NORTH SAN JOSE CAPACITY PROJECT (NORTECH SUBSTATION)
PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT (A.98-06-001)

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON

THE DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (SCH#98092051)
AND DRAFT INITIAL STUDY

1. INTRODUCTION

On September 16, 1998, the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) released for public
review a Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration and Draft Initial Study for the proposed
construction of the North San Jose Capacity (Nortech Substation) Project in San Jose, California,
in compliance with the Caifornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Rule 17.1 of the
CPUC's Rules of Practice and Procedure. The reports were filed with the State Clearinghouse on
that date. A minimum 30-day review and comment period (CEQA Guidelines § 15105) began on
that date. On October 6, 1998, during the review period, a public Prehearing Conference was
noticed and held at Sony Electronics Inc., 3300 Zanker Road, San Jose. The official public
review period closed on October 16, 1998. The CPUC isthe Lead Agency for the application and
isresponsible for compliance with CEQA. The CPUC has prepared aresponse to all comments
received during the public review period on the content of the Draft Mitigated Negative
Declaration and the appended Initial Study. This document isacompilation of all written
comments received by the CPUC on the documents. This document also presents responses to
the comments.

Section 2 of this document contains the comment letters. Each comment letter was assigned a
letter of the aphabet for tracking, indicated in the upper right hand corner of the letter. Each
comment was assigned a number, placed in the margin of the letter, that does not necessarily
coincide with the numbering provided by the comment writer. All comment |etters have been
reproduced in their entirety in this document.

Section 3 of this document presents the responses to the comment letters. Responses are
organized by letter in the assigned alphabetical order and keyed to the assigned comment number.
Comments stating an individual’ s or group’ s position on an issue and comments on whether the
project should or should not be approved are noted without additional response



2. COMMENT LETTERS

Thefollowingisalist of comment letters received on the Draft Negative Declaration:

A

E

F

Antero A. Rivasplata, State of California, Governor's Office of Planning and Research,
October 19, 1998

Brian Hunter, Regional Manager, Region 3, State of California, Department of Fish and
Game, October 15, 1998

Brian Hunter, Regional Manager, Region 3, State of California, Department of Fish and
Game, October 22, 1998

Thomas Rountree, Environmental Program Manager, Santa Clara Valley Transportation
Authority, October 16, 1998

Terry P. Bredek, Sr., Director of Facilities, Sony Electronics Inc., August 10, 1998

Eddie and Lavelle Souza, September 16, 1998

Letter A isreproduced in the previous section, 4. State Clearinghouse Compliance Letter. Each
of the remaining letters are reproduced in this section.



3. RESPONSES TO COMMENTS BY LETTER

LETTER A

Antero A. Rivasplata,
State of California
Governor's Office of Planning and Research
October 19, 1998

A-1) Comment noted. No response is necessary.

LETTER B
With Attachments

Brian Hunter, Regional Manager,
Central Coast Section,
State of Cdlifornia
Department of Fish and Game
October 15, 1998

Letter B isthefirst of two letters received from Department of Fish and Game. Responses to
both letters, Letter B and Letter C, are presented together following Letter C.

LETTERC

Brian Hunter, Regional Manager,
Region 3,
State of Cdlifornia
Department of Fish and Game
October 22, 1998

B-1) The methodology used to conduct the survey involved direct observation from vehicles
and on foot throughout the proposed project areaon May 5 and 6, 1998. The area
surveyed included potential burrowing owl habitat along the proposed power line routes,
the substation site and within the temporary laydown area. The survey also included a
review of five recorded nest sites in the project vicinity. That survey was performed by
ornithologist David Plumpton (H.T. Harvey and Associates).

B-2) Comment noted.
B-3) Noimpact is anticipated due to the placement or replacement of power poles. The

substation site is considered burrowing owl breeding and forging habitat, and additional
surveys are not needed to confirm this fact.



B-4, C-1, C-2, C-3) The Department letter of October 15th (Letter B) appeared to disallow

participation in the City-wide burrowing owl habitat plan. Because ESA was in contact
with Department staff during the development of the Initial Study (1S) and Negative
Declaration (ND), and because the Department was participating in the creation of the
San Jose Burrowing Owl Habitat Conservation and |mplementation Plan, ESA requested
clarification. The Department’ s response, in the October 22nd letter (Letter C), clearly
acknowledges the owl plan and would accept participation in the plan as adequate
mitigation, provided that the plan will have been approved before any ground-disturbing
activity would commence. Though the phrasing is dlightly different, thisis essentially
the mitigation measure contained in the ISand ND. The difference between the two is
the use of the phrase “adequate mitigation” instead of “full mitigation,” which are
equivalent under CEQA. Another differencein phrasing isin the description of when
the San Jose Burrowing Owl Habitat Conservation and Implementation Plan would be
complete and approved by the Department of Fish and Game. However, the Initial Study
mitigation measure mandates, and the applicant has agreed, that construction activity will
not proceed until the plan is complete and approved, which renders the phrasing
difference concerning timelines moot.

B-5, B-6, B-7) Comments noted. When burrowing owls are presumed to be present on a site, it

is not necessary to conduct a burrowing owl survey. The portion of the site presumed
occupied by owls may be mitigated by a conservation easement or fee title acquisition of
replacement habitat in a1:1 acreage ratio. Mitigation lands would be within the northern
San Jose and Alviso area, and amitigation plan and mitigation agreement would be
prepared which would legally bind PG& E to manage the land for habitat enhancement
and to monitor the replacement habitat for five years.

