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Response to Comment Set B.17:  Pacific Crest Trail Association 

B.17-1 Draft EIR/EIS Section C.15.4 states that the applicant would place the transmission towers a 
minimum distance of 300 feet from the Pacific Crest Trail where the proposed transmission line 
crosses the PCT north of Spunky Canyon Road (APM VIS-2). Your recommendation will be passed 
on to USDA Forest Service decision-makers, who will decide whether an increased setback from 
the PCT is warranted and/or technically feasible.  

B.17-2 As discussed in Section B.4.2.3 of the Draft EIR/EIS, Alternative 2 would include the removal of 
17.5 miles of the existing 66-kV line, including 119 existing 66-kV towers between proposed 
Project Mile 1.1 and Mile 18.6 in the existing Saugus-Del Sur utility corridor. Removal activities 
would be subject to the same Applicant-Proposed Measures (APMs) and mitigation measures as 
identified in the EIR/EIS, thereby ensuring these activities would occur in an environmentally sound 
manner. 

B.17-3 Thank you for your comments. They will be shared with the decision-makers who are reviewing the 
Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

B.17-4 Thank you for your comments. They will be shared with the decision-makers who are reviewing the 
Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

B.17-5 Thank you for your comment. It will be shared with the decision-makers who are reviewing the 
Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

B.17-6 Thank you for your comment. It will be shared with the decision-makers who are reviewing the 
Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

B.17-7 Thank you for submitting your recommendations and a potential alternative to the Project. As 
discussed in General Response GR-4, a reasonable range of alternatives has already been identified 
for the Project in accordance with CEQA and NEPA requirements. We appreciate your concern for 
impacts on the Pacific Crest Trail (PCT). The suggested alternative routing would avoid significant 
visual impacts to the PCT associated with Alternative 5. However, these same impacts are already 
avoided by the proposed Project and other alternatives (Alternatives 1 through 4). The proposed 
Project and other alternatives (except Alternative 2) would cross the PCT in the Angeles National 
Forest (ANF) at the same location as the existing Antelope-Pole Switch 74 subtransmission line. 
Alternative 2 would cross the PCT in the ANF a little further east of the existing Antelope-Pole 
Switch line. The proposed Project and Alternatives 1 through 4 would all avoid paralleling the PCT. 
Furthermore, an existing Utility Corridor designated in the Forest Plan already traverses the ANF in 
the vicinity of the proposed Project and Alternatives 1 through 4. The project does not involve the 
extension of ROW through the ANF, but rather the continued utilization of this designated Utility 
Corridor. The specific alignment of this corridor would be adjusted to correspond to the specific 
alignment of whatever transmission line route is approved across the ANF, if any.  

 Neither NEPA nor CEQA requires a separate analysis of alternatives which are not significantly 
distinguishable from alternatives actually considered or which have substantially similar 
consequences. The decision-makers are already presented with a reasonable range of alternatives 
and choices for selection of an alternative that would avoid the impacts addressed by the 
commenter’s suggested alternative. Therefore, the Lead Agencies have decided not to include 
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detailed analysis of your suggested alternative in the Final EIR/EIS. However, your concerns 
regarding Alternative 5’s adverse impacts on the PCT will be shared with decision-makers who are 
evaluating the Project and alternatives at the Forest Service and CPUC. 

B.17-8 Thank you for your comments. They will be shared with the decision-makers who are reviewing the 
Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

 


