


SDG&E’s 3rd Letter to CPUC: Sunrise Comments on DEIS/EIR 

1 SDG&E Letter 3 – ALL Sections 

CH# Pg# Par# Comment 

A A-1 1st 
Right-of-Way Grant Application was filed with BLM on November 2, 2005 for 
areas outside of ABDSP.  Right-of-Way Grant Application was amended to 
include areas within ABDSP in 2007.  

A.1, 
A.6.3.1 A-2 7th 

Significant portion of transmission corridor in ABDSP is under jurisdiction of 
BLM, rather than State Parks and Recreation.  Federal transmission corridor 
was reserved from grants of land to State for inclusion within ABDSP.                   

A.1 A-2 8th 
Statement that SDG&E would have to obtain an additional 50 feet of ROW is 
incorrect.  SDG&E has indicated that Proposed Project could be built within 
existing 100-foot-wide transmission corridor in ABDSP. 
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2 SDG&E Letter 3 – ALL Sections 

 

CH# Pg# Par# Comment 

B B-10  2 and 3 

Analysis regarding BLM jurisdiction of ROW needs to be clarified. In the 
discussion titled History and Discussion of BLM’s 100-Foot ROW Grant, it 
should be clarified that BLM has asserted its continuing federal interest and 
jurisdiction in those portions of the ROW for which it granted easements 
previously.  Revise the text to include this information. 

B.2 B-14 2 

Outside of the ABDSP but still within Grapevine Canyon, the DEIR describes 
and SDG&E originally proposed to remove the existing 69 kV line and 
underbuild it on the new 500 kV structures.  The existing wood poles carry a 12 
kV circuit so these poles would just be topped off. However, SDG&E could 
alternatively leave the 69 kV structures with the 12 kV underbuild alone and 
place the 500 kV structures parallel to the existing structures. 

B.1 B-6 2 

Proposed Project route near MP-50 crosses BLM parcels that are gifted lands.  
BLM has notified SDG&E that the Proposed Project needs to avoid these 
parcels.  SDG&E has proposed a route modification to avoid the subject 
parcels. See SDG&E’s GIS shape files accompanying this comment submittal. 
SDG&E requests that the FEIR include this modification.  
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CH# Pg# Par# Comment 
E.3.2 5-6 Table 

E.3.2-2 
The EIR/EIS assumes mitigation ratios from other similar projects wail be 
applicable for the proposed project.  Propose mitigation ratios that reflect the 
implementation of HMP's prior to any ground disturbing activities as proposed in 
the EIR or retain the proposed mitigation ratios which typically account for 
temporal losses of habitat and remove the requirement for the implementation 
of all mitigation and HMP's prior to any ground disturbing activities. 

E.3.2 7 1 The EIR/EIS assumes that trimming and removal of native trees constitute 
Class I impacts and violation of the MBTA.  Native tree removal dependent 
upon age can be significant; however, impacts are based on a preliminary 
project design and not the final project design.  Use the final project design to 
determine if proposed impacts cannot be mitigated to a less than significant 
level. 

E.3.2 9 5 Contrary to the statement that the rare plant survey for the proposed project 
conducted by ARCADIS in 2007 yielded poor results, the rare plant survey of 
the proposed project in 2007 yielded good results with the identification of 492 
plant taxa, 25 of which are sensitive.   

E.3 E.3.4.-
5 

4 Future transmission is proposed following the Route D Alternative.  The USFS 
will not issue a special use permit for a route that will impact Back Country Non-
motorized Zones.  Thus, this alternative is not feasible.   

E.3 E.3.5-1 1 The first paragraph states this alternative will not traverse a federal or state 
designated wilderness and any wilderness study areas.  This chapter fails to 
make mention of the proposed wilderness areas within the CNF along this 
alternative.    

E.4.2.2 10 3 The EIS/EIR states "The Modified Route D Alternative would impact the 
following listed or highly sensitive wildlife species: least Bell’s vireo (Impact B-
7D), golden eagle (Impact B-7H), QCB (Impact B-7J), arroyo toad (Impact B-
7K), and" Delete ", and" or add and discuss other species if they were 
accidentally omitted. 