B-8, B-9) Comments noted. Asstated in thelS, adirect impact to any burrowing owl! or nest can

B-10)

be avoided by conducting a pre-construction survey at least 30 days prior to construction
according to the Burrowing Owl Survey Protocol referenced above. If owlsarefound to
be using the site and avoidance (including a 250 foot protective buffer) is not feasible
through project redesign (e.g., if the size and position of the facility is such that
establishing a 250-foot buffer is not physically possible), a passive relocation effort
(displacing the owls from the site) may be conducted, subject to the approval of CDFG.
Passive relocation would involve sealing the burrow, such as installing a one-way door
that allows the owl to get out but not back in, as opposed to active relocation, which
involves trapping the animal and physically moving it to another location. CDFG would
ensure that any relocation plan conformswith all applicable rules, regulations and
protocols, including the Burrowing Owl Survey Protocol and Mitigation Guidelines,
developed by the Burrowing Owl Consortium in 1993.

The commenter also requests additional information on sensitive plant surveys. This
information is provided in the report Special Status Plant Species Study for the Proposed
Kifer-Nortech 115KV Transmission Line, Trimble-Nortech 115KV Transmission Line
and Nortech Substation site in San Jose, which is appended.

The 191 landscape trees to be removed are as follows: 70 Lombardy poplars (Populus
nigra) with a diameter-at-breast-height (dbh) in the 12-inch size class; 60 Lombardy
poplarsin the 6-inch dbh class; 57 California redwoods (Sequoia sempervirens) in the



D-1)

D-2)

D-3)

D-4)

D-5)

10-inch dbh class; and 4 Californiafan pam (Washingtonia filifera) in the 18-inch dbh
class. All arein highly urbanized areas with very limited associated wildlife values.

LETTERD

Thomas Rountree
Environmental Program Manager
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
October 16, 1998

Comment noted.

The easement for the power line would limit the uses of the land within the easement.
The use of easements would be negotiated between PG& E and property owners, who
would be compensated for the loss of use that would result. As an economic matter, this
isnot atopic of the environmental impact analysis under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA).

Visual characteristics and expected impacts of the power line, including the presence of
the poles and the conductors, were discussed in detail in Section XI11. Aesthetics, pp. 71-
74, of the Initial Study. In addition, since the VTA’s October 16, 1998, letter, PG& E has
negotiated with the transit authority to address aesthetic issues and restrictions on the use
of VTA property. According to aJanuary 8, 1999 letter (which is attached to this
Response to Comments) from Mr. Rountree, the VTA is now mainly concerned that the
project along Zanker Road may interfere with the planned entrance to a new facility it
intendsto develop on VTA’ s existing undeveloped property. Thisisanissuethat is
properly being handled through direct negotiations between VTA and PG&E.

Comment noted.

Alternative substation sites and alternative routes of the Trimble-Nortech power line
were considered by PG&E. These aternatives were presented and discussed in
Application A-98-06-001, under Alternatives, pages 9 through 14 of the application, and
in the PEA, pages 2-44 through 2-62. Three alternative routes for the Trimble-Nortech
power line, together with the selection criteria and eval uation results, are presented and
discussed on pages 2-58 through 2-62 of the PEA. In addition, since the VTA’s October
16, 1998, letter, PG& E has negotiated with the transit authority to alter the project in
order to accommodate VTA'’s concerns related to aesthetic issues and restrictions on the
use of VTA property. According to aJanuary 8, 1999 letter (attached) from Mr.
Rountree, the VTA is still officially opposed to the project because of potential effects
on the value of VTA property in the area, but it no longer is concerned about potential
impacts, as defined by CEQA, caused by the project. The January 8 letter stated that the
revised plan for routing the 115 kV transmission line along Zanker Road and SR 237
now may interfere with existing easements on VTA property and that some planned
poles may interfere with the planned entrance to a new facility it intends to develop on
VTA’s existing undevel oped property. Analysisof VTA’s concern of possible
interference with its planned entranceway reveals no significant environmental impact.
Asto the commenter’ s suggestion for routing the line along Coyote Creek, PG& E



D-6)

D-7)

rejected such aroute during its planning process because of potential impacts on habitat
and water quality in and near the creek bed.

As stated in the Initial Study, page 21 and pages 47-50, construction activities would be
coordinated with the cognizant agencies to mitigate potential adverse effects of power
line construction on traffic and transportation.

Comment noted. In atelephone conversation on October 27, 1998 between C. Bennett,
of ESA, and Roy Molseed, of VTA, the VTA was provided with the name of the
appropriate project contact at PG& E.

D-8, 9) These measures amplify the mitigation measure proposed by PG& E as part of the

E-1)

project, and listed on page 21 of the Draft Negative Declaration. Coordination of power
line construction with construction of the Tasman East Light Rail Project would be
achieved by the PG& E project manager's coordination with Arch Walters, Tasman East
Project Manager.

LETTER E

Terry P. Bredek, Sr.

Director of Facilities

Sony Electronics Inc.
August 10, 1998

Comment noted. Visual characteristics and expected visual impacts of the power line,
including the presence of the poles and the conductors, were discussed in detail in
Section XI11. Aesthetics, pp. 71-74, of the Initial Study.

E-2, 3) Alternativesto the project, including other routes for the Trimble-Nortech power line

E-4)

E-5)

and undergrounding of portions of that power line, were considered and discussed in the
PEA, pages 2-59 through 2-62. Undergrounding of the transmission lineis considered
infeasible because of the multiplicity of utility easements under the street.

Comment noted. As noted above, the visual effects of the project were discussed in the
Initial Study. The commenter’ s concern about the project’ s effect on property values
does not allege or reveal any potentially significant environmental impact.

