Email: SCE Ivanpah Control

From: Yvonne D Nemeth <EVIEENEMETH@SCE.COM>

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2026 2:41 PM

To: Ivanpah-Control Project Team; Forsythe, John; Susan Lee; Susanne Heim
<susanne.heim@panoramaenv.com> Heim

Cc: Wilson, Michelle; Lori Charpentier

Subject: Draft EIR Comments -SCE Ivanpah-Control Project

Attachments:  SCE Ivanpah Control-DEIR Comment Letter A.19-07-105_5-15-2026.pdf

Hello John, Susan, and Susanne,

Please find attached the comments to the draft EIR for the lvanpah Control 115kV project (Application No.
A.19-07-015) for your review. We kindly ask that our comments be taken into consideration, and we greatly
appreciate your time and attention to this matter. Please let us know if there are any questions or if
additional clarification would be helpful.

Respectfully yours,

Yvonne Dangsangtong (Nemeth)

Regulatory Affairs Infrastructure Licensing Advisor
EcolQ Director of Communications

Regulatory Affairs | Safety & Infrastructure Policy
PNY: CA-Rosemead -GO1, 2nd Floor, Quad 2A
EMAIL: EVIE.NEMETH@SCE.COM

MOBILE: 951-970-8375

@ Call to Action: Embrace Carbon-Free Electricity for a Sustainable Future! @
Edison’s Sustainability Report 2024: https://on.edison.com/sustainabilityreport




SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

Energy for What's Ahead

May 15, 2026

Email Only
Mr. John Forsythe, CPUC Project Manager

California Public Utilities Commission

c/o Aspen Environmental Group

235 Montgomery Street, Suite 967

San Francisco, CA 94104-2920

Via e-mail: Ivanphah-Control@aspeneg.com

Subject: Southern California Edison’s Comments on the Commission’s Draft Environmental
Impact Report for the Ivanpah-Control (I-C) 115kV Project (A. 19.07-015)

Dear Mr. Forsythe,

On behalf of Southern California Edison Company (SCE), we wish to thank the California Public
Utilities Commission (“Commission” or “CPUC”) for its work in preparing and publishing the
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Ivanpah-Control Project, State Clearinghouse No.
2020080553 (the “Draft EIR”) and for allowing SCE the opportunity to provide comments on the
Draft EIR.

SCE generally agrees with the analysis of the project and conclusions of the Draft EIR; however,
SCE respectfully submits Attachment A, a matrix containing SCE’s proposed revisions and
rationale for the proposed changes to the Draft EIR. Suggested deletions from the Draft EIR are
shown in strikeeut format and suggested text additions are shown in underline format. To maintain
consistency throughout the document, SCE asks that revisions be incorporated throughout the
Final EIR as appropriate.

If you have any questions regarding these comments or would like to discuss any aspect in greater
detail, please contact me at (951) 970-8375 and/or via e-mail: Evie.Nemeth(@sce.com.

Sincerely,

Yvonne “Evie” Nemeth
Regulatory Affairs Infrastructure Licensing Case Manager
Southern California Edison

cc: Michelle Wilson, CPUC Program and Project Supervisor
Susan Lee, Aspen Environmental Group, Executive Vice President
Susanne Heim, Panorama Environmental, Inc., Principal
Lori Charpentier, Southern California Edison, Infrastructure Licensing Sr. Manager
Scott Lacy, Southern California Edison, Major Construction, Sr. Project Manager
Marco Orozco, Southern California Edison, Major Construction Project Manager
Lauren P. Goschke, Southern California Edison, Senior Attorney
Alisa Krizek, Southern California Edison, Environmental Science Senior Manager


mailto:Evie.Nemeth@sce.com
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ATTACHMENT A

Draft Environmental Impact Report Comment Matrix



lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language
No.
1 ES.1.1 ES-1 El):izhjztll\gi/ségryfﬁxm Comment: EIR should clarify that much of the alignment will deviate from the existing
Project Applicatiog and Purpose alignment, which will require the acquisition of new rights from multiple parties.
The Proposed Project would require that some replacement structures be installed outside the existing corridor on which SCE has R ded L “The P 4P " Id install truct
rights. In these locations, SCE would need to obtain new rights-of-way from the US Bureau of Land Management (BLM), the Bureau ecolg(ljn\;\;enl e anguage ¢ e ropc;se rojec WOLIG INSIAT NEW STLCILTES in a
of Indian Affairs (BIA), the Department of Defense (DOD), the California State Lands Commission (CSLC), the Los Angeles new along ceriain projec seqmen S
Department of Water and Power (LADWP), or private landowners. leeafelens—SCE would need to obtain new rlghts of—way from the US Bureau of Land
Management (BLM), the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), the Department of Defense
(DOD), the California State Lands Commission (CSLC), the Los Angeles Department
of Water and Power (LADWP), and er-private landowners for these areas.”
2 ES.2.1.1 ES-4 | Proposed Project Actions by Segment . : . . :
The corrective actions proposed by SCE within the 4 project segments are as follows: Comment: Reco”.“”.‘e“de.d edits clarify that _the new alignment S h.|fts to t.)Oth the v_vest
and east of the existing alignment and the distance from the existing varies but will not
Segments 1 and 2 (174 miles): The TLRR Program identified a total of 1,681 spans 5 with discrepancies within Segment 1 and 335 | €¥¢€ed a maximum of 50 feet.
spans within Segment 2. Replacement structures in these segments would be located in a new alignment approximately 50 feet east
of the existing alignment. Recommended Language: “Segments 1 and 2 (174 miles): The TLRR Program
identified a total of 1,681 spans 5 with discrepancies within Segment 1 and 335 spans
within Segment 2. Replacement structures in these segments would be located in a
new alignment adjacent to the-approximately-60-feet-east-of the existing alignment, no
more than fifty (50) feet apart.”
3 ES.5.1 ES-8 | Significant Environmental Effects of the Project that Cannot be Avoided

= Impact AE-2: Substantially damage scenic resources within a State scenic highway.

o Construction and Material Yards: The 39-month proposed use of Material Yard 1-7, the introduced visual
contrast and industrial character would create a significant and unavoidable impact on views within the
designated scenic highway segment of US 395, about 11 miles south of the community of Big Pine.

Comment: SCE will voluntarily remove Material Yard 1-7 from consideration as a
potential yard. This would eliminate this adverse effect. Therefore, SCE proposes
removing this language from the DEIR.

Recommended Language: The-39-month-proposed-use-of Material-Yard-1-7-the

IVANPAH-CONTROL TLRR PROJECT: DEIR COMMENT TABLE
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lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language
No.
4 ES.7.2 ES-11 | No Project Evaluated = QObjectives: Required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(e); would not | Comment: SCE proposes revising this language to reflect the impacts of selecting the
Alternative meet project objectives No Project Alternative.
® Feasibility: Feasible, although SCE would be in violation of the mitigation
plan agreed to with WECC Recommended Language:

® |mpacts: Modifications of the existing electrical system defined for the * “Objectives: Required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(e); would not meet

Proposed Project, and the associated impacts would not occur, but facilit project objectives”.
p. q ) | ! Id be imbpl P q c'i d basi y o “Feasibility: Technically feasible, although SCE would be in violation of the
repair and replacement wou e implemented on an as-needed basis mitigation plan agreed to with WECC, because clearance discrepancies would

remain on SCE’s system for an extended period of time, resulting in non-
compliance with CPUC and NERC requirements and guidance.”

¢ “Impacts: Modifications of the existing electrical system as defined for the
Proposed Project and the their associated impacts would not occur, but facility
repair and replacement weuld may be implemented on an as-needed basis over
time where permitted. Likely impacts to system reliability and deliverability due to
continued use of aging infrastructure that cannot be utilized to their full capacity

rating.”

IVANPAH-CONTROL TLRR PROJECT: DEIR COMMENT TABLE Page 2




lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment
No.

Section

Page

DEIR Original Language

SCE Recommended Language

5

ES.8.2

ES-16

Comparison of No Project Alternative with Proposed Project

Under the No Project Alternative, the specific modifications of the existing electrical system included in the proposed I-C Project
would not occur and the existing lines would continue to operate in their current condition. SCE’s PEA did not identify any other
actions to shed light on “what would be reasonably expected to occur” in the absence of the Proposed Project. The range of
predictable ‘no project’ consequences could include targeted repairs to address problems on a case-by-case basis or in response to
emergencies arising from the continuing discrepancies of the existing facilities. If the Proposed Project is not approved by the CPUC,
it is reasonable to assume that SCE could be required to implement targeted upgrades in response to emergency situations. These
upgrades would likely be narrower in scope than those anticipated with the Proposed Project; however, mitigation measures identified
for the Proposed Project, or the alternatives considered in this EIR, would not be adopted under the No Project Alternative.

Comment: The No Project Alternative evaluates the consequences of not approving
the I-C Project. Selecting the No Project Alternative means that SCE would neither
remediate clearance discrepancies nor bring the lines into compliance with GO 95 and
North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Facility Ratings. Additionally, it
would mean that SCE would be out of compliance with the mitigation plan submitted to
and agreed upon with WECC.

Under this scenario, no construction or modifications to the existing electrical
infrastructure would occur and all existing line clearance discrepancies would remain
on SCE'’s system. Rather, SCE would address the line clearance discrepancies on an
individual basis in an inefficient and disjointed manner, limited to activities permitted
under SCE’s existing land rights. Consequently, there would be impacts to system
reliability and there would likely be ongoing frequent operations and maintenance work
along the existing lines.

Recommended Language: “Under the No Project Alternative, the specific
modifications of the existing electrical system included in the proposed I-C Project
would not occur and the existing lines would continue to operate in their current
condition. SCE’ i i ify ‘ i i “whatw

predictable ‘no project’ consequences could include targeted repairs to address
problems on a case-by-case basis or in response to emergencies arising from the
continuing discrepancies of the existing facilities, but any such activities would be
limited to activities permitted under SCE’s existing land rights and would likely occur in
an inefficient and disjointed manner. If the Proposed Project is not approved by the
CPUC, it is reasonable to assume that one possible outcome might be that SCE could
be-required-to would implement targeted upgrades in response to emergency
situations. These upgrades weuldikely could be significantly narrower in scope than
those anticipated with the Proposed Project or possibly be on par with the Proposed
Project, and require licensing. however; Mitigation measures identified for the
Proposed Project, or the alternatives considered in this EIR, would not be adopted
under the No Project Alternative.”

Land Ownership and Right-of-Way Requirements

In some cases, SCE’s existing ROWs on BLM-managed lands have expired and will be renegotiated if the Project is approved.

Comment: The entirety of the I-C project on BLM lands would require renegotiation of
rights.

Recommended Language: “Iln-seme-cases; SCE’s existing ROWs-on BLM-managed
lands have-expired-and will be renegotiated if-the-Projestis for the portion of the

approved project on BLM-managed lands.”

1.2.1

Objective 3: Meet I-C Project needs while minimizing environmental impacts.

CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, Section 15000, et seq.) require that an
environmental impact report describe a reasonable range of alternatives to a proposed project, or the location of the proposed
project that would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the
significant effects of the project. CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(d) requires that sufficient information about each alternative be
included to allow meaningful evaluation and analysis.

Comment: Include additional paragraph to close out the concepts identified in the first
paragraph.

