consideration of the proposed

project by the CPUC. This MMCRRP is presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring,
Reporting, and Compliance Program,” of the Final EIR.

Cumulative Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations

The CEQA Guidelines require that potential cumulative impacts be assessed by developing either a list of
past, present, and probable future projects that would produce related or cumulative effects in
combination with the proposed project or a summary of projections contained in adopted general plans or
related planning documents. The discussion of cumulative impacts presented in Chapter 6, “Cumulative
Impacts and Other CEQA Considerations,” of this EIR describes the potential cumulative impacts for
each resource area addressed in Chapter 4, “Environmental Analysis.” An analysis of whether the
proposed project would result in growth-inducing impacts or significant and irreversible environmental
changes is also presented in Chapter 6.
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Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts

Section 15126.2(b) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR describe any significant impacts,
including those that can be reduced through implementation of mitigation measures but nonetheless
would still remain significant (i.e., would not be reduced to less than significant levels). No significant
and unavoidable environmental impacts were identified for any resource areas in this EIR.

Alternatives

Alternatives to the proposed project have been identified and evaluated in accordance with CEQA Guidelines.
CEQA Guidelines (Section 15126.6[a]) state:

An EIR shall describe a reasonable range of alternatives to the project, or to the location of the
project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid
or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project.

CEQA Guidelines (Section 15364) define feasibility as:

....capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time,
taking into account economic, environmental, legal, social, and technological factors.

Alternatives to the proposed project were suggested during the scoping period by the general public and
government agencies after the applicant submitted its application to the CPUC. Some of the alternatives
reviewed in this report were presented in the applicant’s Proponent Environmental Assessment (PEA)
and others were identified by the CPUC Energy Division as a result of the agency’s independent review.
In total, ten alternatives were identified, including a design alternative (non-wires alternative), electrical
alternatives, siting alternatives, and routing alternatives (Appendix C, “Alternatives Screening Report™).
The alternatives were modified as a result of comments on the Draft EIR and as a result of minor
modification made to the project description, as discussed in the Final EIR.

Alternatives Evaluated in this EIR

The alternatives to the proposed project were selected for analysis based on a screening process that
considered the following criteria: meets the basic objectives of the proposed project, lessens significant
impacts, is feasible, and represents a reasonable range of alternatives. Alternatives were eliminated from
consideration if they failed to meet these criteria. Alternatives that were remote or speculative or the
effects of which could not be reasonably predicted, were also eliminated. The applicant considered
several alternatives to reduce impacts on air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, hazards, and
noise. This section briefly describes the alternatives that were selected for further consideration.

Based on the analysis presented in the EIR, the proposed project and the following three-two alternatives
were retained for further consideration in the EIR:

o Design Alternative (Alternate Compressor Drive Type, a Non-wires Alternative); and

o No Project Alternative.
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Appendix C, “Alternatives Screening Report,” includes figures showing the proposed project and each
alternative, including those that were eliminated from further consideration in this EIR.

Design Alternative (Alternate Compressor Drive Type, a Non-wires Alternative)

Under the Design Alternative, which was proposed in the PEA, new gas turbine—driven compressors with
greater capacity than the existing gas turbine—driven compressors would be installed in the proposed
Central Compressor Station instead of electric-driven, variable-speed compressors. The gas turbine—
driven compressors would combust natural gas for power rather than use electricity. The proposed
Natural Substation, 66-kV subtransmission line reconductoring, and telecommunications line
installations would not be required for this alternative. Access to the storage field from Sesnon Boulevard
would be improved, and the new guardhouse, main office building, and crew-shift building would be
constructed as proposed.

No Project Alternative

The No Project Alternative is the circumstance under which the proposed project does not proceed.
Under the No Project Alternative, the existing gas turbine—driven compressors would not be replaced at
the storage field, and the storage field’s injection capacity would not be increased. Compliance with the
terms of the Settlement Agreement would not be achieved (Objective #1), and the reliability and
efficiency of storage facility operations would not be maintained or improved (Objective #2).