Power line facilities are constructed in accordance with CPUC General Order Number 95
(G.0. 95) requirements, which in turn are based on construction guidelines developed by
the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE). These guidelines were most
recently updated because of knowledge gained from studying the effects of the 1992
Northridge Earthquake. Because the towers would be constructed to these requirements
and standards, structural failure of the towers would not be anticipated, even in the event
of a substantial earthquake. The commenter also expressed concern about “radiation
damage on humans, plants, animals and environmental damage,” presumably referring to
potential health effects from the propagation of electric and magnetic fields from the
proposed transmission line. The risks and the EMF intensities expected from the project
are discussed in detail in Section IX. Hazards, pages 59 through 64, of the Initial Study.



E-6)

E-7)

E-8, 9)

E-10)

Because of the lack of scientific or medical conclusions about potential health effects
from utility electric facilities and power lines, the Commission in 1993 adopted interim
measures that help to address public concern on this subject, including the deployment of
no/low-cost steps to reduce EMF levelsin new or upgraded facilities, identification of
residential and workplace EMF measurement programs available to utility customers,
and the establishment of an education and research program managed by the California
Department of Health Services (DHYS).

Inits application for authority to construct the new transmission facilities PG& E
proposes to take low- or no-cost steps to reduce EMF intensities caused by the project.
As described on Page 20 of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, these
include use of elevated poles and a“delta’ arrangement of the transmission lines such
that their magnetic fields partially cancel each other out, thus reducing field intensities to
any nearby receptor.

Pending conclusive scientific evidence of possible harm from utility facilities, EMF
cannot be considered as an “impact” or “hazard” pursuant to CEQA. The Commission
has pursued a policy of avoiding any unnecessary new exposure if it can be avoided at a
cost that is reasonable. The Commission is awaiting the results of the DHS-managed
research program and, in the meantime, relies upon DHS to provide guidance about any
future identified public health risk.

Given the Commission’s pending conclusion about the health risks posed by EMF, this
project has no impact associated with EMFs that could be considered significant.

Comment noted. Please see the response to Comments E-4 and E-5 above.

The park course may be near or directly under the power line, where some AM radio
interference may occur. The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is the relevant
authority concerning radio interference. PG&E isrequired by law to identify and correct
any problemswith its electrical system, including defectsin the system that cause radio
interference. If PG&E identifies adefect in its system that causes radio interference, it
will determine the source of the defect and fix the problem in accordance with applicable
laws (PEA, Page 12-7). However, interference with AM radio reception alone would not
constitute a significant environmental impact under CEQA. The commenter’s referral to
“areduced enjoyment” of the property is apparently referring to aesthetic impacts, which
are addressed in the response to comment E-1 above.

The EMF expected from the project is discussed in detail in Section I X. Hazards, pages
61-63, of the Initial Study. Please see the response to comment E-5 above for a
discussion of the Commission’s EMF policy.

The evaluation was based on available information about the effects of EMF. As
indicated in the Initial Study, in reference to CPUC Decision No. 93-11-013, the CPUC
is monitoring on-going studies to determine if, and at what level of exposure, EMF
would pose a health risk to the public.



E-11)

E-12)

E-13)

E-14)

F-1)

F-2)

F-3)

F-4)

The reduction in enjoyment for employees and members of the public who use the Sony
site and adjacent lands is not expected to be substantial, and would be considered aless-
than-significant adverse impact.

Visual characteristics and expected visual impacts of the power line, including the
presence of the poles and the conductors, were discussed in detail in Section XII1.
Aesthetics, pp. 71 through 74, of the Initial Study.

Placement underground within the right of way of Zanker Road was deemed to be
infeasible, due to the number of utilities already located in that right of way. See
Application A-98-06-001, pages 2-44 through 2-62, and see also comment #1 of
LETTER D, Thomas Rountree, Environmental Program Manager, Santa ClaraValley
Transportation Authority, October 16, 1998.

Please see the response to comment E-5 above

LETTERF

Eddie and Lavelle Souza
September 16, 1998

The EMF expected from the project is discussed in detail in Section IX. Hazards, pages
61-63, of the Initial Study. Please see the response to comment E-5 above for a
discussion of the Commission’s EMF policy.

Comment noted. Visual characteristics and expected visual impacts of the power line,
including the presence of the poles and the conductors, were discussed in detail in
Section X111. Aesthetics, pp. 71-74, of the Initial Study

Comment noted.

Comment noted. Please see the response to comment E-5 above for a discussion of the
Commission’s EMF policy. The Commission’s policy on EMF favors avoidance where
possible, but avoidance is not always possible when a utility must construct new
facilitiesin order to serve agrowing area. The purpose of the project was to increase the
capacity and reliability of electrical service in what the commenter acknowledgesisa
rapidly growing area. Reliability of the electric grid is the prime factor in any
Commission decision concerning a utility’ s request for authority to construct new
facilities. Inthis case, undergrounding is considered infeasi ble because of the number of
existing utility easements already under the street. However, even if undergrounding
were possible, placing the conductors underground would not guarantee minimal EMF
exposure to nearby receptors. For electric and magnetic fields, placing distance between
the source and the receptor is more effective than attempting to shield the receptor by
placing material between the source and the receptor. Therefore, maximum avoidance of
EMF for this project would be to place the lines high overhead, rather than immediately
under the street or sidewalk, which isrelatively closer to people who live or work in the
area. Also, asdescribed in the response to comment B-5 above, PG& E intends on taking
several steps that would reduce EMF exposure from the project, including arranging the
lines overhead such that the fields propagated by the lines largely cancel each other oui.



F-5)

F-6)

Existing and future EMF levels within the right of way of the power line would not be
expected to exceed the levels discussed in the Initial Study. Previous studies show that
transmission lines of this rating generate a maximum magnetic field of 150 milliGaus at
the edge of the right of way, even when operating at maximum capacity. Magnetic fields
drop off very rapidly as distance is increased away from the transmission line.

Therefore, the cumulative effect from this transmission line to receptors that are 300 feet
would be extremely small. Please also see the response to comment E-5 above.