Recommended Language: (Add 2" paragraph): “Consistent with Section 15126.6
(d) of the CEQA Guidelines, this DEIR analyzes alternatives to the |-C Project. Section
4 Project Alternatives identifies and compares the construction and operation of the I-C
Project with its alternatives, including alternatives that did not meet I-C Project
objectives and were not carried forward.”

IVANPAH-CONTROL TLRR PROJECT: DEIR COMMENT TABLE
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lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language
No.
8 1.2.2 1-6 Review of SCE Project Objectives Comment: SCE is committed to remediating GO 95 discrepancies along the I-C
Project as soon as practicable to comply with CPUC GO 95 and NERC guidelines.
- . . . . . SCE’s 2010 Mitigation Plan submitted to WECC included an estimate that SCE would

SCE has s_tatfad |t_|s com_mltted to undertaking all reasonable efforts to correct discrepancies on the I-C Project 115 kV complete engineering and construction activities by 2025. However, due to the length

subtransmission lines prior to January 1, 2025. . . . . " . .
of the licensing process, the timeline for remediating discrepancies has been
extended. SCE provides semi- annual updates to WECC and quarterly updates to the
CPUC Safety Enforcement Division on the status of the TLRR Project and continues to
make best efforts to complete remediation activities within a reasonable timeframe.
Recommended Language: “SCE has-stated-it is committed to undertaking all
reasonable efforts to correct discrepancies on the I-C Project 115 kV subtransmission
lines priorto-January-1-2025 as soon as practicable.”

. Comment: This is an Application for a Permit to Construct. Project cost is not an
9 1.31 1-7 | Agency Use of this EIR issue in a Permit to Construct Application. The language referring to project cost

CPUC Use of this EIR should be removed.
Recommended language: “After publication of the Final EIR, the ALJ will hold

After publication of the Final EIR, the ALJ will hold Evidentiary Hearings (if required) to cover issues of project cost and other Evidentiary Hearings (if required) to-coverissues-of projectcost-and-other

considerations and will issue a Proposed Decision. considerations and will issue a Proposed Decision.”

10 211 2-3 | Segment 3S: Kramer Substation to Tortilla Substation to Coolwater Substation.

The TLRR Program identified 1,681 spans with discrepancies within Segment 1 and 335 within Segment 2. Replacement
structures in these segments would be located in a new alignment immediately adjacent to the existing alignment, approximately
50 feet to the east. The replacement of structures in a new alignment is necessary to provide continued service to Inyo, Kern, and
San Bernardino Counties while the Project is being constructed.

Comment: Changes reflect that the design has a varying distance separation, and that
the new alignment varies from the east side to west side of existing, based on terrain
and other variables.

Recommended Language: “The TLRR Program identified 1,681 spans with
discrepancies within Segment 1 and 335 within Segment 2. Replacement structures in
these segments would be located in a new alignment immediately adjacent to the
existing alignment, up to approximately 50 feet away to-the-east. The replacement of
structures in a new alignment is necessary to provide continued service to Inyo, Kern,
and San Bernardino Counties while the Project is being constructed.”

IVANPAH-CONTROL TLRR PROJECT: DEIR COMMENT TABLE
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lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment
No.

Section

Page

DEIR Original Language

SCE Recommended Language

11

221

2-3

2.2. Project Components
Summary of Project Activities by Segment

= Cal City Option

The Cal City Option would also require that approximately 20 structures at the southernmost end of Segment 2 be constructed as
much as 30 feet taller than those currently proposed, because they would have to support an electric distribution line (called “Isner
33 kV”), and potentially a Frontier-owned telecommunication line, on the same structures, as an underbuild (i.e., lower on the
structures than the 115 kV conductors).

Comment: Strike all references to relocation of the Isner 33kV circuit and Frontier-
owned telecom line. This relocation would create additional disturbance as distribution
and Frontier-owned telecommunication line would require shorter spans than the
proposed 115kV collocation, resulting in additional structures.

Please note a similar comment (#36) that was provided in response to the recent Cal
City DEIR submitted on April 15, 2026: “SCE is in the process of engineering the
collocation alternative presented by the CPUC. While the Project as described in
Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR involves underbuilding the existing Isner 33 kV line on the
proposed Kramer-Cal City 115 kV Subtransmission Line north of Kramer Substation,
SCE notes that existing electrical and telecommunications facilities associated with the
Isner 33 kV line would not be transferred to new facilities on the proposed Kramer-Cal
City 115 kV Subtransmission Line under Alternative 1: Cal City/lvanpah-Control
Collocation or Alternative 3: Cal City/lvanpah-Control Collocation with Twenty Mule
Team Parkway Alternative. Adding distribution underbuild to this portion of the
collocated Kramer-Cal City 115 kV Subtransmission Line under these alternatives
would necessitate substantially taller structures and shorter span lengths, resulting in
additional construction and environmental impacts as discussed in SCE's response to
the CPUC's Data Request 19 for the SCE Ivanpah Control project (submitted on
December 13, 2024, with follow up answers provided on February 7, 2025).”

12

221

Southern Alignment Adjustment: Under both the Cal City Option and the Cal City Sequoia Option, the alignment of the new
structures could be located where proposed by SCE in the Cal City application, as opposed to the proposed I-C alignment. The
north end of this adjustment would begin at a location approximately 4 miles north of the Kramer Substation at structure number
121346, and would continue south for approximately 3.5 miles, ending at approximately structure number 121371 at the south,
affecting a total of approximately 26 structures. North of this adjustment area, after the lines cross under the existing 220 kV circuit,
the alignment would return to the proposed I-C alignment. Under this adjusted alignment, the new double-circuit 115 kV structures
would be located approximately 50 feet west of the locations currently defined for the Proposed Project in Segment 2. The
structures would still be located east of the existing access road, so no new access road would be required. SCE expects that
these adjusted structure locations would still be within the Structure Work Areas defined for the Proposed Project, so all ground
disturbance calculations would be unchanged.

Comment: As discussed below, please eliminate the references to the Cal City
Sequoia Option as it was eliminated from analysis in the Cal City DEIR and creates
unnecessary confusion in the |-C DEIR. and please provide flexibility for final I-C
alignment based on final engineering and current site conditions.

Recommended Language: Under beth the Cal City Option and-the-Cal-City Sequeia
Optien, the alignment of the new structures could be located closer to where proposed
by SCE in the Cal City application, as opposed to the proposed |-C alignment. The
north end of this adjustment would begin at a location approximately 4 miles north of
the Kramer Substation at structure number 121346, and would continue south for
approximately 3.5 miles, ending at approximately structure number 121370 424374 at
the south, affecting a total of approximately 25 26 structures. North of this adjustment
area, after the lines cross under the existing 220 kV circuit, the alignment would return
to the proposed I-C alignment. Under this adjusted alignment, the new double-circuit
115 kV structures could woeuld be located approximately 50 feet west of the locations
currently defined for the Proposed Project in Segment 2. The structures would still be
located east of the existing access road, so no new access road would be required.
SCE expects that these adjusted structure locations would still be within the Structure
Work Areas defined for the Proposed Project, so all ground disturbance calculations
would be unchanged.”

IVANPAH-CONTROL TLRR PROJECT: DEIR COMMENT TABLE
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lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language

No.

13 221 2-4 = Cal City Sequoia Option: In this option, the additional 115 kV circuit would join the |-C ROW about 7.5 miles . o . “ . C
north of Kramer Substation (at the intersection of Sequoia Boulevard and US 395) and would be installed from that \(/:vg;ngl;;?r:.a’zgErslrjngg(ralztlsssi‘gliﬁTﬁsrga?rgiltre ngéeggg é?;g; ssuenqnueizsggtlogo:% Istion
point south into the Kramer Substation. The range of structure heights would be the same as that described for the in the I-C DEIR y y ry
Cal City Option. '

14 221 2-4 = Southern Alignment Adjustment: Under both the Cal City Option and the Cal City Sequoia Option, the alignment . o . “ : o
of the new structures could be located where proposed by SCE in the Cal City application, as opposed to the Comment. SCE suggests s_tr|_k|ng the ent!re reference to the “Sequoia Option” as 't.

roposed I-C alianment was eliminated from analysis in the Cal City DEIR and creates unnecessary confusion
prop 9 : in the I-C DEIR.
Recommended Language: “Under both the Cal City Option and-the-Cal-City Sequoia
Optien, the alignment of the new structures could be located where proposed by SCE
in the Cal City application, as opposed to the proposed |-C alignment.”
15 22.53 29 Segments 3N and 35 ROW Requirements Comment: Both Segments 3N and 3S would cross the active rail lines. SCE requests
I.?.:ailroad crossings will occur as follows: to correct language on Segment 3N and add language indicating additional railroad
g ' crossings are expected in Segment 3S.
= Segment 2 would have two crossings (one at Garlock Road just north of Randsburg; one at Highway 58 and Highway 395
at Kramer Junction.
Recommended Language:
= Segment 3N would have multiple crossings located at the Barstow rail switchyard located just west of Barstow. Railroad crossings will occur as follows:
= Segment 3N would have multiple crossings, located-at-the-Barstow-rail
switchyardlocatedjust-west-of Barstow one located immediately west of
Coolwater Substation_and another crossing at Highway 58 and Highway 395
at Kramer Junction.
= Segment 3S would have multiple crossings, including five crossings located at
the Barstow Rail Yard and two crossings immediately south of Coolwater
Substation.”
16 2253 2-9 Segments 3N and 3S ROW Requirements Comment: SCE is not installing OPGW in either 3N or 3S, therefore SCE suggests

...Due to the age of the lines, the original language of the easement rights may not properly capture the details related to the new
and upgraded facilities being installed (e.g., communications circuits within the OPGW).

striking the statement regarding existing easement rights.

Recommended Language: Hhes; igh

IVANPAH-CONTROL TLRR PROJECT: DEIR COMMENT TABLE
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lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language

No.

7 2.4.1 2-10 | Construction Features Common to All Project Components Comment: SCE suggests striking the entire reference to the “Sequoia Option” as it
Neither the Cal City Option, the Cal City Sequoia Option, nor the Southern Alignment Adjustment would require adjustments to the mﬁ:l;g"ggg from analysis in the Cal City DEIR and creates unnecessary confusion
total amounts of construction disturbance areas. '

Recommended Language: “Neither the Cal City Optionthe-Cal-Gity-Sequeia-Option
nor the Southern Alignment Adjustment would require adjustments to the total
amounts of construction disturbance areas.”

18 24.1.2 213 | Work Areas Comment: While staging areas and construction work areas could require minor
. . . . grading to provide a reasonably level work surface for equipment and vehicle use, only
;l;g;aﬁgraded area would be compacted to at least 90 percent relative density and would be capable of supporting heavy vehicular work areas that require cut and fill would be compacted to at least 90 percent relative

' density. Currently, no grading to this extent is expected for the project overall.
Recommended Language: “The graded area would be compacted to atleast-90
percentrelative-density-and-would be capable of supporting heavy vehicular traffic.”

19 24.1.12 2-16 | Geotechnical Studies Comment: SCE suggests adding language to address structures located near on
The results of these studies would provide an evaluation of the depth to the water table, liquefaction potential, physical properties of active faults.
subsurface soils, slope stability, and the presence of hazardous materials and common contaminants; the studies may also include
recommendations for the final engineering design. Recommended Language: “The results of these studies would provide an evaluation

of the depth to the water table, liquefaction potential, physical properties of subsurface
soils, slope stability, and the presence of hazardous materials and common
contaminants; the studies may also include recommendations for the final engineering
design and potential measures to reduce the potential for damage due to fault rupture
for structures located within the Alquist-Priolo zones or structures that will span
Alquist-Priolo zones.”