E.4.5.2 E.4.5-2 
&3 

Various The impact that construction activities would "temporarily reduce access and 
visitation to recreation or wilderness areas" is treated as Class II impact for 
these alternatives, but was treated as Class I impact for Proposed Project in 
Section D.5.  Treatment of Proposed Project should be consistent with other 
alternatives.  Inconsistent treatment improperly inflates impacts of Proposed 
Project and skews ranking of Proposed Project in relation to other alternatives. 
Based on the land use compatibility matrix of the Forest Service Land 
Management Plan.  

E.4 E.4.7-
10 & 
Table 

E.4.7-3 

bullet 3 Bullet 3 on page E.4.7-10 says that metavolcanic rocks have no paleontological 
potential; however, Table E.4.7-3 lists the same rocks as having marginal 
potential. The text and table needs to be consistent. 

E  Figure 
E.1.1-3 

The I-8 Alternative figure does not indicate the access road required to reach 
the public right-of-way (Highway 79). This is in contrast to the depiction of 
access road grading shown in Figure B-36 for the Central East substation.  

E.4 E.4.1-1 4 MRD-10 to MRD-11 overhead span goes across CNF land.  SDG&E proposes 
a route modification to avoid crossing CNF.  See GIS shape files.  
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1  

 

Reroute 
No. 

Chapter 
# 

Page # Para. # Comment 

1 B B-13  Around Narrows Substation: This re-route is to improve the previous 
submittal where the 500kV passes over the top of Narrows Substation on 
the south side which would have resulted in maintenance and safety 
concerns.  This re-work remains within the SDG&E easement and routes 
the 500kV to the north side of the substation and results in an aerial 
encroachment over the Caltrans ROW but not over the 69/92kV 
equipment inside the substation.  New structures will remain within the 
SDG&E easement in addition to the 500kV wire setup.    

2 B B-14 2 Grapevine Canyon - North End (avoid 69 kV lines): The Grapevine 
Canyon Alternative is an alternative to leave the existing 69 kV circuit as 
is once outside the State Park.  This alternative provides for increased 
separation from the existing 69kV line and increases the distances to 
homes.  

3 B B-51 1 100-Ft ROW in ABDSP: The ABDSP 100-foot corridor design is intended 
locate the 500kV transmission line entirely within SDG&E’s existing 100-
foot wide corridor through the State Park.  This revision relocates access 
roads, pull sites, etc. out of designated wilderness areas.   

4 B B-14 2 Central East Substation ingress / egress: The Central East Substation 
500kV ingress and 230kV egress have been modified to fit updated 
substation civil and electrical engineering and to provide for increased 
separation between the incoming 500kV line and the outgoing 230kV line 
to accommodate future transmission expansion.   

5 
 

B B-6 1 N6 Private Land Revision: The N6 Private Land Revision relocates the 
Preferred Alternative to BLM parcels to avoid bi-secting a private land 
parcel and cultural resources.  

6 C C-50  For the Coastal Link System Upgrade Alternative, the following 
transmission upgrades need to be included in the FEIR/EIS: the upgrade 
of Sycamore - Pomerado 69 kV Circuits 1 and 2 and the upgrade of 
Sycamore - Scripps 69 kV line. 

7 E Figure 
E.1.1-2a 

 SWPPL Archaeological Site (Plaster City): The SWPPL Archaeological 
Site (Plaster City) avoids a large archaeological site.   

8 E E.1.1-2  Jacumba SWPPL Breakaway Point Revision: The Jacumba SWPPL 
Breakaway Point Revision eliminates the need for one large angle 
structure by spanning directly between two smaller angle structures 
without impacting additional parcels.   

9 E E.1.4-8  Pine Valley I8 Non-motorized Avoidance Revision: The Pine Valley I8 
Non-motorized Avoidance Revision avoids Forest Service parcels with the 
back-country, non-motorized designation and avoids crossing the Viejas 
Indian Reservation.   

10 E E.1.4-13  High Meadows Revision: The High Meadows Revision relocates the I8 
centerline downhill to the west to reduce visual and land use impacts to 
the High Meadows Ranch Subdivision.  
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Reroute 
No. 

Chapter 
# 

Page # Para. # Comment 

11 E E.1.4-13  Highway 67 Hansen Quarry: The Highway 67 Hansen Quarry Revision 
relocates the I8 centerline downhill to the east to eliminate land use 
impacts to the Hansen Aggregates Quarry.   

12 E E.4.1-8  Lightner Substation Ingress/Egress: The Lightner Substation 500kV 
ingress and 230kV egress have been modified to fit updated substation 
civil and electrical engineering and to provide for increased separation 
between the incoming 500kV line and the outgoing 230kV line to 
accommodate future transmission expansion. 