The project and the cumulative EMF levels under the power lines should be well within
the guideline standards and threshold limits that the commenters present in this |etter.
See the discussion in Section | X. Hazards, pages 61-63, of the Initial Study.

With respect to alternative routes or placement underground, alternatives to the Kifer-
Nortech power line were presented and discussed in Application A-98-06-001, on pages
9 through 14, and in the PEA, on pages 2-53 through 2-59. Undergrounding of the
transmission line is considered infeasible because of the multiplicity of utility easements
under the street.

Under CEQA, examination of alternatives to a project is not required unless a project
would cause significant adverse environmental impacts that cannot be mitigated to less-
than-significant levels. Thus, no consideration or analysis of aternativesisrequiredina
Negative Declaration.
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YOJINTVILLE, GALIFQRNIS, 4805
(707) 944 5500

Dctoher 1%, LE%R

Me. Judith Ikle

CEPUC Projech Manager

/o Environmental Science Asscociates
22F Bush Stre=t, Suits 1700

San Froncisco, Callifornia 241C42

Dear Hs, Txle:

Hoxtl: Zar Joze Dapacity FrofectsNortech
Substation and PFower Lines
Megative Declarastion/Initial 3tudy
SCH 38092051, zarta Clara County

Capartment of Fish and Cams perscanel Jave cavizwed tThe
Heoztive Cac_arcalico/Initial Ztudy Loz Che Norlll San Joza
ZanzsciIiy ProjoctiHortech Substaticon and Power Linos prolacl
sunmitTed by Pecific Gza and FRlechric Company (PGEE] . “he
project woula z=lliow construction ot a substaticn on o2 dod-acre
site and associaled power lines in Norlhern S3an Jose. We have
icentified the Icllowing deficiencies in the project doocuncrnt,

Iz iz stated in the Initial Study (150, burrowing owls
ISpestyino cunicriarisal arze known to ococur ia the projecs
viginity., On page 3¢ oFf the 15, it is stated that borrowing owls
were not found on the subsisgtion zite in the spring of 19385, Nc
irformstion is provided regurdl rg the survey metrocdolsgy or
curetion that was empluyed. IL is alse pol sczted thzt nny

surveving wWas conducted in potential hurrowing oWl oakit
the prapoessd power line rodites or on the four-acre aite
u=ssd for tenporary lavdows srea@ daring construction.

L along
(it [l

ri |::-

Mitigation proposed for potential inmpects to hurrcwing owls |
iz toe conduct a preconstruction zurvey no mere than 20 days nrior
to construction and, if owlz are found, to paszively relocatse the
birds., Mitigation Zor burrowing owl habitat Ioss would be to paw
ar undztermined fze towsrd z Ean Jose Titv-wicdse burrowing owl J
conservabtisn plan, currenlly beling developed.  Altsrnanivealy,
PE&E might eloot To mitigate at a Lil acrcage relils for ‘opactec
foraging and nezting kzkitat with either The purchase ol habitat
cradits or purchase of offsite mitication lanc.

Commening Califonmia's Wildlife Sinee 1270.

Liate of Cali‘mia - The Resolrces .J'.gr'n-».' PCTL WalLECan, ..-'.-n'r"n-.'




M=z. Judith Tklie
Colobes 15, 155§
Fage Two

1f habltat suitabkle [oc Lhe burrowing owl will be ixpacted
Dy the project, we recommsend that a minlowun fous—day survey be
acopndicted between Bpril 15 and July 13 Lo determine if2 the =sits
is used during the nesting seasan.  Recommendsd survey orolocol
can be obtained [eon _his Deparzment.  Burwvevs of any arcas to
be impaoted, inciuvding the lavdown sitcs and power line routes,
need To b2 complated priorvr to approval of The Hooative
Declaralion.

Ezliznce upon a conservatlan plan that has nol wel been
conpleted or approved for mitigarnion dia nat acceptablis, AL
inpacts to burrowing owl habibtaz will coour, a2 mizigation plan
speciflic to this aroeject neads o be developed, with
replacement acreage Ildentified. We hawve Zhe fcllowing
reIDINSniations ragerding appropriats mitigation for imDacls Lo
burrowong 2wl Labiial.

There are two types of mitlgatlan necessary fos ooy
imnzcts to burrawing owls, mitigstion For the los:s of burzowling
owl hresding arnd toraging hskitaz, arnd mizigatiocn to avoid
"take" of individual burcowling owls and Lheir nest =iztes. In
orosr to determine whether or naot owls brood an or assro the
giftz, a burrewing owl survey must be fonducted acoording Lo Lhe
survey cuidalines describec io thsa 2urrewing Owl Surveay
Frofoeel and Mitigation Suldelinegs (Burzowing Owl Consostium,
12532 betwesn April 15 avd July 15, 12 burrewWing owls are
chearved during suarveys, Ttha extant of barrowing owl hablitar oo
tne site should be del:ineated by & guslifi=sd ornitholagist. 5
1:1 screage replacement ratic will be reguired Lo offset
pEMENSnT impacts to burrowing owl haszitat. Lanc iderntified to
off-s2t impacts fo burrowing owls must ke orotested in
perpetuizy eithers by a conserveticon easement or fes title
aofaisitica,.  Burzowing owl mitigaticon lands slhould be
identified witkin the northern Zan Jose and Alvise arca,

If il =5 delerminsd Lhat kurrowinng owls ooouz oo -he
oroject site, a barrcwing owl habitet mitigetion plan must be
prepared and snall be zubjest to the review znd approval of Lhe
Depariment. P Miticztiorn Agreemsrnt (MA: that will legallw bind
Che applicanrt Lo the conditions of the plan shall be execoied
netween the Department and the applicart. The Cepartment will
ret isaus & permit fa allaw ary owl relocation activities vnbil
zhe mitigstion plan hazs oeen finalized z2nd the MA hzs beocon

e L e Bh o £Y

h



¥e, Judith Tkis
Octcber 1B, LBOE
Fage Thres

The plan shouwld identily Lh= mitigstion site and any
zctivities necsssary to enhance Lhe site, insluading che
coastiruction of artificizl oDurrows. The plan should also include
2 descripticn of monitoring and manzgenmant methods proposcd ac
Che mitigatiocn sile. Monitoring ard marnzgement of any lands
identified for mitigstiaon parposcs shall ke the responsibkility of
the applicant for at least five ¥ears. An arnunal report sheuasd
oo preparec Lorx sabmitbal to the Deparctment by December 31 of
SACT YeAar. Conilingency moeasvres [or any anbicipzted problams
=hoald ne identified in The plan.