20 2423 219 Notifications Prior to Drilling and Excavation Activities Comment: General Order 131-E explains that local jurisdictions acting pursuant to

Prior to drilling for foundations, SCE or its Contractor would contact Underground Service Alert (USA) to identify any existing
underground utilities in the construction zone. Construction of foundations and other below-ground components of the Project would
begin with the survey of existing underground utilities along the proposed underground and excavation locations. SCE would notify
all applicable utilities via USA to locate and mark existing utilities and conduct exploratory excavations (potholing) as necessary to
verify the location of existing utilities. SCE would apply for and obtain ministerial encroachment permits for trenching in public streets,
as required.

local authority are preempted from regulating electric power line projects, distribution
lines, substations or electric facilities constructed by public utilities subject to the
Commission's Jurisdiction. Therefore, if a local jurisdiction includes local discretionary
requirements in ministerial permits, then SCE would not be required to obtain those
permits. SCE proposes adding the word “applicable” to clarify which ministerial
permits SCE would obtain.

Recommended Language: “Notifications Prior to Drilling and Excavation Activities
Prior to drilling for foundations, SCE or its Contractor would contact Underground
Service Alert (USA) to identify any existing underground utilities in the construction
zone. Construction of foundations and other below-ground components of the Project
would begin with the survey of existing underground utilities along the proposed
underground and excavation locations. SCE would notify all applicable utilities via USA
to locate and mark existing utilities and conduct exploratory excavations (potholing) as
necessary to verify the location of existing utilities. SCE would apply for and obtain
applicable ministerial encroachment permits for trenching in public streets, as
required.”

IVANPAH-CONTROL TLRR PROJECT: DEIR COMMENT TABLE
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lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language
No.
Table 2-12 Construction Schedule: . .
21 2.4.10 2-41 Comment: Updated dates are provided based on currently known project schedule.
Table 2-12. Proposed Construction Schedule
Project Activity Approximate Duration (months) Approximate Start Date Recommended Update:
PTC Application Submitted July 2019 Table 2-12. Proposed Construction Schedule
Amended PTC Application 22 April 2020
Second Amended PTC Application October 2024 Project Activity Approximate Duration (months) Approximate Start Date
Acquisition of Required Permits 16 October 2026 PTC Application Submitted - July 2019
Right-of-Way/ Property Acquisition 18 June 2026 Amended PTC Application 22 April 2020
Final Engineering 8 December 2026 Second Amended PTC Application — October 2024
Subtransmission Line Construction 39 April 2027 Acquisition of Required Permits ’ 13 December 2026
Cleanup 8 February 2030 Right-of-Way/ Property Acquisition 18 October 2027
Project Operational - October 2030 Final Engineering 8 April 2028
Source: SCE, PEA Table 3.7-10 (SCE, 2020); updated with SCE DR-7 (9/30/24). Subtransmission Line Construction 39 AusuSt 2028 T
Cleanup 8 September 2031
Project Operational - Mav 2032
Source: SCE, PEA Table 3.7-10 (SCE, 2020); updated with SCE DR-7 (9/30/24). B
22 2.8.1 2-47 | APM WEAP Worker’s Environmental Awareness Training Program. All activities, as determined appropriate on an activity-by- . . . o
activity basis, will implement a worker education program thagt meg(s the approval of the BLM. The ropFr)arr?wiII be carried ou¥ ’ Comment: SCE's APM was revised to the language identified at left. SCE
duri y I oh ’ f’?h oct (sit bilizati prog 4 disturb (;j)_p truct ’ tP 9 : d T recommends reverting to the original proposed language by removing the language
urlng all phases of the project (site mo ilization, groun | .|.s urbance, grading, construction, operation, closure/decommissioning below. The WEAP for work on BLM-managed lands will be specific to BLM
or project abandonment, and restoration/reclamation activities). requirements and will not apply project-wide, because additional work will occur on
private lands.
Recommended Language: “All activities, as determined appropriate on an activity-
by-activity basis, will implement a worker education program-that-meets-the-approval
23 28.2 2-47 | Air Quality

APM AIR-1 Tier 4 Construction Equipment. All construction equipment with rating between 100 and 750 horsepower (hp) will be
required to use engines compliant with U.S. EPA Tier 4 non-road engine standards. In the event a Tier 4 engine is not available for
any off-road construction equipment with rating at or higher than 100 hp, documentation of the unavailability will be provided.

Comment: SCE’s APM was revised to the language identified at left. SCE
recommends reverting to the original proposed language.

Recommended Language: “All construction equipment with rating between 100 and
750 horsepower (hp) would be required to use engines compliant with U.S. EPA Tier 4
non-road engine standards. In the event a Tier 4 engine is not available for any off-
road construction equipment with rating at or higher than 100 hp, that engine would be
equipped with a Tier 3 engine and documentation of the unavailability would be
provided.”
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lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language
No.
24 284 2:54 | APM BIO-HERP-1 Desert Tortoise Comment: SCE’s APM was revised to the language identified at left. SCE
= Vehicle Travel. Vehicular traffic will not exceed 15 miles per hour within the areas not recommends reverting to the original proposed language.
cleared by protocol level surveys where desert tortoise may be impacted.
Recommended Language: APM BIO-HERP-1 Desert Tortoise
“\Jehicul fhic wi 5 il I ithi
....... \/ /ey WAaere-agesetto . ----ve‘--s- .During_
construction-related activities, motor vehicles will be limited to maintained roads,
designated routes, and areas identified as being permanently or temporarily affected
by construction within the Project footprint. Motor vehicle speeds along Project routes
and access roads within habitat for desert tortoise (as described in the TLRR Habitat
and Sensitive Species Reports for Control-Haiwee and lvanpah-Coolwater-Kramer-
Inyokern) will not exceed 20 miles per hour.”
25 2.8.4 2-54 | APM BIO-HERP-1 Desert Tortoise Comment: SCE’s APM was revised to the language identified at left. SCE
recommends reverting to the original language of SCE’s APM. SCE’s APM is
= Under Vehicle Checks. Desert tortoises commonly seek shade during the hottest times of the day. Employees consistent with the language in MM BIO-1i
working within the geographic range of this species will be required to check under their equipment or vehicles
before they are moved. If desert tortoises are encountered, the vehicle will not be moved until the tortoise has Recommended Language: “Desert tortoises commonly seek shade during the
either voluntarily moved away from the equipment or vehicle. hottest times of the day. Employees working within the geographic range of this
species will be required to check under their equipment or vehicles before they are
moved. If desert tortoises are encountered, the vehicle will not be moved until the
tortoise has either voluntarily moved away from the equipment or vehicle or is moved
by an agency-approved biologist.”
26 2.84 2-58 | APM BIO-MAM-6 Bats, common and sensitive species

If no roosts (maternity, wintering, or otherwise) are present, tree trimming/removal may continue as planned. If an active roost has
been identified or lasiurine bats are present, removal of trees around the roost would be conducted between September 15 -
October 30, and February 15 - April 15, which corresponds to time periods when bats are active, not in torpor, and not caring for

non-mobile young.

Removal of trees requires the following two-step process prior to trimming/removal:

= On Day 1 under the supervision of a qualified bat biologist, Step 1 would include branches and limbs with no
cavities removed by hand (e.g., using chainsaws). This would create a disturbance (noise and vibration) and
physically alter the tree. Bats roosting in the tree would either abandon the roost immediately (rarely) or, after
emergence, would avoid returning to the roost.

= On Day 2, Step 2 of the tree removal may occur, which would be removal of the remainder of the tree. Trees that
are only to be trimmed and not removed would be processed in the same manner; if a branch with a potential roost
must be removed, all surrounding branches would be trimmed on Day 1 under supervision of a qualified bat
biologist and then the limb with the potential roost would be removed on Day 2.

Comment: SCE’s APM was revised to include the language identified at left. SCE
recommends reverting to the original proposed language by removing the added
language as it was not included in SCE’s proposed APM.
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No.
27 284 2-59 . , ; . .
APM BIO-RES-1 Develop and Implement Habitat Restoration Plan (HRP). Comment: SCE's APM was revised to the language identified at left. SCE
And And recommends reverting to the original language of SCE’s APM. SCEs original language
If an unforeseen catastrophic event (e.g., flood, fire, or other event beyond SCE control) damages a restoration site within the ﬁgsvméié‘:rsrgsézrﬁgag fr?c:tst')r;g:lljir:;t?;ti:]o dper}:gilgfldrzgizﬁr?y?;g z’giiec?gtéglt’astro hic
7.7 7-16 | monitoring period, SCE will assess adjacent areas and adjust success standards accordingly in coordination with the agencies. ) y 9 P

events beyond SCE control.

Recommended Language:

APM BIO-RES-1-Develop-and-implement-Habitat Restoration Plan (HRP).

For all revegetation or restoration areas, if a fire, flood, or other disturbance beyond

the control of SCE, CPUC, and BLM damages the area within the monitoring period,
SCE will restore to conditions similar to adjacent impacted areas. If a second event

occurs, no replacement is required.”
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28 3.2.3.3. 3.2-25 | Construction and/or Material Yards. SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE. Three construction/contractor yards are proposed to Comment: SCE will voluntarily remove Material Yard 1-7 from consideration as a
be located within the foreground of views from the Officially Designated Scenic Highway segment of US 395. These yards are tential ) d. Thi Id eli Y te this ad ffect. Theref SCE
defined as numbers 1-4, 1-6, and 1-7 (see Table 2-3, Chapter 2) and mapped on Figure 2-6b through Figure 2-6d (Material Yards potential yard. NI WOLd eliminaie 'his adverse etiect. “herstore, proposes
Segment 1) in Chapter 2. removing this language from.the DEIR and revising the significance determlnatlon.
SCE also recommends revising Table 2-3 and Figures 2-6b through Figure 2-6d to
Section 2.4.9.1 describes the construction process for Segment 1 of the Proposed Project. Due to the construction phasing remove Material Yards 1-4, 1-5, 1-6 and 1-7.
requirement that the Segment 1 Project components first be fully constructed, and subsequently the existing Project structures
would be removed, followed by a cleanup phase. SCE states that that the yards in Segment 1 would be occupied for approximately .
39 months (SCE Response to Data Request 18-4), given the project schedule. As described in Chapter 2, the new line would be Recommended Language:
fully constructed and energized before SCE decommissions and removes the existing line. In response to Data Request 18-4, SCE | “Construction-andfor Material Yards. SIGNIFICANTAND-UNAVOIDABLE. NO
stated that Material Yards 1-4 and 1-5 could be removed with minimal impact to construction. However, SCE will require the use IMPACT. Fhree Two construction/contractor yards are proposed to be located within
Material Yard 1-7, an approximately 5-acre site located about 400 feet east of US 395 on the north side of Aberdeen Station Road | the foreground of views from the Officially Designated Scenic Highway segment of US
(about 13 miles south of the community of Big Pine). SCE further stated that there are no suitable replacement yards for this 395. These yards are defined as numbers 1-4-and 1-6-ard-4-7 (see Table 2-3,
segment of the Project. Chapter 2) and mapped on Figure 2-6b through Figure 2-6d (Material Yards Segment
1) in Chapter 2.
Silve? thetC_’>9 mo?th pr_opos;ad ustcta1 of Materlﬁ_l ﬁard 1-7, the introduced visual contrast and industrial character would create a Section 2.4.9.1 describes the construction process for Segment 1 of the Proposed
gnificant impact on views from the scenic highway. . ” ) X .
Project. Due to the construction phasing requirement that the Segment 1 Project
components first be fully constructed, and subsequently the existing Project structures
would be removed, followed by a cleanup phase. SCE states that that the yards in
Segment 1 would be occupied for approximately 39 months (SCE Response to Data
Request 18-4), given the project schedule. As described in Chapter 2, the new line
would be fully constructed and energized before SCE decommissions and removes
the existing line. In response to Data Request 18-4, SCE stated that Material Yard 1-5
was removed from consideration and that Material Yards 1-4 and 1-56 could be
removed W|th mlnlmal |mpact to constructlon Hewever—SGBw#l—req%te—theuse
Therefore, because SCE proposes no material yards within the Officially Designated
Scenic Highway segment of US 395, there will be no impacts associated with SCE’s
material yards.”
29 3414 3.4-3 | Toxic Air Contaminants

The Proposed Project would not be considered a stationary source subject to risk assessment programs, and surveys will be
necessary to determine whether demolition or renovation work at the substations could encounter asbestos.