13 Ap.1 Ap.1-4  Coastal Link Alternative - Chicarita Cable Pole:  The relocation of the 
Chicarita Cable Pole provides an alternative that avoids construction 
within close proximity to an apartment complex and avoids crossing over 
two 138 kV existing lines originating at Chicarita Substation and going 
under a 230 kV structure that has a 69 kV circuit on it.   

14 Ap.1 Ap.1-
114 

 Santa Ysabel Partial UG Avoiding Cultural Sites: This is an alternative 
to the Santa Ysabel Full Underground Alternative that utilizes the 
Proposed Project overhead route and is routed underground along Mesa 
Grande Road and adjacent to property lines to avoid impacts to cultural 
resources and reduce visual and property impacts. 
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Reroute  
# 

Chapter # Page # Para # Comment 

1 D D.4-
23, 24 

Bottom 2 
paragraphs, 
23, second 
bullet, 24, 
second full 
paragraph 
24 

Around Narrows Substation.  This re-route around the Narrows 
Substation is to improve the previous submittal where the 500kV 
passes over the top of Narrows Substation on the south side which 
would have resulted in maintenance and safety concerns.  This re-
work remains within the SDG&E easement and routes the 500kV to the 
north side of the substation and results in an aerial encroachment over 
the Caltrans ROW but not over the 69/92kV equipment inside the 
substation.  New structures will remain within the SDG&E easement in 
addition to the 500kV wire setup.   This revision relocates access 
roads, pull sites, etc. out of designated wilderness areas to specifically 
address Impact WR-4: Presence of a transmission line in a designated 
wilderness or wilderness study area would result in loss of wilderness 
land (Class I). The proposed SRPL Project would require a 50-foot 
expansion of SDG&E’s existing easement throughout ABDSP, and in 
some locations in Grapevine Canyon, a larger portion of the ROW 
would be located within wilderness areas. The additional ROW width 
through Grapevine Canyon would require the use of approximately 
50.2 acres of State Wilderness within the Pinyon Ridge Wilderness 
Area (48.1 acres) and Grapevine Mountain Wilderness Area (1.3 
acres) (see Table D.5-3 and Appendix 11B for detailed maps). 
Proposed SRPL ROW would not be located within Vallecito Mountains 
Wilderness Area; however, portions of three temporary pull sites for 
stringing the 500 kV conductor would be located within the Wilderness 
Area, resulting in 0.8 acres of impact to wilderness. Note that the 
distinction between temporary and permanent impacts to wilderness is 
not made because both are prohibited. This alternative incorporates 
full wilderness avoidance to supplant mitigation WR-4a and WR-4b. 

2 D D.4-
23, 24 

Bottom 2 
paragraphs, 
23, second 
bullet, 24, 
second full 
paragraph 
24 

Grapevine Canyon - North End (avoid 69 kV lines): The Grapevine 
Canyon Alternative is an alternative to leave the existing 69 kV circuit 
as is once outside the State Park.  This alternative provides for 
increased separation from the existing 69kV line and increases the 
distances to homes, specifically to address Impact L-1: Construction 
would temporarily disturb land uses at or near the alignment, from MP 
83 to MP 88 (See Figure Ap.LU-10 for Grapevine Canyon, west of 
ABDSP): There are four structures that appear to be residences within 
1,000 feet of the proposed ROW in this segment of the project. They 
are located between 200 and 800 feet from the corridor.  This 
relocation augments and partially supplants APMs LU-1, LU-4, and LU-
6 and Mitigation Measure L-1a, Prepare Construction Notification Plan. 
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Reroute  
# 