The existing gas turbine—driven compressors were installed in 1971. Production of the gas turbines was
halted by the manufacturer in the late 1970s and replacement parts are extremely limited. It is anticipated
that maintenance issues requiring compressor replacement parts would take longer to address over time,
and that the current level of compressor reliability experienced at the storage field would decrease.
Therefore, neither of the basic objectives of the proposed project would be achieved under the No Project
Alternative.

Environmentally Superior Alternative: Proposed Project with-Reuting-Alternative-A

Long-term impacts on coastal California gnatcatcher habitat and other biological resources would be
avoided under the Design Alternative, and a number of short-term construction impacts would be avoided
or reduced, but the alternative’s air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions impacts would be both
long-term and widespread, impacting resources in addition to those located in proximity to the
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components of the Design Alternative. Furthermore, while offsets can be purchased for air quality
impacts, and offsets may be negotiated for GHG impacts, mitigation through the purchase of offsets is
indirect. Direct mitigation for air pollutant and GHG emissions can be difficult to implement and, in
some cases, cannot sufficiently reduce impacts. Therefore, because the proposed project, during
operations, would avoid or reduce long-term impacts from air pollutant emissions and result in a net
reduction of GHG emissions in comparison to the Design Alternative, the proposed project would be the
Environmentally Superior Alternative.

Major Conclusions of the Draft EIR

No significant and unavoidable adverse environmental impacts have been identified that would result
from construction or operation of the proposed project. All of the impacts identified in Chapter 4,
“Environmental Analysis,” are either less than significant or, with mitigation, would be reduced to less
than significant levels. Among the alternatives considered in this EIR, it was determined that the

proposed project with-Reuting-Alternative-A would be the Environmentally Superior Alternative.
Draft Mitigation Monitoring Plan

A Draft Mitigation Monitoring Plan for the proposed project is presented in Chapter 7 of this Draft EIR.
A final Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance, and Reporting Program (MMCRP) wit-be was prepared for
the Final EIR that-and incorporates any-changes to the proposed project erand mitigation measures that
are-were made as a result of public review of the Draft EIR and further consideration of the proposed
project by the CPUC. This MMCRP is presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring,
Reporting, and Compliance Program,” of the Final EIR.
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts (Note: Revisions to this table are presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance,

and Reporting Program,” of the Final EIR)

Impact

Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
and
Mitigation Measures (MMs)

Monitoring Requirements

Timing

4.1 Aesthetics

Impact AE-4: Create a new source of
substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views
in the area

APM AE-1: Night Lighting. The applicant and
SCE will ensure that construction activities
occurring at night will use lighting to protect the
safety of the construction workers but orient the
lights to minimize their effect on any nearby
sensitive receptors. The lighting will be directed
downward and shielded to eliminate offsite light
spill at times when the lighting might be in use.

Confirm that construction lighting is
oriented to minimized effects on
nearby sensitive receptors (APM
AE-1).

During construction

4.2 Agriculture

No applicable APMs or mitigation measures.

4.3 Air Quality

Impact AQ-3: Result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project
region is nonattainment.

APM AQ-1: Maintain Engines in Good Working
Condition. The applicant and SCE will ensure
that equipment engines will be maintained in
good condition and in proper tune as per the
manufacturers’ specifications.

APM AQ-2: Minimization of Equipment Use.
The applicant and SCE will ensure that staff and
daily construction activities will be efficiently
scheduled to minimize the use of
unnecessary/duplicate equipment when possible.

APM AQ-3 Minimization of Disturbed Areas.
The applicant and SCE will ensure that the
amount of area disturbed by clearing, grading,
earth moving, or excavation operations is
minimized to reduce the amount of fugitive dust
that is generated during construction in a manner
that meets or exceeds the requirements of the

e  Confirm that Regional Clean Air
Incentive Market Trading
Credits are purchased as
specified in MM AQ-2.

e  See additional requirements for
APMs AQ-1 through AQ-7 and
MMs AQ-1 and AQ-2.

Prior to and during construction
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts (Note: Revisions to this table are presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance,
and Reporting Program,” of the Final EIR)

Impact

Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
and
Mitigation Measures (MMs)

Monitoring Requirements

Timing

South Coast Air Quality Management District's
Rule 43 (Fugitive Dust Regulations).