Mitigaztion Zor "take" of individuaal barrowing owls and their
nast sites s fullfilled oy cornducting a pre—ooas_raction swrway
for the species, no more than 30 dava pricr —o conztruction.
FPreconslbruchbisn suzveys nwest be conductsd acoording To The
guideliazs relferenced above., Preconstrzuction sirvevw zesalos must
b submitied to whe Desparorent Ior revicod and asprovsl. As
cigcussed above, prezonstructlon surveys that ars rejuircd
subsegquent to Coocunent approval do net replace pre-appraval
Iritial surzwveys abd miticalior plarnpiog.

It iz unlawful To take, Doszess, or destrov burrocwing owls,
thaeir nezta, or cheir eqos, pursuant to Secticn 3003.0 oI tThe
ish and Ceme Code and the Feceral Migraztorsy Bird Tr=aty Rot,
For this reascn, any impacts to the species duzing Lhe bresding
zeEson (EPebruzry 1 to hugust 31 must be avolded. IL Lhere are

constructicn goctivities praposad during The owl hreeding sczson
and if borrowing owls are chserved an, or within, 2050 f=et of =

project site dur_ng pro-construction surveyes, a Z50-fooz
protective bufier must be sstablished with the plicoxons of a
Farrier fancs which shall remain in place Tor the durat.cn oI zZhe
breeding season. IL preconsbtrustion surveyve are conducted Jusing
the noen-Zreeding seasan and burrowing owls are chsersved on the
gite, the Depsrtment will authorire owl eviction only afrtecr Lhc
hakitat mitigs=tion plan and B heve been finalized.

Oon page 5D of the IZ, it is stated that no soeclial slalus
Flants wsre identified during spring 1%%8 surveys. Information
regarding the extent and timing =f these surveva should also he
provided so Chat thelr adeguacy can be betier asscessed.  On pace
57, it is statsd tThat &2 many as 131 landscape treos will be
rercved. Mors infommazticon regarding mhe wres species, lozaticoh
in pelation to other suitable wildlife habitabt, ard replacemsnt
tr=aes needs Lo be provided.

[0



M=. Judith Tkle
Cotober 15, 132G
Panga Iaur

If you have any guestions cegarding our concerns, please
contact M3, Jeanine Lewald, &Ssscolate Wildlife S3icloglist, at
(408 4589-UE52: gr HMr. Carl Wiloox, Envircomasntal Zsrvices
Superviscr, ab (707) 24£-532%5,

Sincerely,
i 5
)
Briarn Hanzte:x
Fegiopal Monagex
Eogion 2

Enclosuras

E


A Note From ESA
Enclosures can be requested by contacting Matt Trask @ ESA; mtrask@esassoc.com
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Oelober 22,

Fe, Judith Ikle, CFUC Frofject Manager
Mr. Tom Haoherts, Senilor Eocologisc
Environmental Sclisnce Assorinktes

225 Bush 3tzeet, Suite 1750

Zan rancisco, California 2410<

Dear Ms, Zkle snd ¥r. Eokerzs:

Draft Mitigatzed Hegabtive Declaraticn/Ini-ia” Sthedwy
Mzotl San Josc Capacity Project
Pacific 3z3s and Electric asplicaticon MHumner A, 23-05-0C1
Zzn Jose, S=nta Clara Zounty

Trhis letbozr is to Zollow uap on whe Deparxzment of Plsh anc
mane's previous etter regarding fhe Hegative Zeclaration Tnitis!l
gtudy for the Horzh Zan Jose Capzcity Project/Hortech Scbstztion
and Powerz Lings projoedst. Z0 0ur praviods letiez, we wroale Liat
“"reliance upon a oonEsrvation plEn TheEk he:s nobh ywet Deer
completed or approved for mitigation ifs nob acceptable. .. azs
mitigation for Lhe less of burrowing owl habitatb. Howewvez, we
wourld like to wakse clezr thet we would be willing to acoept
Farzicipaticon in a conservaticn plan that has been coomp_eted and
apnrovad for mitigs=tion, as long az the oloan is approved prior to

.

anv ground distarbing saclivibies necessary for Che projeclh.

T7 i5 our underszzncing thas the proposed projest nmzy nobh be
iniziavec unblil 2535, if fhe Zan Jose surrowing Owl abitac
Conservatlon Strategy End mplementation flan has bhesn completed
and aporovasd oy the Deparctment and the City of San Jose, pricr to
the time Lhal Lhe project s inZtiated, the Deparcmoent would
accept participaticn Iin the plan as adeguate mitigation fox
project impaats to burrowing ow. hablizzt. If the cenzervatian
Fian nas rot oeen finalized by the Lime thal the preject is=
inztiatec, Lz applicant w11l be regulired o oIfZset ilopasis Lo
Furcowing owl habizat hy providing off=site compensation habitat
at & 1:1 acreage replacement raclo, as described In our orevious
letter.