Chapter # Page # Para # Comment 

3 D D.5-
36, 
D.5-45 

2, page 36 
2, page 45 

100-Ft ROW in ABDSP: The ABDSP 100-foot corridor design is 
intended locate the 500kV transmission line entirely within SDG&E’s 
existing 100-foot wide corridor through the State Park.  This revision 
relocates access roads, pull sites, etc. out of designated wilderness 
areas to specifically address Impact WR-4: Presence of a transmission 
line in a designated wilderness or wilderness study area would result in 
loss of wilderness land (Class I). The proposed SRPL Project would 
require a 50-foot expansion of SDG&E’s existing easement throughout 
ABDSP, and in some locations in Grapevine Canyon, a larger portion 
of the ROW would be located within wilderness areas. The additional 
ROW width through Grapevine Canyon would require the use of 
approximately 50.2 acres of State Wilderness within the Pinyon Ridge 
Wilderness Area (48.1 acres) and Grapevine Mountain Wilderness 
Area (1.3 acres) (see Table D.5-3 and Appendix 11B for detailed 
maps). Proposed SRPL ROW would not be located within Vallecito 
Mountains Wilderness Area; however, portions of three temporary pull 
sites for stringing the 500 kV conductor would be located within the 
Wilderness Area, resulting in 0.8 acres of impact to wilderness. Note 
that the distinction between temporary and permanent impacts to 
wilderness is not made because both are prohibited.  This alternative 
incorporates full wilderness avoidance to supplant mitigation WR-4a 
and WR-4b and because 50-feet of wilderness expansion is not 
required under this alternative would avoid the Class I impact of loss of 
wilderness land. 
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Reroute  
# 

Chapter # Page # Para # Comment 

4 D D.3-
178 
D.3-
179 

4 
2 

Central East Substation ingress / egress: The Central East 
Substation 500kV ingress and 230kV egress have been modified to fit 
updated substation civil and electrical engineering and to provide for 
increased separation between the incoming 500kV line and the 
outgoing 230kV line to accommodate future transmission expansion.  
This modification is proposed to address Cumulative Impact V-2FT: 
Increased structure contrast, industrial character, view blockage, and 
skylining resulting in cumulative visual impacts (Class I.  The visual 
sensitivity of the existing landscape and viewing conditions, structure 
design, site-specific siting locations of future transmission structures, 
and the resulting cumulative visual impacts of the future 230 kV lines 
vary along the length of the potential future routes. Where two 
transmission lines are lined up, viewers would be able to see a 
doubling of the built features (structures and conductors) with 
increased visual contrast and view blockage. Assuming that the new 
transmission line is of identical design and is effectively matched up 
with an existing 230 kV line, tower for tower with synchronized 
conductor spans, the cumulative impact would be less than significant. 
However, with three or more transmission lines in a corridor, even with 
identical designs, it would be very unlikely that natural terrain variations 
would allow for a consistent matching of structures. As a result, 
structures would likely be offset in terms of both location and elevation.  
This would cause asynchronous structure positioning and conductor 
spans. The corridor would appear more structurally complex with 
substantially greater industrial character. View blockage of higher 
valued landscape features (hills, ridgelines, mountains, and sky) would 
also be more substantial.  The resulting cumulative visual impact would 
be significant and unmitigable (Class I). The future 230 kV lines that 
would be located along existing 69 kV routes, could also cause 
substantial cumulative impacts on visual resources due to the larger, 
taller pole sizes needed to support the weight of the new lines. The 
new towers would be structurally more prominent with increased 
industrial character compared to the existing transmission line facilities 
and would likely result in more instances of structure skylining 
(extending above the horizon). View blockage of higher valued 
landscape features would increase. Such substantial cumulative visual 
impacts would be significant and unavoidable (Class I).   
This modification is a specific implementation of Mitigation Measure V-
25a. Structure design and placement guidance. 
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Reroute  
# 

Chapter # Page # Para # Comment 

5 D D.7-29 
D.7-30 

4 
5 

N6 Private Land Revision: The N6 Private Land Revision relocates 
the Preferred Alternative to BLM parcels to avoid bisecting a private 
land parcel and cultural resources.  This segment option specifically 
mitigates for Impact C-1: Construction of the project would cause 
an adverse change to known historic properties (Class I or II)  
“Historic properties”, as used herein, are those resources (including 
historical built environment resources, prehistoric archaeological sites, 
historical archaeological sites, unique archaeological sites, and 
traditional cultural properties — regardless of their age) that are 
determined by a federal, State, or local agency to be eligible for listing 
on a historic register. The Proposed Project would impact historic 
properties directly during construction activities such as excavating and 
grading, as well as indirectly through increased access to cultural 
resources that could result in vandalism or inadvertent impacts.  This 
segment relocation implements Mitigation Measure C-1b, Avoid and 
protect potentially significant resources. 