APM AQ-4: Watering Prior to Grading and
Excavation. The applicant and SCE will ensure
that pre-grading/excavation activities will include
watering the area to be graded or excavated
before commencement of grading or excavation
operations. Application of water (preferably
reclaimed, if available) will penetrate sufficiently
to minimize fugitive dust during grading activities.

APM AQ-5: Vehicle Speed Limits. The applicant
will post signs in the storage field along
designated travel routes and limiting traffic to 15
miles per hour or less.

APM AQ-6: Fugitive Dust from High Winds.
During periods of high winds (i.e., wind speed
sufficient to cause fugitive dust to impact adjacent
properties), the applicant and SCE will ensure
that all clearing, grading, earth moving, and
excavation operations will be curtailed to the
degree necessary to prevent fugitive dust created
by onsite activities and operations from being a
nuisance or hazard, either offsite or onsite.

APM AQ-7: Cleaning of Paved Roads. The
applicant and SCE will ensure that paved road
surfaces will use vacuum sweeping and/or water
flushing to remove buildup of loose material to
control dust emissions from travel on paved
access roads (including adjacent public streets
impacted by construction activities) and paved
parking areas.
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts (Note: Revisions to this table are presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance,
and Reporting Program,” of the Final EIR)

Impact

Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
and
Mitigation Measures (MMs)

Monitoring Requirements

Timing

MM AQ-1: Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx) Credits.
The emissions of NOx due to construction of the
proposed project will be mitigated through the
purchase of Regional Clean Air Incentive Market
Trading Credits (RTCs) for every pound of NOx
emissions in excess of the SCAQMD daily
significance threshold of 100 pounds per day.
The total amount of NOx RTCs to be purchased
will be calculated when the construction schedule
and operating conditions are finalized. The
applicant will purchase and submit the required
RTCs to the SCAQMD prior to the start of project
construction. The applicant will also track actual
daily emissions during construction according to a
monitoring plan that includes records of
equipment and vehicle usage.

MM AQ-2: Tier 3 Off-Road Emissions
Standards. All off-road diesel-powered
construction equipment greater than 50
horsepower used during reconductoring of the
66-kV subtransmission line will meet Tier 3 off-
road emissions standards.

4.4 Biological Resources

Impact BR-1: Substantial adverse
direct or indirect effect on special
status species.

Coastal California Gnatcatcher Habitat
(Including Critical Habitat)

APM AQ-3: Minimization of Disturbed Areas.
See above.

APM AQ-4: Watering Prior to Grading and
Excavation. See above.

APM BR-2: Designated Work Zones and
Sensitive Resource Avoidance. Prior to ground-

Ensure that the applicant and
SCE conduct preconstruction
surveys for wildlife and plant
species as specified in APM
BR-1.

Ensure that the applicant and
SCE conduct protocol-level pre-
construction surveys for coastal
California gnatcatcher as

Prior to, during, and after

construction
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts (Note: Revisions to this table are presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance,
and Reporting Program,” of the Final EIR)

Impact

Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
and
Mitigation Measures (MMs)

Monitoring Requirements

Timing

disturbing activities, the applicant and SCE wiill
ensure that work zones are clearly staked and
flagged. Construction work areas will be identified
to ensure that construction activities, equipment,
and associated activities are confined to
designated work zones and areas supporting
sensitive resources (special-status plants and
wildlife, and high-value habitats, such as
wetlands) are avoided.

APM BR-3: Post-Construction Restoration for
Reconductoring. SCE will ensure that all areas
that are temporarily disturbed during 66-kV
subtransmission line reconductoring will be
restored as close to preconstruction conditions as
possible or to the conditions agreed upon
between the landowner and SCE following
completion of construction of the proposed
project.

APM BR-4: Preconstruction Gnatcatcher
Surveys. The applicant and SCE will ensure that
protocol-level pre-construction surveys will be
conducted for coastal California gnatcatcher, in
project component areas where suitable habitat
exists and for all project activities proposed within
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service designated critical
habitat in accordance with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service Coastal California Gnatcatcher
(Polioptila californica californica)
Presence/Absence Survey Guidelines, February
28, 1997. In the event that coastal California
gnatcatcher are observed in pre-construction
surveys, a buffer of 500 feet from any active nest
will be flagged and maintained by a biological

specified in APM BR-4 and
least Bell's vireo and
southwestern willow flycatcher
as specified in MM BR-8.