Comment: No demolition or renovation work is needed as part of the I-C Project,
therefore SCE recommends removing this language from the DEIR.

Recommended Language: “The Proposed Project would not be considered a

stat|onary source subject to nsk assessment programs—and—suweys—w#ba:reeessaw
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30 3.4.3.3 3.4- | Construction Comment: The DEIR states that Mitigation Measure AQ-2a (Control Off Road
10 LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION. The Proposed Project would create criteria air pollutant emissions during Equipment Emissions with Tier 4 Engines) supersedes APM AQ-1 “in order to provide

construction activities, and these activities would occur over four project segments in the jurisdiction of three different local air
districts. This section quantifies the criteria air pollutant emissions within each local air district to compare with the significance
thresholds for protecting regional air quality planning efforts. Construction-phase emissions would include tailpipe emissions from
motor gasoline or diesel construction equipment and vehicles used to transport employees, equipment, or haul materials. Other
emissions from construction include fugitive dust emissions from ground disturbance on unpaved and paved surfaces via grading,
vehicle and equipment movement, and losses while hauling loose material from or to the site.

Tables 3.4-7 and 3.4-8 show maximum annual and daily average emissions in GBUAPCD and EKAPCD with the applicant
proposed measure to require use of higher-tier construction equipment and the applicant’'s compliance with mandatory dust control
measures. Neither the annual nor daily emissions in either air district would be in exceedance of the local thresholds. Impacts in
GBUAPCD and EKAPCD are less than significant with mitigation.

documentation of engine ratings onsite during construction. With the recommended
mitigation, the impact of construction phase emissions would be reduced to a less than
significant level in all three air districts.”

CEQA states that mitigation measures are appropriate when the mitigation measure
reduces a significant environmental impact. CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(a)(3).
Mitigation measure AQ-2a adds a reporting requirement to SCE’s APM. Reporting
requirements do not mitigate air quality impacts. Therefore SCE proposes removing
Mitigation Measure AQ-2a and revising the impacts analysis to reflect that the impact
is less than significant with the implementation of APM AQ-1. SCE recommends this
change be made throughout the DEIR, where applicable.

Recommended Language: “Tables 3.4-7 and 3.4-8 show maximum annual and daily
average emissions in GBUAPCD and EKAPCD with the applicant proposed measure
to require use of higher-tier construction equipment and the applicant’s compliance
with mandatory dust control measures. Neither the annual nor daily emissions in either
air district would be in exceedance of the local thresholds. Impacts in GBUAPCD and
EKAPCD are less than significant with-mitigation.”
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31 3.4.3.3 3.4-11 | Impacts and Mitigation Measures Comment:
The DEIR states that Mitigation Measure AQ-2a (Control Off Road Equipment
& & Emissions quantified in this analysis reflect implementation of the proposed mitigation measures that supersede the applicant Emissions with Tier 4 Engines) supersedes APM AQ-1 “in order to provide
proposed measures, and comply with air district regulations, which would require use of Tier 4 engines and dust control measures. | documentation of engine ratings onsite during construction. With the recommended
3.8 3.8-8 | The impact of construction emissions would be significant without implementation of these measures. To ensure that the Applicant | mitigation, the impact of construction phase emissions would be reduced to a less than
Proposed Measures will be made enforceable, this analysis recommends Mitigation Measure AQ-2a, Control Off-Road Equipment | significant level in all three air districts.”
Emissions with Tier 4 Engines, and Mitigation Measure AQ-2b, Control Fugitive Dust Emissions. Mitigation Measure AQ-2a
(Control Off Road Equipment Emissions with Tier 4 Engines) supersedes APM AQ-1 in order to provide documentation of engine CEQA states that mitigation measures are appropriate when the mitigation measure
ratings onsite during construction. With the recommended mitigation, the impact of construction phase emissions would be reduces a significant environmental impact. CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(a)(3).
reduced to a less than significant level in all three air districts. Mitigation measure AQ-2a adds a reporting requirement to SCE’s APM. Reporting
requirements do not mitigate air quality impacts. Therefore, SCE proposes removing
Mitigation Measures for Impact AQ-2 AQ-2a Control Off-Road Equipment Emissions with Tier 4 Engines (Supersedes APM | Mitigation Measure AQ-2a and revising the impacts analysis to reflect that the impact
AQ-1). is less than significant with the implementation of APM AQ-1.
Recommended Language:
3.8.4. Mitigation Monitoring, Compliance, and Reporting “Emissions quantified in this analysis reflect implementation of the proposed-mitigation
) e o . . \ . . measures-that supersede-the applicant proposed measures, and comply with air
Table 3.8- presents the mitigation monitoring, compliance, and reporting information for air quality. district regulations, which would require use of Tier 4 engines and dust control
. PP P A ; measures. The impact of construction emissions would be significant without
Table 3.8-5. Mitigation Monitoring Program — Air Quality |mplementat|on of these thls measures. Ie—enswe—thai—the—AppheaM—PFepesed
Mitigation Component Text or Description
Mitigation Measure AQ-2a Control Off-Road Equipment Emissions with Tier 4 Engines
(Supersedes APM AQ-1).
Location Entire Project o ; f A . b
o - - - - - recommende m|t|gat|on the |mpact o) constructlon p ase emissions would be
Monitoring / Reporting Action  CPUC to verify that SCE uses required engine types reduced to a less than significant level in all three air districts”
Effectiveness Criteria Emissions are reduced based on use of cleaner engines
Responsible Agency CPUC
Timing Ongoing during construction
32 3.5.1.1 3.5-5 | Burrowing Owl Surveys. Comment: Appendix 4: Biological Resources does not appear to incorporate the 2025
BUOW survey results. SCE provided these surveys to the BLM, CPUC, and their
& & Additional burrowing ow! breeding season protocol surveys were performed in the project area in March, April, May, June, and July | consultants on December 16, 2025. The 2025 findings show 4 live BUOW observed in
2025 and non-breeding season protocol surveys were performed in the alternative alignments in September, October, and Segment 1 and 4 live BUOW observed in Segment 3S. As well as 1 BUOW along the
Appendix 4 | 4-20 | November 2025. Manzanar Alternative and 1 BUOW along the Fossil Falls Alternative for a total of 10
Biological live sightings in 2025.
Resources APPENDIX 4: BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Table 4-1. No burrowing owls were observed along the proposed alignment, but two burrows were observed along Segment 3N: one burrow
Special- on the south side of Harper Lake and the other between the Calico Mountains and the Mitchel Range to the west. CNDDB records | SCE recommends updating Appendix 4 to include and evaluate said data to ensure
status at Coso Junction in Segment 1. the analysis reflects the most current information.
Species
Potential
for
Occurrence
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33 3512 3.5-5 | Survey Protocols Comment: SCE’s proposed revisions reflect the additional field verification SCE
Jurisdictional Delineation completed in support of I-C waters permits
Additional features were mapped May 2 to 5 and May 22 to 26, 2023 for the alternative alignments in Segment 1 of the project Recommended Language:
area (Arcadis, 2023b; see EIR Chapter 4), May 14 to 16, 2024 in Segment 1, and July 2025 in Segments 1, 3N, and 3S. After the “Additional features were mapped May 2 to 5 and May 22 to 26, 2023 for the
jurisdictional delineations were completed in 2017, the definition of federally jurisdictional wetlands and “waters of the U.S.” have alternative alignments in Segment 1 of the project area (Arcadis, 2023b; see EIR
changed several times. The current interpretation is discussed in Section 3.5.2. Considering the changing CWA interpretations and | Chapter 4), May 14 to 16, 2024 in Segment 1, and July 2025 in Segments 1, 3N, and
substantial rain events in the project area in recent years, a desktop review of jurisdictional waters was performed in February 3S. Finally, in support of the waters permits, the previous delineations were reviewed
2025 to inform the analysis. and reverified. Additional features were identified and mapped throughout the project
alignment in July 2025 (ICF 2025). After the jurisdictional delineations were completed
in 2017, the definition of federally jurisdictional wetlands and “waters of the U.S.” have
changed several times. The current interpretation is discussed in Section 3.5.2.
Considering the changing CWA interpretations and substantial rain events in the
project area in recent years, a desktop review of jurisdictional waters was performed in
February 2025 to inform the analysis.”
34 3.54 3.5-71 BIQ-1a Vvquer Enwronmental Awareness Program (WEAP) (Supersedes APM WEAP). SCE shall prepare and |rr.1ple’ment a Comment: SCE recommend removing the language identified below. WEAP
project-specific Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) to educate on-site workers about the Proposed Project’s . . . - ; . .
& & | sensitive environmental issues. The WEAP shall be administered by the lead biologist or a biological monitor to all personnel on- requirements for delivery drivers and visitors are already included in the WEAP-Lite
site during the construction phase, including but not limited to surveyors, engineers, inspectors, contractors, subcontractors discussion on page 3.5-73. Adding duplicative or expanded language has caused
7. 7-22 . N : . f P y ) ’ confusion on prior projects. SCE recommends this change be made throughout the
L supervisors, employees, monitors, visitors, and delivery drivers. If the WEAP presentation is recorded on video, it may be DEIR, where applicable
M|t|gat|_on administered by any competent project personnel. ' '
Monitoring
and
Reporting Recommended Language: “BlO-1a Worker Environmental Awareness Program
Plan (WEAP) (Supersedes APM WEAP). SCE shall prepare and implement a project-