7 E E.1.7-
4 

2, 4 SWPPL Archaeological Site (Plaster City): The SWPPL 
Archaeological Site (Plaster City) avoids a large archaeological site.  
This segment option specifically mitigates for Impact C-1: 
Construction of the project would cause an adverse change to 
known historic properties (Class I or II)  “Historic properties”, as 
used herein, are those resources (including historical built environment 
resources, prehistoric archaeological sites, historical archaeological 
sites, unique archaeological sites, and traditional cultural properties — 
regardless of their age) that are determined by a federal, State, or local 
agency to be eligible for listing on a historic register. The Proposed 
Project would impact historic properties directly during construction 
activities such as excavating and grading, as well as indirectly through 
increased access to cultural resources that could result in vandalism or 
inadvertent impacts.  This segment relocation implements Mitigation 
Measure C-1b, Avoid and protect potentially significant resources. 
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Reroute  
# 

Chapter # Page # Para # Comment 

8 E E.1.3-
79 
E.1.3-
80 

5 
1,2 

Jacumba SWPPL Breakaway Point Revision: The Jacumba SWPPL 
Breakaway Point Revision eliminates the need for one large angle 
structure by spanning directly between two smaller angle structures 
without impacting additional parcels.  This modification directly 
mitigated for Impact L-2: Presence of a project component would 
divide an established community or disrupt land uses at or near 
the alignment (No Impact for division of community; Class I or 
Class II for Pending/Future Development) Pending and Future 
Development. If a transmission route is approved by CPUC and BLM 
decision-makers, ROW acquisition and detailed design would begin 
soon after approval. Prior to this process, new land development 
projects may have been proposed or constructed by landowners on 
land parcels across which the route would pass.  When Proposed 
Project was defined, an effort was made to avoid properties where the 
alignment would affect existing or newly planned land developments. 
However, development is occurring rapidly in southern California, and 
there are new development projects entering local development 
approval processes continually. In order for the final engineering of the 
transmission line to accommodate land use changes that may have 
occurred after the route was originally defined, Mitigation Measure L-
1b is recommended. This measure requires SDG&E to coordinate with 
landowners to revise the route, where feasible, to minimize land use 
conflicts between the transmission line and existing/planned 
development. To reduce impacts to planned new land uses identified 
subsequent to project approval by CPUC and BLM, it may be feasible 
to make minor adjustments to alignment location or tower design that 
would accommodate the proposed development without compromising 
the transmission line or creating new impacts to adjacent land uses 
that would be more adverse than the approved alignment. Preparation 
and implementation of a construction notification plan (Mitigation 
Measure L-1a) would serve to notify landowners and tenants of 
pending construction. However, this notification would not provide 
sufficient time to investigate mitigation rerouting of the transmission 
line at specific parcels. There would be no impact if no developments 
are affected, but impacts to these developments would be significant if 
the mitigation cannot be effectively implemented. It is expected that 
minor route revisions will reduce impacts to less than significant levels 
(Class II) but that there may also be situations where the alignment or 
facility components cannot be relocated, and the impact would remain 
significant (Class I).  This modification implements Mitigation 
Measure L-2b, Revise project elements to minimize land use 
conflicts. 
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Reroute  
# 

Chapter # Page # Para # Comment 

9 E E.2.5-
3, 4 

2, 2 Pine Valley I8 Non-motorized Avoidance Revision: The Pine Valley 
I8 Non-motorized Avoidance Revision avoids Forest Service parcels 
with the back-country, non-motorized designation and avoids crossing 
the Viejas Indian Reservation.  This option mitigation Impact WR-2: 
Presence of a transmission line or substation would permanently 
change the character of a recreation area, diminishing its recreational 
value (Class I). The BCD Alternative would not be collocated with other 
overhead utilities, and would therefore introduce new structurally 
complex, industrial type features to a predominantly natural landscape. 
As described in Section E.2.3, Visual Resources, long-term, 
operational visual impacts would be experienced by viewers 
throughout the length of this alternative.  This option implements 
Mitigation Measure WR-2a, Coordinate tower and road locations 
with the authorized officer for the recreation area, based on input 
from the USFS March 2008 comment letter on the DEIR/EIS. 
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Reroute  
# 