Ensure that SCE conducts
surveys of vegetation and
estimates the total area of intact
Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub
(MM BR-2) and prepares a
Habitat Restoration Plan for
Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub
(MM BR-3).

Ensure that the applicant and
SCE complete formal
delineations per USACE
protocols as specified in MM
BR-5.

Ensure that the applicant and
SCE design all transmission
structures as specified in MM
BR-6 and implement avian
protection plans as specified in
MM BR-7.

Ensure that the applicant and
SCE conduct pre-construction
nesting surveys for golden
eagle as specified MM BR-9.

Ensure that the applicant and
SCE conduct pre-construction
surveys for Plummer's mariposa
lily and slender mariposa lily as
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts (Note: Revisions to this table are presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance,
and Reporting Program,” of the Final EIR)

Impact

Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
and
Mitigation Measures (MMs)

Monitoring Requirements

Timing

monitor. Areas of 2 or more contiguous acres of
suitable coastal California gnatcatcher habitat will
be identified at the time of pre-construction
surveys, and work within or near these areas will
be performed outside of the breeding and nesting
season (coastal California gnatcatcher
breeding/nesting season is approximately
February 15 through August 30).

APM BR-5: Exclusionary Fencing. The
applicant and SCE will ensure that exclusionary
fencing will be installed around work and
laydown/staging areas, where necessary, to
prevent inadvertent encroachment into the native
habitat adjacent to areas of impact. Brightly
colored, protective construction fencing and/or silt
fencing will be erected surrounding the work area
where it abuts native habitat prior to the start of
construction and/or demolition.

APM BR-6: Biological Monitoring. The
applicant and SCE will ensure that biological
monitoring will be conducted during construction
in all areas within 100 feet of native vegetation
that has the potential, or is known, to provide
habitat for special status species.

APM GE-3: Erosion and Sediment Control.
See above.

APM HZ-6: Worker Environmental Awareness
Training. See below.

MM BR-1: Trimming of Vegetation. In order to
minimize the removal of vegetation in areas of
habitat for the coastal California gnatcatcher, for

specified MM BR-10.

See above/below for APMs AQ-

3, AQ-4, GE-3, and HZ-6.

See additional requirements for
APMs BR-1 through BR-8 and
MMs BR-1 through BR-11.
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts (Note: Revisions to this table are presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance,
and Reporting Program,” of the Final EIR)

Impact

Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
and
Mitigation Measures (MMs)

Monitoring Requirements

Timing

the 66-kV subtransmission line,
Telecommunications Route #2, and proposed
Natural Substation project areas, SCE will ensure
that trimming of all native vegetation, riparian
vegetation, and vegetation that provides potential
habitat for coastal California gnatcatcher will be
performed by a certified arborist or a person with
a minimum of 6 years' regional expertise in
trimming trees/shrubs in this area and who has
worked under a certified arborist.

MM BR-2: Minimize Removal of Venturan
Coastal Sage Scrub. For the 66-kV
subtransmission line, Telecommunications Route
#2, and proposed Natural Substation project
areas, SCE will minimize the removal of Venturan
Coastal Sage Scrub associations, particularly
within designated critical habitat for the coastal
California gnatcatcher. Prior to construction and
for each of these project areas, SCE will:

1. Ensure that a survey of vegetation and
estimate of the total area of intact Venturan
Coastal Sage Scrub is completed by a
qualified botanist familiar with this vegetation
association.

2. Avoid removal of more than 10 percent of

intact Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub within a
single project area. “Project Areas” are
defined as:

a. Storage field project components
(including the proposed Natural
Substation): areas of ground
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts (Note: Revisions to this table are presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance,
and Reporting Program,” of the Final EIR)

Impact

Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
and
Mitigation Measures (MMs)

Monitoring Requirements

Timing

disturbance during construction;

b. Access and other roads that would be
constructed/modified: 300 linear feet,
with a 100-foot buffer on either side of
the road; and

c. 66-kV line and Telecommunications
Route #2: for each pole, a 100-foot
radius around the base, plus 100 feet
along each extent of the linear ROW
beyond the 100-foot radius area.