specific Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) to educate on-site
workers about the Proposed Project’s sensitive environmental issues. The WEAP shall
be administered by the lead biologist or a biological monitor to all personnel on-site
during the construction phase, including but not limited to surveyors, engineers,
inspectors, contractors, subcontractors, supervisors, employees, and monitors,
visitors; and-delivery-drivers. If the WEAP presentation is recorded on video, it may be
administered by any competent project personnel.”
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% o4 o7 “Pn:\:-?;gs:rgc?ezltt))?c;l‘z)agli('::cl)?el;zrlj:‘cgeésst?\?er;: dgélEBlsohaﬁE's‘ls:g;)n qualified biologists, which may include the Lead Biologist and Comment: BIO-1b and BIO-1e_b_oth incIude requiremente for pre-construction_
. . . o ' , \ . ’ . surveys. SCE recommends revising certain pre-construction survey language in MM
Blologlca! Memtors (belovy), as qualllfled, to perform pre-construction blo'IoglcaI surveys et each project work area, access.route, BIO-1b and completely deleting MM BIO-1e in order to minimize the potential for
and the vicinity. Survey distances will be no less than 300 feet surrounding each work site and along any access route being overlapping requirements and conflicting language between MMs.
created or improved, and no less than 100 feet along existing routes. Survey distances may vary, as appropriate, based on target
species and as stipulated by project work plans, species-specific plans, and mitigation plans. Where suitable nest sites for raptors
are present, the pre-construction surveys for raptor nests will extend to a 500-foot area surrounding the work area or road. Recommended Language:
“Biological Monitoring (Supersedes BIO-GEN-1). Pre-construction biological resources
Pre-construction surveys shall be planned and implemented to identify locations of special-status plants, wildlife, and nesting birds | surveys. SCE shall assign qualified biologists, which may include the Lead Biologist
occurring at work areas, other portions of the ROW, or in adjacent buffer areas. Specific pre-construction survey methods or and Biological Monitors (below), as qualified, to perform pre-construction biological
protocols will vary according to the resources which may be present at any given site, and according to season. At minimum, SCE | Surveys at each project work area, access route, and the vicinity. Survey distances will
shall complete pre-construction surveys 10 days prior to beginning work in any given area, and repeat the surveys if the work site | Yary. as appropriate, based on target species and as stipulated by project work plans
remains inactive for a period of ten days or more. During nesting season, a qualified biologist shall complete nesting bird surveys | d mitigation plans, but will be no less than 300 feet surrounding each work site and
as described in APM BIO-AVI-1 (Impact BIO-5). along any access route being created or improved. (Improvement is conS|dered to be
both overland travel and any road work that causes greater disturbance than light
SCE shall.submit 'resu.mes .of all biologists performing pre-construction and .protocol biological surveye to the CPUC for rev.iew and ﬁ:qa;:\?ezfdpurﬁ\rlgﬁl\ggmztrlr;qh;c::\adosf.)t:: L%%ifttizcsjfvgl\? P:qi?(rl::;]n:n:wheseo: (r)%utes
approval, in coordination with CDFW and USFWS. Results of pre-construction surveys shall be submitted to CPUC for review and | feet An exception would be if a greater distance is stipulated in other applicable
approval and no work shall occur until the CPUC Environmental Monitor has validated the survey results and any applicable pr0|ect work plans or m|t|qat|on measures. Suwey—d+etanees—w“—be—ne—less—than—3@@
resource and work area boundary staking. Each pre-construction survey report shall include methods and results of the
preconstruction survey, and a list of biological resources detected at each site during prior focused surveys or pre-construction
surveys. The pre-construction survey report format and contents shall be subject to CPUC review and approval. ,
speeres—speemeplans—and—rmhganen—plane Where smtable nest S|tes for raptors are
present, the pre-construction surveys for raptor nests will extend to a 500-foot area
surrounding the work area or road.”
36 3.54 3.5-79 | MM BIO-1d: Comment: SCE recommends updating the table to make the compensation ratios
Jurisdictional Waters1 USACE/RWQCB non-wetland jurisdictional 11 consistent with APM WET-1, which states a minimum ratio of 1:1. SCE also
waters : recommends updating the footnote associated with the table to reflect agency
CDFW non-wetland jurisdictional waters involvement and discretion.
State and Federal jurisdictional wetland areas 3:1
1 Specific ratios may vary depending on updated jurisdictional delineation. .
Recommended Language: For waters recommend minimum 1:1 for all waters
resources. Update the footnote to “final mitigation ratios will be negotiated with the
agencies and formalized in the agency authorizations.”
37 3.54 3.5-80 | MM BIO-1d Compensation for habitat loss. Comment: If the applicable agency (USFW, ACOE, etc.) establish compensation

Compensation lands will be placed under conservation management to be funded through the terms described herein. If there is
any discrepancy between the requirements of this mitigation measure and requirements of any resource agency permit (e.g.,
USFWS Biological Opinion, CDFW Incidental Take Permit, CDFW LSAA), the more stringent (highest ratio) requirement shall

apply.

ratios that differ from those listed in this table, the ratios established by the applicable
agency should govern.

Recommended Language:

“Compensation lands will be placed under conservation management to be funded
through the terms described herein. If there is any discrepancy between the
requirements of this mitigation measure and requirements of any resource agency
permit (e.g., USFWS Biological Opinion, CDFW Incidental Take Permit, CDFW LSAA),

the more-stringent-(highestratio) resource agency requirement shall apply.”
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38

3.54

3.5-88

MM BIO-1j Raven Monitoring, Management, and Control Plan Prior to the start of construction activities, SCE shall prepare and
implement a Raven Monitoring, Management, and Control Plan (Raven Plan) consistent with USFWS raven management
guidelines and that meets the approval of the CPUC and BLM in consultation with USFWS, and CDFW. The purpose of the Raven
Plan shall be to minimize project-related predator subsidies and prevent any increases in raven numbers or activity within desert
tortoise habitat during construction, restoration, and operations and maintenance phases. The Plan shall address all project
components and their potential effects on raven numbers and activity. The threshold for implementation of raven control measures
shall be any increases in raven numbers from baseline conditions, as detected by monitoring to be implemented pursuant to the
Plan. Regardless of raven monitoring results, SCE shall be responsible for all other aspects of raven management described in the
Raven Plan, such as avoid-ance and minimization of project-related trash, water sources, or perch/roost/nest sites that could
contribute to increased raven numbers. In addition, to offset the cumulative contributions of the Project to desert tortoise impacts
from increased raven numbers, SCE shall contribute to the USFWS Regional Raven Management Program.

SCE shall:

(a) Prepare and Implement a Raven Management Plan that shall include, but shall not be limited to, the following components. The
Plan shall be reviewed and approved by CPUC, USFWS, and CDFW prior to the start of construction activities. (i) Identify all
potential project activities, structures, components, and other effects that could provide predator subsidies or attractants, including
potential sources of food and water, and nesting materials, as well as nest or perch sites. These will include but will not be limited
to: waste food material, road-killed animals, water storage, potential pooling from leaks, dust control, or wastewater, debris from
brush clearing, and perch or roost sites on project facilities and infrastructure.

(i) Describe management practices to avoid or minimize conditions that might increase raven numbers and predatory activities.
(iii) Appoint a qualified biologist who will implement a monitoring schedule and field methods for the purpose of locating any ravens
present in the Project vicinity and detecting any increase in raven numbers or activity.

(iv) Specify raven activity thresholds for implementation of control measures.

(v) Describe control practices for ravens to be implemented as needed based on the monitoring results.

(vi) Address monitoring and nest removal during construction and for the life of the Project.

(vii) Describe reporting schedules and requirements.

(b) Contribute to the USFWS Regional Raven Management Program. No later than 30 days prior to the start of construction, SCE
shall contribute to the USFWS Regional Raven Management Program by making a one-time payment of $105 per acre of ...

Comment: SCE has worked collaboratively with the stakeholder agencies to develop
a programmatic raven management plan to more effectively address SCE
infrastructure impacts to desert tortoise by subsidizing common raven nesting
opportunities. SCE requests replacing the sections of MM BIO-1j requiring preparation
of a Raven Monitoring Management and Control Plan with the following language in
order to incorporate Ivanpah-Control into the programmatic plan for addressing
common raven impacts to desert tortoise.

Recommended Language:

Upon completion of construction, SCE will incorporate the Project into the SCE
Programmatic Raven Management Plan by adding funding to the annual budget based
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Comment
No.

Section

Page

DEIR Original Language

SCE Recommended Language

on the number miles of Project line and components within desert tortoise habitat and
the current funding rate which is adjusted for inflation annually. The SCE
Programmatic Raven Management Plan is a plan developed with USFWS, BLM,
USFS, CDFW, NDOW, NPS, and Wildlife Services to address common ravens
associated with utility infrastructure impact on desert tortoise with the intent of reducing
desert common raven population.

No later than 30 days prior to the start of construction, SCE will contribute to USFWS’s
Regional Raven Management Program by making a one-time payment of $105 per
acre of long term or permanent Project disturbance within desert tortoise habitat to the
National Fish and Wildlife Federation Renewable Energy Action Team raven control
account.

(b) Contribute to the USFWS Regional Raven Management Program. No later than 30
days prior to the start of construction, SCE shall contribute to the USFWS Regional
Raven Management Program by making a one-time payment of $105 per acre of ...”
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39 3.54 3.5-93 | Bio-6a Bird and Bat Collision. Transmission line support structures and other facility structures shall be designed in Comment: SCE requests that the CPUC modify MM Bio-6a to address the following
compliance with current standards and practices to discourage their use by raptors for perching or nesting (e.g., by use of anti- comments:
& & perching devices). This design also reduces the potential for increased predation of special-status species, such as the desert
tortoise. Mechanisms to visually warn birds (permanent markers or bird flight diverters) shall be placed on transmission lines at Anti-perching devices are not effective at preventing perching, often create
7.7 7-41 | regular intervals to prevent birds from colliding with the lines (APLIC, 2006, 2012). To the extent practicable, the use of guy wires opportunities for nesting, and lead to unnecessary maintenance costs. The project

shall be avoided because they pose a collision hazard for birds and bats. Necessary guy wires shall be clearly marked with bird
flight diverters to reduce the probability of collision. Shield wires shall be marked with devices that have been scientifically tested
and found to significantly reduce the potential for bird collisions. Transmission lines shall maintain sufficient distance between all
conductors and grounded components to prevent potential for electrocution of the largest birds that may occur in the area (e.g.,
golden eagle and turkey vulture). They shall utilize non-specular conductors and nonreflective coatings on insulators.

design itself will reduce perching by continuing to use monopole structures rather than
lattice structures, which is considered a method for reducing perching and nesting.
Additionally, the Project will reduce the total number of structures currently on this line.

SCE proposes adding language to clarify that, SCE, using APLIC guidance, will
determine appropriate locations for installation of devices. SCE line marking devices.
Installing line marking devices along the whole length of this project would be
unnecessary, expensive, and cause high maintenance costs.

SCE proposes removing language regarding guy wires because guy wires themselves
are not known to be a collision threat. Rather it is the lack of FAA lighting and height
over 200 feet are the main factors leading to bird mortality on guy wires.

Note that the use of non-specular conductor is for visual impacts. There is no science
suggesting they reduce collision risk nor that reflective conductor increases collision.
While the Project will utilize non-specular conductor, SCE suggests removing this
language from the mitigation measure for clarity.

SCE recommends these changes be made throughout the DEIR, where appropriate.

Recommended Language

“BlO-6a Bird and Bat Collision. Transmission line support structures and other
facility structures shall be designed in compliance with current standards and practices
to discourage their use by raptors for perching or nesting (e.g., by use of anti-perching
devices). This design also reduces the potential for increased predation of special-
status species, such as the desert tortoise. In locations assessed to have a high
collision risk, such as locations crossing the Owens River, wetlands, or agricultural
fields that attract birds, mechanisms to visually warn birds (permanent markers or bird
flight diverters) shall be placed on transmission lines at regular intervals to prevent

b|rds from coII|d|ng W|th the I|nes (APLIC 2006, 2012) Ie—theextent—p#aetleable—the

theuprebabﬂ#*e#eelh&ee Shleld wires shaII be marked W|th dewces that have been
scientifically tested and found to significantly reduce the potential for bird collisions.
Transmission lines shall maintain sufficient distance between all conductors and
grounded components to prevent potential for electrocution of the largest birds that

may occur in the area (e.g., golden eagle and turkey vulture). Fhey-shallutilize-non-
specularconductors-and non-reflective coatings-on-insulators”
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40

3.6

3.6-46

Table 3.6-6. Precontact Archaeological Resources in Segment 1 Individually Eligible for the CRHR

“All of these resources would require data recovery.”