Chapter # Page # Para # Comment 

10 E E.1.4-
12, 13 

12, last 
13, 2, 
second 
bullet 

High Meadows Revision: The High Meadows Revision relocates the 
I8 centerline downhill to the west to reduce visual and land use impacts 
to the High Meadows Ranch Subdivision. This modification directly 
mitigates for Impact L-2: When the Interstate 8 Alternative was 
defined, an effort was made to avoid properties where the alignment 
would affect existing or newly planned land developments. 
Development is occurring rapidly in southern California, and there are 
new development projects entering local development approval 
processes continually.  Mitigation Measure L-1b requires SDG&E to 
coordinate with landowners to revise the route, where feasible, to 
minimize land use conflicts between the transmission line and 
existing/planned development.  Several new projects have been 
identified as having potential conflicts with the Interstate 8 Alternative.  
Potential solutions for these specific projects are presented in the 
mitigation measure. It is likely that there will be other projects that will 
be in the land use approval process prior to final design and 
construction of the approved route. To reduce impacts to planned new 
land uses identified subsequent to project approval by CPUC and 
BLM, it may be feasible to make minor adjustments to alignment 
location or tower design that would accommodate the proposed 
development without compromising the transmission line or creating 
new impacts to adjacent land uses that would be more adverse than 
the approved alignment. Preparation and implementation of a 
construction notification plan (Mitigation Measure L-1a) would serve to 
notify landowners and tenants of pending construction. However, this 
notification would not provide sufficient time to investigate mitigation 
rerouting of the transmission line at specific parcels. The impact to 
these developments would be significant if the mitigation cannot be 
effectively implemented. It is expected that minor route revisions will 
reduce impacts to less than significant levels (Class II) but that there 
may also be situations where the alignment or facility components 
cannot be relocated, and the impact would remain significant (Class I). 
This segment alternative implements Mitigation Measure L-2b, 
Interstate 8 Alternative: MP I8-87 through I8-89.5, High Meadow 
Ranch. The initial alignment shall be shifted approximately 200 feet to 
the west, down slope, in order to minimize visual effects of the towers 
on the development. See Figure Ap.11C-56 for map of this area. 
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Reroute  
# 

Chapter # Page # Para # Comment 

11 E E.1.4-
12, 13 

12, last 
13, 2, 
second 
bullet 

Highway 67 Hansen Quarry: The Highway 67 Hansen Quarry 
Revision relocates the I8 centerline downhill to the east to eliminate 
land use impacts to the Hansen Aggregates Quarry.  This modification 
directly mitigated for Impact L-2: Presence of a project component 
would divide an established community or disrupt land uses at or 
near the alignment (No Impact for division of community; Class I 
or Class II for Pending/Future Development) Pending and Future 
Development. If a transmission route is approved by CPUC and BLM 
decision-makers, ROW acquisition and detailed design would begin 
soon after approval. Prior to this process, new land development 
projects may have been proposed or constructed by landowners on 
land parcels across which the route would pass.  When Proposed 
Project was defined, an effort was made to avoid properties where the 
alignment would affect existing or newly planned land developments. 
However, development is occurring rapidly in southern California, and 
there are new development projects entering local development 
approval processes continually. In order for the final engineering of the 
transmission line to accommodate land use changes that may have 
occurred after the route was originally defined, Mitigation Measure L-
1b is recommended. This measure requires SDG&E to coordinate with 
landowners to revise the route, where feasible, to minimize land use 
conflicts between the transmission line and existing/planned 
development. To reduce impacts to planned new land uses identified 
subsequent to project approval by CPUC and BLM, it may be feasible 
to make minor adjustments to alignment location or tower design that 
would accommodate the proposed development without compromising 
the transmission line or creating new impacts to adjacent land uses 
that would be more adverse than the approved alignment. Preparation 
and implementation of a construction notification plan (Mitigation 
Measure L-1a) would serve to notify landowners and tenants of 
pending construction. However, this notification would not provide 
sufficient time to investigate mitigation rerouting of the transmission 
line at specific parcels. There would be no impact if no developments 
are affected, but impacts to these developments would be significant if 
the mitigation cannot be effectively implemented. It is expected that 
minor route revisions will reduce impacts to less than significant levels 
(Class II) but that there may also be situations where the alignment or 
facility components cannot be relocated, and the impact would remain 
significant (Class I).  This modification implements Mitigation Measure 
L-2b, Revise project elements to minimize land use conflicts. 
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Reroute  
# 

