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Response to Comment Set E.10:  Applicant – Forest Management Activities 

E.10-1 The language in Section C.7.1.2 sufficiently and concisely describes the baseline conditions.  The 
additional language suggested in the comment is unnecessary. 

E.10-2 As the impact analysis in the Forest Management Activities section does not address the specific 
minimum clearance provisions, inclusion of the exceptions to Public Resources Code 4292 is 
unnecessary. 

E.10-3 As the impact analysis in the Forest Management Activities section does not address maintenance of 
clearings without the consent of the landowner, inclusion of the suggested language is unnecessary. 

E.10-4 Please see the response to Comment E.10-2 regarding exceptions to Public Resources Code 4292. 

E.10-5 While SCE may have submitted a Fire Prevention and Response Plan (FPRP) as a data response 
that was prepared in consultation with ANF for the Pardee-Pastoria 220-kV Reconductor Project, as 
ANF has stated that this FPRP is insufficient for the Antelope-Pardee 500-kV Transmission Line 
Project, SCE is required under the mitigation to prepare a Fire Plan in consultation with ANF that 
addresses these insufficiencies. No change will be made to the mitigation. 

E.10-6 Although the likelihood of an SCE maintenance vehicle or faulty transmission equipment starting a 
fire is remote, the analysis in the Forest Management Activities section is addressing activities 
associated with the project increasing the potential to start a wildfire. The recreation and 
commercial uses of Del Sur Ridge Road described in the comment are considered to be 
characteristic of the existing conditions, while the maintenance and operation of the 500-kV 
transmission line would be new activities and are analyzed as such. No change will be made to the 
discussion. 

E.10-7 As the ANF has suggested Mitigation Measure R-4 (Permanent Closure and Re-vegetation of 
Construction Roads) to limit OHV trespass, the benefits suggested in this comment would not 
obtained.  No additional language will be added. 

E.10-8 SCE was provided multiple opportunities, both in the application process and through responses to 
data requests to provide information such as described in the comment. As this was not provided for 
inclusion in the application or the data responses, this information cannot be considered part of the 
project’s description. Consequently, the issue of disruption of emergency services due to 
construction was analyzed without this material and is mitigated through Mitigation Measure T-1a 
(Prepare Traffic Control Plans) from Section C.13, Traffic and Transportation. No change will be 
made to the discussion. 

E.10-9 Mitigation Measure F-3 (Helicopters Shall Cease Activities in the Event of Fire) was written 
specifically to address helicopter use during construction activities which would not be included in 
the suggested revision.  No change will be made to the mitigation. 

E.10-10 Although SCE is required to provide an updated map of the transmission line with tower heights to 
the Unit Aviation Manager, the new tower heights would remain an increased aviation hazard. The 
suggestion of lowering tower heights at specific locations or locating towers off the top of ridgelines 
has already been incorporated into other mitigation measures such as Mitigation Measure F-5 (Site 
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and Design Towers to Match Existing Height).  No changes will be made to the analysis or 
mitigation. 

E.10-11 Although the flight paths provided in the attached map for “Super Scooper” may be safe approaches 
to Bouquet Canyon Reservoir from the perspective of the transmission lines, during a wildfire there 
is no guarantee that any of these approaches may be safe with respect to the location of the wildfire. 
The height and location of the new towers would still restrict the use of “Super Scooper” aircraft 
and increase their potential for aerial collision. No changes will be made to the analysis or 
mitigation. 

E.10-12 Although the increased height requirements for a 500-kV transmission line may make siting of 
towers difficult to match the existing tower heights near Bouquet Canyon Reservoir, with the 
topography of the area, SCE should be able to design and alignment that would allow this to be 
accomplished. Please refer to Response to Comment E.10-11 regarding mitigation for this impact. 
No changes will be made to the analysis or mitigation. 

E.10-13 Regardless of SCE’s opinion as to whether these bulleted items are based on accepted standards, as 
the standards listed in bullets one through five were received from ANF as their guidance for 
firefighting activities in the vicinity of transmission lines and the impact analyzed is within ANF, 
these guidelines are taken as ANF’s standards. No change will be made to the discussion. 

E.10-14 Prescribed burns coordinated with SCE have not been a regular occurrence in ANF along the 66-kV 
transmission line route as SCE claims in its comment.  Consequently, there is no evidence to 
support the claim that SCE would coordinate outages for prescribed burns during the operation of 
the 500-kV transmission lines. Consequently, the de-energization of transmission lines for both fire 
prevention and fire suppression is dealt with in the same mitigation measure.  No changes will be 
made to the mitigation. 

E.10-15 Please see the response to Comment E.10-14 regarding mitigation requiring de-energization of 
transmission lines. 

E.10-16 Please see the response to Comment E.10-14 regarding mitigation requiring de-energization of 
transmission lines. As no changes would be made to the mitigation, Mitigation Measure F-7 (SCE 
Shall Enter into a Fuelbreak Agreement with the ANF) will also remain unchanged. 

E.10-17 Please see the response to Comment E.10-14 regarding mitigation requiring de-energization of 
transmission lines. 

E.10-18 Widening of the Del Sur Ridge fuelbreak is unrelated to prescribed burns. The intent of widening 
the fuelbreak is to allow for safety for ground fire fighting forces making a stand at the fuelbreak. 
Mitigation Measure F-7 (SCE Shall Enter into a Fuelbreak Agreement with the ANF) will remain 
unchanged.  

E.10-19 As described in the response to Comment E.10-8, SCE was provided multiple opportunities, both in 
the application process and through responses to data requests to provide information such as 
described in the comment. As this was not provided for inclusion in the application or the data 
responses, this information cannot be considered part of the project’s description and was not 
analyzed as such. While SCE may provide generic safety training to ANF staff with a DVD, the 
ANF requested that Mitigation Measure F-8b (Provide Transmission Line Safety Training to ANF 
Staff) be required to provide regular and appropriate transmission line safety training to their staff, 
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which includes, but is not limited to first responders. No changes will be made to the analysis or 
mitigation. 

E.10-20 Please see the response to Comment E.10-14 regarding mitigation requiring de-energization of 
transmission lines and the response to Comment E.10-7 regarding access roads. 

E.10-21 Please see the response to Comment E.10-5 regarding development of a Fire Plan with the Forest 
Service. 

E.10-22 The ANF has argued that SCE’s maintenance of the 66-kV transmission line access roads provides 
little to no existing benefit to firefighting activity and consequently, the removal of the 66-kV 
transmission line and SCE stopping maintenance of the access road would have minimal impact on 
firefighting activities other than allowing for prescribed burns which would make later firefighting 
activities easier. No change will be made to the discussion. 