Wz zuggest thzt a condition of approvel bz impozed on the

prodect that roguires Che applicant o fullill Lhe Deperoaxent’ s
mitigation regquirewent Tor The asa of burrowing owl habliat

Coraersing Califersia’s Wildife Siree 1270.
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Ms. Judith ikle and Me. Tom Zobercis
Gotober 22, 132GEH
Page Two

wnlezs the 2zn Jose Burrowi
and Implerentallion Flan
fina: map aporoval. 1t
clarifies ocur position re
congervaticn plan.

ng 0wl Habitat Consorvalion Strategy
 oapproved =ng Lrplementsd prior Lo
& our hope zhat -his let-er furcher
JArding parcicipsbtion in the

LE)

vou would like Lo discuss cur commants, please contact
lin 3

Gn Zean, Envircomental Specialisc, al (82310 468-5759,

Elncerely,

L G S

FE Brian Hunter
Fegicnal Manzger
Central Coast Ragion

el
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October 18, 1008 i @
Public UTdlides Commission
oo Epviroranental Science Associntes

225 Bush Sreel, Sulte 1700
San Francisceo, A BAI0S

Attentien: Judith Ikle, CPUC Project Manager
Subject: North San Jose Capacity Project
Dear Me. Ide:

Santa Clars Valley Transportatton Authodify (VTA) staif have resresned the Draft

Mitizated Negative Declaration/Inital Sturdy for the project referenced above for Pin&kE
UL improvements ncluding a new substation At the northeast corner of SR 237 and 1
First Street and a 115kv transmission line along the east side of Zanker Foad. We have

the following comiments.

Existing Easenaenis

VT A owns more than half of the underdying fee to Zanker Road adjacent to the Cerone
property. Within 40 feet east of the nlimats rozd mght-afeay along Zanker Road, 2
VTA's property is encurnberad by 3 waterline easemont, 4 Sanitary BETFer BASSrmLan,

and an underground electmical eavement

Trangmis e Ad G

We are opposed 10 having a 115kv overhead rransmission line along the Zanker Hoad
frontage of our Cerone maintenance facility and our undeveloped adjacent parcel. We
are concerned that there would be substantial impacts resulting from locating a 116ky
transmission line along Zanker Road and SR 237 adjacent to our maintenancs facility
and undeveloped property. Our understanding is that the proposed transmission line
would require up to an BO.foot easement which would limit development to landseaping 3
or parking uses. The tranemicsion line and Its segociztad easement requirements
would greathy limit our ability to farther develop Lerone Yard as well as the
undeveloped 38-acre parcel south of the bus yard 'We are alaa concerned that the large
transmission towers and extensive oyverhead wire systein would create substantial
aesthetic rwpacts for the maintenance facility a5 Well as for the undeveloped parcel,

We swere recantly informed that development of an R&D complex on the west side of
Zanker Road will require expansion of Zanker Road frorn 4 lanes to 8 lanes. Asa
result, approximately 10 feet of additional right-of-way from our Cerone property will i
be needed in order to construet the roadway improvements. This transmisslon line
project would farther magnify Impacts resulfing from the roxd widening project

Therefore, we request that an alternative design or logation be implementad that does
not fnvolve construction of an overhead transmission line elong Zanker Road adjacent

h

235 Werth Firal Steeel - 6n Jose, € §5134-1904 « Admizisiratiat 406,321, 5555 « Cusigmer Sqrvice 408,211, 3300

Paceived FKoy-iB-85 CHiIT Frem-40Z 321 BTET TeERVIROWERTAL BLLEYCE Fags 0B
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Public Utilities Coinrmission
October 16, 1098
Page 2 of3

to our Cerone property. Ome passible altermative to routing the ransmission line aleng
Fanker Road in feont of the Cerone facility and the Cisco property may be bo route the
transmoissicon line east of these properiies along Coyote Ureek

Proiect Schedule

According to the environmental document, construction of the proposed project may i
begin as eardy a5 January, 1999, As mentioned earlier, a project to widen Zanker Road
from 4 to 6 lanes is Teine planned within the propesed project area. We regpest that
any averhead transrnission line irprovements along Zanizer Koad not be censtructed
nniil the road widening project has been completed. Construction of the rozd
widening project may oocur areund the spring of 1903,

; Flans
We request the opportunity to review destgn plans for this project as they become
available in order to further evaluate potential impacts to cur property. Our concerns
include the location of wility poles and potential impacts vo the drainage system for our

properiy.

The propozed project will include congtrotion activides which may involve teraporary
Interruption of hus service or temporary relocation of bus stops, In addition, the
project may require access to VIA factlities, inleuding Cerone Yard. The projeci will
a)=0 tavolve constraction activities in areas where VIA wiil be consiructing portions of
the Tasman Fast Light REail Transit {LRT) Prolect. Therefore, 18 will be important 1o
ensure that proper coordination of acilvitdes takes place. Consucion acivites Tor
the project shounld be coordinated as follows: .

= VTA Operations Planning should be contacted at least V2 hours in advance of the
commencement of any constraction activities that may insrolve temporary
. modification of bus servics or relocation of a bus stop.  Please cohtact Bon Wong ot
{408y FEI-T054.

+ In addifion, we request that VTA Construction Operations be contacted at (408)
3215856 in order to obiain & construction accass parrnit for any work invelving
VTA Facilities or property.  Comstroction Operatione has also requested that, prior
to tssuing a constructon access permit, that existing easements be surveyed and
VT4 staff have an opportunity to venfy the surveys. Construction Operations
vwould also like to receive a copy of the as-bullt drewings for the proposed project,
In addition, Oonstruction Qperstions should be notified at least 72 hours prior to
the cormmencement of ary sonstrection activities that may affect VTA bus stops or
Facilities.