Chapter # Page # Para # Comment 

12 E E.1.79, 
80 

Last, 2 Lightner Substation Ingress/Egress: The Lightner Substation 500kV 
ingress and 230kV egress have been modified to fit updated substation 
civil and electrical engineering and to provide for increased separation 
between the incoming 500kV line and the outgoing 230kV line to 
accommodate future transmission expansion. This modification is 
proposed to address Cumulative Impact V-2FT: Increased structure 
contrast, industrial character, view blockage, and skylining 
resulting in cumulative visual impacts (Class I).  The visual 
sensitivity of the existing landscape and viewing conditions, structure 
design, site-specific siting locations of future transmission structures, 
and the resulting cumulative visual impacts of the future 230 kV lines 
vary along the length of the potential future routes. Where two 
transmission lines are lined up, viewers would be able to see a 
doubling of the built features (structures and conductors) with 
increased visual contrast and view blockage. Assuming that the new 
transmission line is of identical design and is effectively matched up 
with an existing 230 kV line, tower for tower with synchronized 
conductor spans, the cumulative impact would be less than significant. 
However, with three or more transmission lines in a corridor, even with 
identical designs, it would be very unlikely that natural terrain variations 
would allow for a consistent matching of structures. As a result, 
structures would likely be offset in terms of both location and elevation.  
This would cause asynchronous structure positioning and conductor 
spans. The corridor would appear more structurally complex with 
substantially greater industrial character. View blockage of higher 
valued landscape features (hills, ridgelines, mountains, and sky) would 
also be more substantial.  The resulting cumulative visual impact would 
be significant and unmitigable (Class I). The future 230 kV lines that 
would be located along existing 69 kV routes, could also cause 
substantial cumulative impacts on visual resources due to the larger, 
taller pole sizes needed to support the weight of the new lines. The 
new towers would be structurally more prominent with increased 
industrial character compared to the existing transmission line facilities 
and would likely result in more instances of structure skylining 
(extending above the horizon). View blockage of higher valued 
landscape features would increase. Such substantial cumulative visual 
impacts would be significant and unavoidable (Class I).  This 
modification is a specific implementation of Mitigation Measure V-25a, 
Structure design and placement guidance. 
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Reroute  
# 

Chapter # Page # Para # Comment 

13 D D.4-
31, 32 

Third Bullet 
bottom of 
31 and 
second full 
paragraph 
on 32 

Coastal Link Alternative - Chicarita Cable Pole:  The relocation of 
the Chicarita Cable Pole provides an alternative that avoids 
construction within close proximity to an apartment complex and 
avoids crossing over two 138 kV existing lines originating at Chicarita 
Substation and going under a 230 kV structure that has a 69 kV circuit 
on it.  This relocation directly addresses Impact L-1: Construction 
would temporarily disturb land uses at or near the alignment (Class II, 
III) Within the Coastal Link, including the Sycamore Canyon to Elliot 
Substation reconductoring, land uses traversed by or adjacent to the 
proposed route include commercial and office use, industrial uses, 
military facilities, public roadways, a religious facility, schools, open 
space preserves, parks, and single- and multi-family residential. 
Construction of the Coastal Link would temporarily disturb the 
surrounding areas as a result of heavy construction equipment, 
trenching activities associated with the undergrounding of a portion of 
the proposed transmission line, and the movement of building 
materials to sites and returning to construction staging areas.  MP 
142.3 Chicarita Substation) to MP 146.5 (end of Park Village Road). 
Figure Ap.LU-17 provides a map of sensitive land uses along this 
segment. This underground segment would pass within 1,000 feet of 
nearly 1900 residential structures.  This relocation augments and 
partially replaces APMs LU-1, LU-4, and LU-6. 

14 D D.7-
45, 46 

Last, First Santa Ysabel Partial UG Avoiding Cultural Sites: This is an 
alternative to the Santa Ysabel Full Underground Alternative that 
utilizes the Proposed Project overhead route and is routed 
underground along Mesa Grande Road and adjacent to property lines 
to avoid impacts to cultural resources and reduce visual and property 
impacts. This segment option specifically mitigates for Impact C-1: 
Forty-three (43) cultural resources within the Central Link are 
potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP or CRHR. Eleven of the 
resources identified within the Central Link are located in areas of 
direct impact. All but one of these resources is prehistoric, and two 
prehistoric habitation sites are among those that would be impacted. If 
these sites were evaluated and recommended eligible for NRHP 
and/or CRHR, it would likely be under Criterion D (data potential). As 
such, impacts to these resources could be mitigated through data 
recovery; however, avoidance is always preferred.  This segment 
relocation implements Mitigation Measure C-1b, Avoid and protect 
potentially significant resources. 

 