3. Ensure that areas of intact, contiguous
Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub shall not be
reduced below a 2-acre threshold.

In the event that the applicant wishes to remove
more than 10 percent of intact Venturan Coastal
Sage Scrub within a single project area, or where
intact, contiguous areas of Venturan Coastal
Sage Scrub may be reduced below a 2-acre
threshold, the applicant will compensate for this
loss through the restoration and/or creation of
Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub habitat per the
applicant’s Habitat Restoration Plan for Venturan
Coastal Sage Scrub, at a minimum ratio of 2:1
(for example, 2 acres of Venturan Coastal Sage
Scrub created or restored for every 1 acre
impacted).

MM BR-3: Habitat Restoration Plan for
Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub. Prior to
construction of the proposed project, and with the
coordination and review of USFWS and CDFG,
SCE will prepare a habitat restoration plan for
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts (Note: Revisions to this table are presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance,
and Reporting Program,” of the Final EIR)

Impact

Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
and
Mitigation Measures (MMs)

Monitoring Requirements

Timing

Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub associations for
the 66-kV subtransmission line,
Telecommunications Route #2, and proposed
Natural Substation project areas. The restoration
plan will be prepared by a qualified botanist
familiar with this vegetation association. Per the
requirements of MM BR-2, Venturan Coastal
Sage Scrub habitat occurring in these work areas
will be identified and quantified; surveys
(including vegetation maps) and quantification of
Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub habitat will be
included in the restoration plan. Restoration will
occur at a minimum ratio of 0.5:1 (0.5 acres of
Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub created or restored
for every 1 acre impacted during project
construction), and may be completed by:

1. Establishing Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub
habitat within the project areas (onsite);

2. Establishing Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub
habitat outside the project areas (offsite); or

3. Purchase of credits and/or mitigation lands
at a ratio above 0.5:1 from an entity
reviewed and approved by the USFWS
and/or CDFG.

Details of the restoration plan will be finalized
pending consultation between SCE, USFWS, and
CDFG. For Options 1. and 2. (establishing
Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub onsite or offsite),
the plan will include the following elements:
planting/seeding palettes; monitoring and
contingency program; monitoring schedule,
including duration and performance criteria (a

APRIL2012JUNE 2013

ES-16

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



ALISO CANYON TURBINE REPLACEMENT PROJECT

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts (Note: Revisions to this table are presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance,
and Reporting Program,” of the Final EIR)

Impact

Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
and
Mitigation Measures (MMs)

Monitoring Requirements

Timing

minimum of 80 percent successful plant
establishment after a minimum of three years);
and any specific measures that will be required to
ensure success of the restoration effort.

MM BR-4: Restriction of Vehicular Traffic. The
applicant and SCE will ensure that, in all project
construction areas, vehicular traffic (including
movement of all equipment) is restricted to
established access roads indicated by flagging
and signage. All access roads that are not
otherwise assigned official speed limits will be
restricted to a speed limit of a maximum of 20
miles per hour.

Special Status Amphibians and Reptiles

APM AQ-3: Minimization of Disturbed Areas.
See above.

APMs BR-2, BR-5, and BR-6. See above.

APM GE-3: Erosion and Sediment Control.
See above.

APM HZ-6: Worker Environmental Awareness
Training. See below.

MM BR-5: Impacts on Hydrologic Features.
Prior to project construction, for all proposed
project components in the vicinity of hydrologic
features, the applicant and SCE will;

1. Complete formal delineations per USACE
protocols to confirm and determine the
extent of jurisdictional wetlands present in
the proposed project areas;
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts (Note: Revisions to this table are presented in Chapter 5, “Revised Mitigation, Monitoring, Compliance,
and Reporting Program,” of the Final EIR)

Impact

Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
and
Mitigation Measures (MMs)

Monitoring Requirements Timing

2. Consult with the USACE and CDFG to
determine whether CWA Section 404
permits and California Department of Fish
and Game Code Section 1600 Streambed
Alteration Agreements are necessary for the
proposed project, apply for these permits as
needed, and determine the area of fill that
would require compensation;

3. Commit to compensatory mitigation for any
wetland fill per any re