Received Hov=18-32 D%:18 Fror=408 32| BTET TerZHYIPCWENTAL STIENCE  Page T
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Public Urilities Comimlssion
Crctober 16, 1098
Page 3 of 3

=  VT& is alsg planning to construct the Tasman Bast LET project within some of the
areas that may be included a= part of the transmission line project (along Tastnan
Drive between Zanker Eoad and I-830). It appears likely that construction activities
for the LRT project and the North San Jose Capacity Project may occur during the
garee Hme frame, - Flease contact Arch Waliers, Tasman East Project Manager, at
(408 321-7132 in arder to coordinate construetion activities for the two projects.

Thank vou for the opportunity to review this project. If you have any questions, please
call Roy Molaeed of my staff at (408) SE1-6764.

-

Sincerely,
A
PN

Thomas Rountres
Environmental Program Manager

TOR:BM

F.7




SEFORE TIIE FUDLID ULILITIES COMMISIION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORN A

[on The Malier of The Application OF Pagific Gas and Elecoic
iZampary, For Approval to Consmuera 11521 kilavalt (5V)
distrioution subslation {the Norrech Subszation) in Cie Sl of
san Jose and ten 113 5V power lnes oo provide snenoy to the
Martech Substation fecm 1) the Ciry of Santa Clara's Bifer
Recelving 3lalien, and 2 Pacific Gas and Elsctriz Comowny's
Trimble Substation in the City of Sar Jose. The propossd
substation site 15 east of North First Stract, adjacent to the zoith
side of Stare Roule 237 and ar die soutbemn end of sk Court,
Tl projest melodes the installation of bwo 45 megavalt

115 kV-21 XV transformers at Mortech Substation. One new
pevwer line will cun nerh from Kifer Receiving Seation along
Bagsett and Lafuyette Streets o State Routs 237, and east alone
2537 ta the Martech Subseation site. Tha other new power

line will mn rerth from Trimbie Substarion alone ~orth Firac
Srreer 1 Trimble Boad, east aleng Trimble 1o Fanker Road.
tarth aleng Zanker o Staie Raute 237, and west aloag 237 to
the Nortoch Substaticn site. The new power Haes will ke
placed an pales peplacing existing poles, except along

Anpdicatian

"'_-"'\_"'\—"'\—"\-_-‘H_-'H_-H—"\—"‘\--"-\.p"-\_r"\—"'\—'ﬂ—.-"\q.-'u-"'—-'\—'

Sanker Road, whers the new pawer poles will nor replace )
2xisling poles. )]
There, new poles will be plazed in w new right-afoway. }
1
PROPOSED FROTEST
SONY ELECTROMICE [MC,
Termy P Bredek, Se,, Dir, of Tacilitics
23060 Fanker Rid.

Ban Jose. Cu. 951501001
Telephome: (40819555520

Property Owner adjacent ro
Zanker Rd Site. East

E ]



PROTEST

Pursuant 1 Rules of Przetice and Procedusz of ihe Peblic Ltilities Conunission Sy

Slectranies e, pratests the installation of new pules in the Zanker Bd. portion of the BrOfRCL

sony Elecironics docs nor specifically procest the nesd of this projcer redlizing the impostases

of additiora] slectrical lozd i this area.

1

The Protestant 25 the propery owaer of Lhe adjacent properly east of the portion of the projec:

along Zanker road between Montazue Expressway and River Ouks Parkwiy, Pleadings,

carrespondeice and cemmunications conceming rhis applization should be mailed 1o Terry B,

Bredek, 5r., Director of Facilities, at Suny Electronics [ne.. 3300 Zanker Bd. Sun Jese, Ca.

D3134-1901,

IL

Suny Electronies Ine, eljeets 2o the granting of the application a5 progosed for the tollowin

TEdEas:

i,

The impact of mszalling power poles along Panker Road and in particular, alongs the west
sice of the Sony Facility is dercimental to the overall appearance and constinutes an adverse
acsthetis Wipacl vpon our sceaic cortidor and our seeroundinr ares. [nstallation of thase
power pales will give chis area an “incustrial” loolk that is nul senducive o the averall ook

and feal af this ares.

[t I3 not apparent ta Sony Electromies thas a bana fde study was conducted to the sxtenc of
the feasibility of insealling this pewer grid underzround. Tt has heen mentioned that due to
thes largs number of services undemneath the strest ulong Sanker Road that # would he
diffteult to 2ury these Hnes. Although s mey be 2 tacs, i does ot deter from the tast that i+

could b2 done,

It is cur positinn thar alternative routes far the new high pawer poles wers not thamauzhiy
tvestigance and that there are roumes which would have less impac o the acsthatizs in this

arca up te and ecloding dorvipg the lnes underzround,

2



2o Tt the belied of Sony Electronics hat this pruject will hive = negative sfect on PropaiTi
waligs, Thgh rovver towesrs immediately wdjacent to buildings will be deicimental Lo west
tacivg views from windows whicl luok namd west inta f1e Sante Oz mounein rangz. I
shauld be mentioned fhat ke Sony boilding i foar aeries (70 feet) andd thas the Zanker Kd.

side althis facility would look directly into these Proacer ool

¢, Hazardous effect of a structurai failure relating damage of property, radiation Jumaze on

mimans, plants, animals and environmental dasamse.

. ‘The appesrance of these power lines will heyve  oegarive effacl on our erolovees 4z well us
Ep B B ity

our ality Lo recroit new employees,

2. A perk course used by emplovees of all the businesses in thiz areq and iocal cesidents will be
dirzily underfadjacent o the powser meles planned tor construction on Zankes 3. herarcen
Muentagoe Zxoressway and River Ouks Parioaay, resulting in radio inrecfecence and 4
reduced enjovment of the property.

h. Marerists and pedestrians walking on the =ast sids of Zanker Bd. beoareen Montamoe
Expressway and Tasman Avenue would be exrosed t the negalive acstharic and
eloctromagnetic impact of the power lines.