Table 3.6-7. Precontact Archaeological Resources in Segments 2, 3N and 3S Eligible for the CRHR

“All of these resources would require data recovery.”

Comment: Section 3.6.3 is a discussion on environmental impacts of the Proposed
Project not a discussion on proposed mitigation to resolve impacts. Tables 3.6-6 and
3.6-7 and the paragraph between the tables prematurely identifies resources requiring
data recovery. Furthermore, there is no discussion on why certain resources would be
subject to data recovery or if data recovery is the appropriate mitigation in this section.
The tables identify numbers of resources requiring data recovery but do not identify the
specific resources, making the identification incomplete. SCE recommends removing
all references to data recovery in Section 3.6.3.

Recommended Language: SCE proposes removing the column titled the “Eligible
Resources Requiring Data Recovery from Table 3.6-6 and removing (all require data
recovery) from Table 3.6-7

Segments 2, 3N, and 3S, there are a total of 17 precontact resources that are
considered eligible for the CRHR (see Table 3.6-7). All-of-these-resources-would

i - Details on these resources are presented in Appendix 5A,
Tables Ap.5-2 through Ap.5-4.

41

3.6

3.6-50

Table 3.6-8 Historic Era Archaeological Resources Eligible for the CRHR

identifies eligible cultural resources and which ones would require data recovery.

Table 3.6-9 Historic Era Built Environment Resources Eligible for the CRHR

identifies eligible cultural resources and which ones would require data recovery.

Comment: Section 3.6.3 is a discussion on environmental impacts of the Proposed
Project not a discussion on proposed mitigation to resolve impacts. See comment
above for further information, SCE recommends removing all references to data
recovery in this section. SCE proposes removing the column titled “Eligible Resources
Requiring Data Recovery” from Table Tables 3.6-8 and 3.6-9-

Recommended Language: “Eligible-Reseurces-Requiring-Data-Recovery”

IVANPAH-CONTROL TLRR PROJECT: DEIR COMMENT TABLE Page 19




lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language
No.
42 3.6 3.6-56 | Direct Impacts to SWCA-L030-1056 and SWCA-L030-10568B Comment: CUL-1i should focus on realignment of the Proposed Project to avoid this

SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE. There are two particularly large and valuable sites located north of the community of Lone
Pine. The sites (identified as SWCA-L030-1056 and SWCA-L030-1056B) encompass the entire disturbance area that would be
required for the construction of one new structure and removal of an existing structure. Project effects would create a significant
impact.

Avoidance of any new ground disturbance within the boundaries of these sites is required to minimize further damage. In addition,

use of the existing access road between the two adjacent SCE structures would cause substantial further damage, so access
options are required.

The specific location is not identified due to confidentiality requirements, but its avoidance and treatment is defined in Mitigation
Measure CUL-1h (Avoid Disturbance Within Environmentally Sensitive Area). The measure defines the relocation of one specific
structure, allowing the Project to span the entire site, the prohibition of use of the existing access road between the two adjacent
sites, and the restoration of the existing access road to prevent future use by SCE or others. Due to the size of the site and the
potential that its features extend beyond the current mapping, this impact remains significant and unavoidable, even with
implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1h.

This resource would be avoided by the Manzanar Realignment Alternative, but the removal of existing structures would still be
required. Mitigation Measure CUL-1h would apply to the alternative as well as the Proposed Project.

resource to the extent feasible, but acknowledge that due to the size of the site,
avoidance may not be entirely possible. SCE proposes the following edits to clarify
minimization methods.

Recommended Language: “Direct Impacts to SWCA-L030-1056 and SWCA-L030-
10568

SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE. There are two particularly large and valuable
sites located north of the community of Lone Pine. The sites (identified as SWCA-
L030-1056 and SWCA-L030-1056B) encompass the entire disturbance area that
would be required for the construction of one new structure and removal of an existing
structure. Project effects would create a significant impact.

Avoidance Minimization of any new ground disturbance within the boundaries of these
sites is required to minimize further damage. In addition, no widening of the existing

access road is permltted useef—theexrstmeeees&read—between%hetwead;aeent

averdanee—and—treatment—ls—deﬁned—m Mltlgat|on Measure CUL-4-h 1| (Av0|d
Disturbance Within Environmentally Sensitive Area}—TFhe-measure defines requires the

relocat|on of the Proposed ene—speemestrueture atlewrng—the PrOJect to span the

ethers Due to the size of the site and the potent|al that |ts features extend beyond the
current mapping, this impact remains significant and unavoidable, even with
implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL--4h 1i.

This resource would be avoided by the Manzanar Realignment Alternative, but the
removal of existing structures would still be required. Mitigation Measure CUL--4h 1i
would apply to the alternative as well as the Proposed Project.”
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43 3.6 3.6-56 | Direct Impacts to the Rand Historic District Comment: SCE disagrees with the impact assessment to the Rand Historic District

SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE. Significant and unavoidable direct impacts are anticipated to 14 contributors to the Rand
Historic District (P-15-007069) located within central region of San Bernardino County, near Barstow (P-15-002500, SWCA-L030-
1168, SWCA-L030-1173, SWCA-L030-1174, SWCA-L030-1177, SWCALO030-1184, SWCA-L030-1185, SWCA-L030-5150, SWCA-
L030-5151, SWCA-L030-5152, SWCA-L030-5153, SWCA-L030-5154, SWCA-L030-5155, SWCA-L030-5161). A California State
Historical Landmark, the Rand Historic District commemorates a mining region operating in gold, tungsten and silver for 35 years.
These individual resources each contribute to the significance of the larger Rand Historic District because they possess
characteristics that support the district’'s overall historical, cultural, or scientific value.

The sites would be impacted by various types of ground disturbing construction including the removal of steel lattice suspension
structures and their associated demolition sites, the installation of TSP monopoles and their associated structure work areas, shunt
removal areas, splice sites, pull sites, guard sites, and access roads that will be graded and improved as needed. Project effects
would create a significant impact to each of the fourteen historic-era resources. Avoidance of any new ground disturbance within
the boundaries of these sites is not feasible. Treatment is defined in Mitigation Measure CUL-1j. The measure requires the
preparation of formal documentation of the historic district which includes the preparation of DPR form 523D (district record) and
associated maps of the district boundary and the location of all previously recorded contributors including the fourteen resources
impacted here.

The effects of the Proposed Project would create a significant impact in the permanent loss of portions of CRHR-eligible resources
that are also part of a California State Historical Landmark. As such, the impact on these 14 eligible historic-era archaeological
resources would remain significant and unavoidable, even after implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-1j (Avoid and/or
Mitigate Loss from Direct Impacts to Historic-Era Archaeological Resources Contributing to the Rand Historic District (P-15-
007069)).

because while the 14 listed sites are individually Ineligible, but eligible as contributor to
Rand Historic District under Criterion 1. As the sites are eligible under Criteria 1, not
Criteria 4, the impact should result in a less than significant with mitigation impact
rather than significant and unavoidable impact. As such, SCE proposes the following
edits.

Recommended Language: “Direct Impacts to the Rand Historic District

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION SIGNIFICANTAND UNAVOIDABLE.

g i Direct impacts are anticipated to 14 contributors to the
Rand Historic District (P-15-007069) located within central region of San Bernardino
County, near Barstow (P-15-002500, SWCA-L030-1168, SWCA-L030-1173, SWCA-
L030-1174, SWCA-L030-1177, SWCALO030-1184, SWCA-L030-1185, SWCA-L030-
5150, SWCA-L030-5151, SWCA-L030-5152, SWCA-L030-5153, SWCA-L030-5154,
SWCA-L030-5155, SWCA-L030-5161). A California State Historical Landmark, the
Rand Historic District commemorates a mining region operating in gold, tungsten and
silver for 35 years. These individual resources each contribute to the significance of
the larger Rand Historic District because they possess characteristics that support the
district’s overall historical, cultural, or scientific value.

The sites would be impacted by various types of ground disturbing construction
including the removal of steel lattice suspension structures and their associated
demolition sites, the installation of TSP monopoles and their associated structure work
areas, shunt removal areas, splice sites, pull sites, guard sites, and access roads that
will be graded and improved as needed. Project-effects-would-create-a-significant

disturbance-within-the boundaries-of these sites-is-not feasible. As the 14 sites are
contributors to the Rand Historic District (P-15-007069) under criteria a/1, the
Treatment is defined in Mitigation Measure CUL-4} 1k would result in an impact of less
than significant with mitigation. The measure requires the preparation of formal

documentation of the historic district which includes the preparation of DPR form 523D
(district record) and associated maps of the district boundary and the location of all
previously recorded contributors including the feurteen 14 resources impacted here.
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44 3.6 3.6-58 | Direct Impacts to the Manzanar Airfield Comment: The Proposed Material Yard at Manzanar Airfield has been removed from
. . . . the Project, as indicated in SCE’s response to Data Request #18-3 on 11/21/2024.
LEtS‘:tinIAN S]{?rfv ”:Ig:quT Mi/{TH MITIrGA T{[ONhAtf STiO\:]m |r: dTaIZ?I?ir?-s (Potiﬁntlar!(lj\ﬂiiteﬂal\)i(a;trd vbﬁﬁastlgr;)’nzctf prolgiorsels the Therefore, SCE proposes removing any discussion associated with the proposed
potential use ol the #.5-acre sile as a project construction yard. buring scoping and In site Visits o= a © cultura material yard at Manzanar Airfield. SCE recommends deleting any reference to the
resources team, National Park Service (NPS) staff at the Manzanar National Historic Site described their concern related to material vard at the Manzanar Airfield and MM CUL-1I
potential impacts that would result from SCE’s proposed use of the Manzanar Airfield area for a Material Yard. While the airfield is y )
not within the boundaries of the NPS site or the designated National Historic Landmark, it is an important component of the
Manzanar War Relocation Center facilities. The use of the airfield for a material yard has the potential to damage an important Recommended Lanquade: “Direct. he M, irfiold
historical resource; any damage to the airfield surfaces would be a significant impact. Mitigation Measure CUL-1l (Avoid Damage guage:
to Manzanar Airfield) would ensure that impacts to the airfield are less than significant. j
45 3.6 3.6-59 | MM CUL-1a Retain a Cultural Resources Specialist. Prior to the start of construction, SCE shall identify a project Cultural Comment: SCE proposes the following edits to MM CUL -1a to reflect SCE’s

Resources Specialist (CRS) and one or more alternates whose training and background conforms to the U.S. Secretary of
Interior’'s Professional Qualifications Standards, as published in Title 36, Code of Federal Regulations, part 61 (36 C.F.R., part 61).
The CRS shall be retained by SCE to supervise monitoring of construction excavations and to prepare a Cultural Resources
Management Plan (CRMP; see Mitigation Measure CUL-1c¢) for the approved project. Their qualifications shall be appropriate to
the needs of the project, specifically an archaeologist with demonstrated prior experience in the Owens Valley and Mojave Desert
regions and previous experience working with Southern California Tribal Nations. A copy of their qualifications shall be provided to
the CPUC for review and approval prior to beginning work. The project Cultural Resources Specialist and alternate(s) shall use the
services of Cultural Resources Monitors (CRMs), tribal monitors and field crew as needed, to assist in mitigation, monitoring, as
needed curation, and reporting activities, as outlined in the CRMP. A copy of all proposed cultural staff qualifications shall be
provided to the CPUC for review and approval prior to beginning work.

responsibility for the implementation of all mitigation measures as well as the fact that
SCE retains qualified Cultural Resources Specialist (CRS) on staff who oversee
consultant CRS.

