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Response to Comment Set E.20:  Applicant – Other Federal Requirements 
and CEQA Consideration 

E.20-1 Please see the response to Comment E.10-14 regarding mitigation requiring de-energization of 
transmission lines. 

E.20-2 The restriction of being unable to place a structure within the transmission easement is a long-term 
disruption to a residential land use which substantially limits the activities and uses that can occur on 
that site. No change will be made to this analysis. 

E.20-3 The use of larger towers would alter the natural and scenic quality of the foreground views from the 
Pacific Crest Trail. The analysis for Impact R-2 has been updated as well as the discussion in 
Section E.1.2 to reflect that the significant and unavoidable impacts to the PCT are related to visual 
resources and would result from the placement of larger towers, not from the expanded ROW.  

E.20-4 The development of new spur roads and the grading or widening of existing access roads to support 
heavy equipment has the potential to result in modifications to forest service roads. However, the 
following changes have been made in the Draft EIR/EIS to reflect the SCE comment. “In addition, 
grading of Forest Service roads during construction would cause permanent alterations for the road 
alignments in some locations.” 

E.20-5 Please see the response to Comment E.20-2 regarding the long-term disruption of residential land 
uses. 

E.20-6 Regardless of whether the PdV Wind Energy Project is a direct effect of the state-legislated RPS 
requirements or was independently proposed without the RPS requirements, the proposed Project 
would enable the interconnection of the PdV Wind Energy Project and so effects of PdV are indirect 
effects of the Antelope-Pardee 500-kV Transmission Project. No change will be made to the 
analysis. 

E.20-7 Please see the response to Comment E.20-6 regarding the PdV Wind Energy Project. 