Unkrewn effects of lang-rnee cxpasucs to high levels of zlesteomagnetic fields.
S SHp ) .

I,

Protestant requesss an iuvestization of this anplication and public kearing in which svidense can
= presanied on e advisandlite and authoricy for grantin & this epplization oo this propesed
project and specitizally that part of the profect sonsistin & ol the zonstriction of iigh power poles

along Zanker R,




[+,
The follewusy facts regardize this applization sheuld be developed and presenied:

a) The potentiul detrimental long-range effzers of electromagnetic feld cadiation based on
recent findings 12 hurmins, animals, and planes,

b} The dacnage o the viloe of lands and scozemic 1ass edjreent to the site where the mew hizh
poneer pales ars (o be installed, and reduced enjoymenl of park course by emplovess of those
zingss and local residents. :

£ The adverse assthetic ellsct upon neishboring husingsses adjacent tn the sire where the new
high pewar poles arg 70 be installed.

4} A feasihility stady should be conducted o decerming whether the proposed high power Foes
could b+ pleced underground,

e Hazardows sffect dus 20 seustiea) faiiue,

o

10

13

14



YWERIFICATION

Sony Llectronizs Inc, ol 3300 Zanker Rd., San Tase, Ce. 93134 1901 verities the FUECCT

appheation.

Jony Elestranics loc. has read the forepoing Protest and helisves its infortation o b trse.
[ desclure uncler the penalty af perjusy that the fovegeing iz mue and comeat,

Executed in San Jose, Califomiz an Augast 10, 1598,

ol Bdl B

a&m l-“ K dei St. - Dirzeter of Faciiites
Seny Electronics Ine.

Cramers of the Propenty adjacent

ta sibject proposed project



LERTIFLCATION OF SERVICE

JTieUli Ly g certifies that we 55 o this date coused the fursgoing Lade File Protest o be
same 20 e mailed dy st class mail postage

.

servad an the fﬂ”r-\.“-i_—_:_: |-..-. ) |.'."": Hifren e
prispaic:

i. Calilommia Publie Utilicies Commission
Enerzgy Divisien Director
I3 Van Moss Avenue, Fooh Floar
San Francisco, Co 94102

2. Facific Gas and Eleetric Company
Law Depertment, 5.0 13D
PO, Box 7442
San Frangisce, Ca 940210



Eddie and Lavella Souza
45320 Bassett Street
Santa Ciara, CA 95054
September 168, 1538

)

Judith lkleﬁ CPUC Project Managser
cfo Envircnmental Science Associates
225 Bush Street, Suile 1700

San Francisco, ©4 94104

Dear hi=. Iivcie'.r

We have been notified that Pacific Gas and Electric Company propases to construct
the Morth San Jose Capacity Project in the Cities of San Jose and Santa Clara. We
have property within 300 feet of the proposad projact, and we would like you to
consider our concerms regarding this proposal,

We understand Faczific Gas and Electric Company filed a Negative Deglaration an their
project, but we do not agrea with this filing. We believe the apolicants need to
consider the geocraphical area, its demographics, and the CGity of Santa Clara's
existing/patential electrical power structures. Our family is one of the many famiiies
whao live along Lafayette Street, and we are concerned about the polential health risks
associated with the exposure to Electric Magnetic Fields. We are also concernad that
having more and taller utility poles in the neighborhood will have a negative element
on the agstheics of our neighkorhood and on the value of our residential property.

Lafayetle Street is highly residentia’, with new construclion of residential units being
proposed by the city.  Lafayette Strest is cluttered with various kinds of electrical
pawer structures, while the commersial street one block west of Latayette Sireet (Great
America Parkway) does not have any exposed electrical power structures. We realize
the CPUC and PG & E do not have direct control over what the City of Santa Ciara
doesfdoes not do, but there needs to be some consideration by this corporation of the
pecple who live, work, and go to school where the proposed project is located.

We have become aware that there are two major research studies being conducted on
the federal and state levels as a result of epidemiologicsl studies raiging concerns
reqarding the connection between exposure to Electric Magneatic Fields and cerlain
health problems (such as, childnood leukemia; brain and breast cancer: and cerlain
adverse neurclogical and reproductive eflects). The EMF Research and Public
information Dissemingtion Program adopts the hypatheses that exposure to EMF
under some conditions may lead to an unaccepiable risk to human health. Also, the
CPUC EMF palicy |s that the best response to EMFs is to avoid them.




We are recommending that the applicant survey the area and determine the present
EWMF levels along Lafayette Street and then do an analysis of the new EMF level
before the construction af the project. The survey should include any future
construction of electrical power structures, such as the Cily of Santa Clara's electrical
substation being constructed within 300 feet of this project and by a day pregram
where disablad people work,

Even though there no federal standards for EMF levels, the ACGIH has sel an
occuUpational exposura threshold for electric fields at 25 kVim and magnetiz fields at
10,000 m. Florida and Mew York have set 200 mG magnetic field limits along the
right of way edge of transmission lines. The World Health Organization set a daily
occupational limit of 5,000 mG. K is believed glevated elactric and magnetic fields
couple with living tissues, known as electrostatic and electromagnetic induction,
thereby genergting short-circuit and circulating currents with the bedy.

We: believe allernatives, such as underground cagings, should be serigusly explored.
We no lenger want our neighborhood cluttered with electrical power lines, and we do
not want our famlly living with the potential of health risks.  Thank you for considering
DU requests.

Sincerely,

Lrtied .a'zjf;’wa«—ﬂ"
Eddie Souza
Former Mayor of Santa Clara

el Glens—

Lavelle Souza

|