Recommended Language:

“Prior to the start of construction, SCE shall identify a consultant project Cultural
Resources Specialist (CRS) and one or more alternates whose training and
background conforms to the U.S. Secretary of Interior’'s Professional Qualifications
Standards, as published in Title 36, Code of Federal Regulations, part 61 (36 C.F.R.,
part 61). The consultant CRS shall be retained by SCE to_assist SCE in the following:
supervise monitoring of construction excavations and to prepare a Cultural Resources
Management Plan (CRMP; see Mitigation Measure CUL-1c) for the approved project.
Their qualifications shall be appropriate to the needs of the project, specifically an
archaeologist with demonstrated prior experience in the Owens Valley and Mojave
Desert regions and previous experience working with Southern California Tribal
Nations. A copy of their qualifications shall be provided to the CPUC for review and
approval prior to beginning work. The project Cultural Resources Specialist and
alternate(s) shall use the services of Cultural Resources Monitors (CRMs), tribal
monitors and field crew as needed, to assist in mitigation, monitoring, as needed
curation, and reporting activities, as outlined in the CRMP. A copy of all proposed
cultural staff qualifications shall be provided to the CPUC for review and approval prior
to beginning work.”
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46

3.6

7.7

3.6-59

7-42

MM CUL-1b Develop Data Recovery Plans for Known Historical Archaeological Resources. If avoidance or
preservation in place of an NRHP or CRHR listed or eligible resource is not feasible by the project design, then a data recovery

plan shall be developed by the CRM for those impacted resources by Project segment. For precontact sites, the data recovery plan

shall be developed in consultation with consulting tribes, for the portion of the resource that will be directly impacted, and will be
limited to scientifically consequential data, per CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(b)(3). The Data Recovery Plan shall include, but is not
limited to, the follow:...

Comment: Not all resources require data recovery. In some cases, other treatments
may be appropriate. SCE proposes rewording mitigation measure CUL-1d to use the
term “treatment plan” rather than data recovery to account for a more diverse set of
possible treatments as outlined in CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(b).

Recommended Language: “MM CUL-1b  Develop Data-Recovery Treatment
Plans for Known Historical Archaeological Resources. If avoidance or
preservation in place of an NRHP or CRHR listed or eligible resource is not feasible by
the project design, then a datarecovery treatment plan shall be developed by the SCE
CRM for those impacted resources by Project segment. For precontact sites, the data
recovery treatment plan shall be developed in consultation with consulting tribes, for
the portion of the resource that will be directly impacted, and if data recovery is
identified as the treatment, it will be limited to scientifically consequential data, per
CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(b)(3). The datarecovery treatment Plan shall include, but
is not limited to, the follow:

The Treatment Plan shall be submitted to the CPUC for review and approval prior to
the start of construction.

CPUC shall be notified of completion of treatment at each resource prior to

construction. A final treatment report(s) shall be writtenfor data-recovery-efforts
undertaken-and submitted to the CPUC for review W|th|n 6 months of fleldwork

completed. a -
area. Once approved the report(s) will be sent to the appropriate CHRIS information

center.”

47

3.6

7.7

3.6-61
- 3.6-
63

7-44

MM CUL-1d Prepare and Implement a Cultural Resources Management Plan.

Develop Data Recovery Plan for Previously Undiscovered Resources: If avoidance of an NRHP or CRHR listed or eligible
resource is not feasible, then a data recovery plan shall be developed by the CRM. For precontact sites, the data recovery plan
shall be developed in consultation with consulting tribes, for the portion of the resource that will be directly impacted, and will be
limited to scientific consequential data, per CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(b)(3). The Data Recovery Plan shall define the following
options for treatment.

Comment: Not all resources require data recovery. In some cases, other treatments
may be appropriate. SCE proposes rewording mitigation measure CUL-1d to use the
term “treatment plan” rather than data recovery to account for a more diverse set of
possible treatments as outlined in CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(b).

Recommended Language: “Develop Data-Recovery Treatment Plan for
Previously Undiscovered Resources: If avoidance of an NRHP or CRHR listed or
eligible resource is not feasible, then a datarecovery treatment plan shall be
developed by SCE the- CRM. For precontact sites, the datarecovery treatment plan
shall be developed in consultation with consulting tribes, for the portion of the resource
that will be directly impacted, and if data recovery is identified as the treatment, it will
be limited to scientific consequential data, per CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(b)(3). The
Treatment Bata-Recovery Plan shall define the following options for treatment.”
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48 3.6 3.6-61 . . . — .
_36- MM CUL-1d Comment: The use of HHRD dogs at this late stage in the Project is not feasible for
& 65 Assessment of Human Remains engineering planning because it is not feasible to potentially move structures based on
’ the findings of HHRD dogs after design has been finalized and a right-of-way chosen.
...... Furthermore, HHRD dogs do not, by themselves, scientifically pinpoint the presence of
7 & human remains at a scale that would be accurate to relocate work areas. HHRD dogs
The CRMP shall consider the use of Historic Human Remains Detection (HHRD) dogs before the start of ground disturbance in ; : : - : i
7-44 | Segment 1. The purpose of using HHRD dogs would be to identify areas with human remains prior to their being disturbed by do not identify exact locations of human remains as human remains scents travel away

construction activity and to evaluate whether the construction disturbance areas can be re-defined to avoid the areas where
remains were identified by the dogs. Selection of areas where HRD dogs would be used shall be based on tribal consultation, and
tribal monitors must be invited and paid during use of HRD dogs. If the dogs identify the likely presence of human remains, SCE
shall consult with tribes and shall evaluate feasibility of relocating the ground disturbing activities at least 50 feet outside of the
area where human remains were detected. This process shall be defined in the CRMP.

from the decomposing body or skeleton by way of diffusion or vapor transport and
follow the path of least resistance. Natural and man-made environments heavily
influence this process. Therefore, it is not feasible or scientifically reliable to require
SCE to move work areas based on HHRD dogs alone. At a minimum this would also
require archaeological excavation to confirm the presence of human remains prior to
project redesign. Because the use of the HHRD dogs would not assist in avoiding
human remains, SCE recommends removing this language from Mitigation Measure
CUL-1d .

Recommended Language: “The-CRMP shall considerthe-use-of Historic Human
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49 3.6 3221 Operations and Maintenance: The CRMP shall include a section defining protection of cultural resources during maintenance Comment: SCE proposes the following edit to clarify that SCE does not plan to
& 65 activities. The following issues shall be addressed: grg\él%e a non-Cﬁnﬂdgrg:al GI?f database of rg:ultura}l resources (tjo O&Mfstall‘f be::ause
SCE will develop a non-confidential GIS database that shows ESAs that will be avoided during O&M activities. The database will oes not allow ; sta_ to manage’; emselves on avoldance of cu tqra
. i X . . o resources. Rather, projects with the potential to impact resources are submitted to the
7.7 & be made available to O&M staff to ensure all NRHP and CRHR eligible or listed resources are avoided during O&M activities. : . o .
environmental department for review. SCE qualified archaeological staff and
7.44 Before O&M activities are to commence in project areas requiring survey, SCE shall perform cultural resources surveys for any consultants review all O&M projects that have the potential to impact cultural

APIs not yet surveyed (e.g., new, or modified staging areas, pull sites, or other work areas) and areas covered by expired surveys
(older than 10 years). This includes areas of planned O&M activity. Resources discovered during the surveys will be evaluated and
the results will be prepared in stand-alone reports and finally incorporated into this CRMP and managed accordingly.

resources and apply the appropriate protection measures, including if new surveys are
needed. For locations on public lands this process is completed with the public land
managing agency in accordance with their required approval process. The CRMP
should not dictate the methods by which SCE complies with applicable regulations for
O&M work, rather just ensure SCE does comply.

Recommended Language:

“Operations and Maintenance: The CRMP shall include a section defining protection
of cultural resources during maintenance activities. The following issues shall be
addressed:

SCE will_ conduct a cultural resources review of all O&M activities that have the
potential to impact cultural resources and apply the appropriate measures to protect
NRHP/CRHR resources during O&M activities. Generally, the same measures applied
during construction of the project will be used during O&M activities on non-public
lands. O&M activities on public lands will follow the appropriate public lands O&M
approval process.
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50

3.6
&

7.7

3.6-64

7-47

MM CUL-1f Tribal Monitoring. Tribal Monitors shall be employed by SCE to conduct full-time on-site monitoring during all
ground disturbing activities for the duration of construction activities. The intensity of monitoring may be adjusted with the
concurrence of the CPUC, SCE and tribal representatives.

Preference for Tribal Monitors will be given to consulting tribes. Should multiple consulting tribes request to monitor during
construction, SCE will develop a rotating schedule to ensure an equitable monitoring workload. The schedule will be included in
the CRMP (see MM CUL-1c). If a senior tribal representative is needed on the Project Area during construction, they shall be
compensated in addition to the Tribal Monitors.

Comment: SCE proposes the following edits to clarify that tribal monitoring should
occur at the same level of effort as archaeological monitor and cannot exceed the level
or locations of the archaeological monitoring requirements, and that both
archaeological and tribal monitoring on federal lands must comply with the federal land
managing agencies policies.

Recommended Language: “MM CUL-1f Tribal Monitoring. Tribal Monitors shall be
employed by SCE during construction and demolition activities on Segment 1, SCE
shall provide tribal monitors the opportunity to conduct full-time on-site monitoring
during all ground disturbing activities, including those activities occurring in previously
disturbed soil. During construction on Segments 2, 3N, and 3S, tribal monitoring shall
occur within 100 feet of NRHP or CRHR Ilsted or eI|Q|bIe resources W|th trlbal

significance.
aettwtresier—thedurahen@ﬂeenstrueﬂenaenwhes The |ntenS|ty of monltonng may be
adjusted with the concurrence of the CPUC, SCE and tribal representatives. On
federal lands, tribal monitoring efforts shall be in accordance with the land managing
agencies requirements and approval.

Preference for Tribal Monitors will be given to consulting tribes. Should multiple
consulting tribes request to monitor during construction, SCE will develop a rotating
schedule to ensure an equitable monitoring workload. The schedule will be included in
the CRMP (see MM CUL-1-ed). If a senior tribal representative is needed on the
Project Area during construction, they shall be compensated in addition to the Tribal
Monitors.”

51

3.6

3.6-64

MM CUL-1g Remove Structures by Helicopter in Culturally Sensitive Areas. At least 90 days prior to the start of
construction of each of the Project segments (Segments 1, 2, 3N and 3S), the CRS shall identify culturally sensitive areas for the
segment on detailed maps consultation with CPUC and consulting tribes. Any existing structures within the boundaries of a known
precontact-era cultural resource on private or state-owned land that is within a mapped culturally sensitive area shall be
disassembled by hand, then extracted using a helicopter. The sensitive area shall then be marked by a CRS in alignment with the
guidance in MM CUL-1c (CRMP) and monitored in accordance with CUL-1d (Cultural Resources Monitoring), and MM CUL-1e
(Tribal Monitoring).

Comment: SCE proposes edits to clarify that mitigation measure CUL-1g should only
apply to precontact NRHP/CRHR resources, rather than unidentified culturally
sensitive areas. SCE'’s revisions clarify that the mitigation measure CUL-1g is focused
on non-destructive methods but does not limit the type of non-destructive methods that
can be used. SCE'’s edits also clarify that mitigation measure CUL-1g should only
apply where feasible.

Recommended Language: “MM CUL-1g Remove Structures by Helicopter in

Culturally-Sensitive-Areas_or other Non-destructive Method in NRHP/CRHR

Resources. At least 90 days prior to the start of construction of each of the Project
segments (Segments 1,2,3N and 3S) the—GRS SCE shaII |dent|fyLeutturatt-y—sen54t4¥e

where |f feaS|bIe structures can be removed in a manner that reduces |mpacts to
NRHP/CRHP resources. Any existing structures within the boundaries of a known
precontact-era cultural resource on private or state-owned land that-is-within-a-mapped
culturally-sensitive-area shall be disassembled by-hard-in a manner that does not
impact the resource, then extracted using a helicopter, crane, or other manner that
reduces impacts to the resource. The sensitive-area-resource shall then be marked by
a CRS in alignment with the guidance in MM CUL-1ed (CRMP) and monitored in
accordance with CUL-1de (Cultural Resources Monitoring), and MM CUL-1ef (Tribal
Monitoring).”
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52 3.6 3.6-64 | MM CUL-1h Leave All Foundations in Place for Structures Removed in Culturally Sensitive Areas. Comment: SCE proposes adding language that clarifies that SCE will leave portions

Where structures within the boundaries of a known precontact-era cultural resource on private or state-owned land that is within a
mapped culturally sensitive area are to be removed, SCE shall leave the structure foundations in place, so as to minimize
disturbance of subsurface cultural materials and the existing landscape. SCE shall remove structures by cutting at ground level
with foundations. No excavation of foundations will take place in these defined sensitive areas.

of the foundations in place where feasible and in compliance with other applicable
regulations, including safety requirements.

Recommended Language: “MM CUL-1h  Leave All Foundations in Place for

Structures Removed in Culturally Sensitive-Areas-NRHP/CRHR.

Where feasible and in compliance with other applicable requlations, including safety
regulations, structures within the boundaries of a known precontact-era cultural

resource on private or state-owned land that is NRHP/CRHR eligible within-a-mapped
it , SCE shall cut the foundation below grade

to the necessary depth for safety and leave the remaining structure foundations in
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53 3.6 3.6-64 | MM CUL-1i  Avoid Disturbance Within Environmentally Sensitive Areas. SCE shall implement the following measures at . . . .
A y . " o Comment: Structure locations are not determined by construction personnel or
—3.6- | and around a defined, confidential sensitive site: : . ) . . . : .
65 momtors in the field. Locatlen. of structures |s_determ|ned by SCE prior to constructlen.
The existing structure within the site boundaries shall be removed without any ground disturbance and in accordance with CRMP | SCE’s proposed language is intended to clarify this process. SCE also proposes edits
requirements defined in MM CUL-1c, in consultation with Tribal monitors. that acknowledge that the use or non-use of a road must be determined in consultation
with the landowner, LADWP.
No new structure will be placed within the site boundaries; the structures north and south of the site will be designed to span the
site, with revised height and structure locations developed in accordance with CRMP requirements defined in MM CUL-1c, in
consultation with Tribal monitors. Recommended Language: “MM CUL-1i  Avoid Disturbance Within
- . : Environmentally Sensitive-Areas- -
The existing access road between the two structures remaining north and south of the sites shall be closed to all future use and hall | t the foll SWC':\ Lg‘?o 1053 anIdFSWCA LOF 3|0 -10568. SCl E
shall be used for the Proposed Project with the minimum ground disturbance possible to allow removal of the existing structure shall implement the following measures at and aroun
) ) . : . : . : site; SWCA-L030-1056 and SWCA-L030-1056B where feasible:
Closure design options shall be developed in consultation with Tribal monitors.
. - . , The existing structure within the site boundaries of SWCA-L030-1056 and SWCA-
Eii(::z};ﬁ quyize:cioesfm;x?sl ﬂgﬂ?ﬁ :;Eg?&?hlg?ﬁzds\alggm the site, SCE's access to the structures north and south of these LO30-1056B shall be removed with minimal witheut-any ground disturbance and in
P ' accordance with CRMP requirements defined in MM CUL-1¢b.
If the proposed alignment is chosen as the preferred route, SCE will design the new
line to span these resources.
The existing access road between-the-two-structuresremaining-north-and-south-of the
sites-shall-beclosed-to-allHuture-useand shall be used for the Proposed Project with
the minimum ground disturbance possible to allow removal of the existing structure. In
consultatron with the Iandowner SCE shall request the road be cIosed to future use.
54 3.6 3.6-65 | MM CUL-1j Mitigate Loss from Dismantling of Historic-Era “Tower Line” Transmission Lines (P-36-010316). To mitigate | Comment: Portions of the line are located on BLM lands and therefore any mitigation

the loss of this transmission line, SCE shall prepare a publication that describes the historical importance of the transmission line,
the significant events and people associated with the transmission line, and the distinctive engineering and architectural
characteristics attributed to the design of the transmission line. The publication shall be suitable for display or sale in local historic
museums.

must include consolation with the BLM and SHPO. SCE recommends adding language
referencing these agencies.

Recommended Language: “MM CUL-1j Mitigate Loss from Dismantling of
Historic-Era “Tower Line” Transmission Lines (P-36-010316). To mitigate the loss
of this transmission line, SCE shall prepare a treatment plan outlining the appropriate
treatment to be implemented in consultation with the BLM, CPUC, and SHPO.
Mitigation for the loss of these resources may will include the preparation of a
publication that describes the historical importance of the transmission line, the
significant events and people associated with the transmission line, and the distinctive
engineering and architectural characteristics attributed to the design of the
transmission line. The publication shall be suitable for display or sale in local historic
museums.”
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No.

55 3.6 3.6-65 | MM CUL-1k Avoid and/or Mitigate Loss from Direct Impacts to Historic-Era Archaeological Resources Contributing to | Comment: SCE suggests removing the references to data recovery and replacing it
the Rand Mining District (P-15-007069). For 14 contributors to the Rand Mining District, avoidance may not be feasible. SCE with a discussion of a treatment plan, as a treatment plan outlining the appropriate
shall attempt to avoid these sites, but if avoidance is not feasible, data recovery will be completed in accordance with Mitigation mitigation is more appropriate because it allows more flexibility for how to treat the
Measure CUL-1c. Additional mitigation for the loss of these resources will include the preparation of a formal district form for the resources. SCE also proposes adding language referencing the BLM as portions of the
Rand Mining District and the identification of any previously recorded contributors. district and its contributors are located on BLM lands and any mitigation must include
P-15-002500 [ SWCA-L030-1184 [ SWCA-L030-5153 consolation with the BLM and SHPO.

SWCA-L030-1168 00 SWCA-L030-1185 0 SWCA-L030-5154
Recommended Language: “MM CUL-1k Avoid and/or Mitigate Loss from
SWCA-1030-1173 D SWCA-1030-5150 0 SWCA-L030-5155 Direct Impacts to Historic-Era Archaeological Resources Contributing to the
SWCA-L030-1174 0 SWCA-L030-5151 O SWCA-L030-5161 Rand Mining District (P-15-007069). For the 14 contributors to the Rand Mining
District within the ADI, avoidance may not be feasible. SCE shall attempt to avoid
SWCA-L030-1177 0 SWCA-L030-5152 these sites, but if avoidance is not feasible, SCE shall develop a treatment plan
outlining the appropriate treatment/mitigation to be implemented in consultation with
the BLM, CPUC and SHPO. datarecovenyrwillbe-completed-in-accordance-with
Mitigation-Measure-CUL-1c-Additional Mitigation for the loss of these resources may
will include the preparation of a formal district form for the Rand Mining District and the
identification of any previously recorded contributors.”

56 3.6.3.5 3.6-65 I\Rllltlgat.;ort\hMeaSl:rg CI2UL-C;II Avq:deIDaTage to i\llanza:nal;.Alrflt.etLq. SSCE sha{l not use Material Yard 1-10 (Manzanar Reward Comment: The Proposed Material Yard at Manzanar Airfield has been removed from

& & oad) if other ma} erial yards are availa e' O Support construction within seégmen i L the Project, as indicated in SCE’s response to Data Request #18-3 on 11/21/2024.
If use of any portion of the lands surrounding Manzanar Reward Road (east of US 39.5.) canpot bt_a_avollded and |s_st|II proposed for Therefore, SCE proposes removing any discussion associated with the proposed
use by SCE for a material yard, that use shall be constrained to areas and uses specifically identified in consultation with the material yard at Manzanar Airfield.

3.6.4 3.6-69 | National Park Service (NPS) staff at the Manzanar National Historic Site and with the landowner. No use shall be allowed that

8 & could result in damage to the historic features of the airfield features. SCE shall use other material yards in place of this y

rd. If Material Yard 1-10 cannot be eliminated, SCE shall submit to the CPUC the following documentation at least 90 days before Recommended Language iM{ﬂgat-}en—Measu-Fe—GU-I:-:l-l—Ave}d-Darnage—te
77 7.48 the start of construction on Segment 1: A detailed plan and map showing the area(s) that SCE would use for construction support

and defining the specific uses of each area.

Documentation of coordination with the NPS and with the landowner, showing the agreement of those parties to the uses proposed
by SCE.
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57 3.7 3.7-41 | Mitigation Measure TCR-1a Conceal Exposed Tribal Cultural Resources After Construction. Upon completion of Comment: SCE’s revisions clarify that the process for concealing exposed tribal

construction activities on private or state-owned land, any exposed Tribal cultural resources shall be concealed to prevent looting.
Tribal monitors shall be present for any concealment activities and shall be compensated for their monitoring efforts. The
iden-tification of native plants shall be consistent with the requirements developed in the Habitat Restoration and Revegetation
Plan prepared in compliance with APM BIO-RES-1.

Methods of concealment may include any of the following, as determined appropriate for the situation by a Tribal monitor:

¢ Where feasible, relocate Tribal cultural resources to areas with less visibility.
¢ Reposition objects within the natural environment, such as large rocks or fallen trees, to conceal Tribal cultural resources.

Plant native plants to help conceal resources. Planting shall be in cooperation with consulting tribes, using tribal labor if feasible.

Prioritize use of plants raised by consulting tribes, if available.

cultural resources after construction should be outlined and clearly defined in the
Habitat Restoration and Revegetation Plan as activities and methods cannot be
determined by individual monitors in the field.

While SCE is responsible for restoring work areas, SCE does not relocate surface
artifacts or natural materials such as rocks and trees, nor conceal resources outside of
work areas. SCE’s edits below reflect these changes.

Recommended Language: “MM TCR-1a Conceal Exposed Tribal Cultural
Resources After Construction. Upon completion of construction activities on private
or state-owned land, all construction work areas shall be restored and revegetated, as
they may have any-exposed Tribal cultural resources. shallbe-concealed-to-prevent
looting: Tribal monitors shall be present for any cencealment restoration activities and
shall be compensated for their monitoring efforts. The methods of restoration and
revegetation including the identification of native plants shall be consistent with the
requirements developed in the Habitat Restoration and Revegetation Plan prepared in
compliance with APM BIO-RES-1.

Methods of concealment restoration may include any-of the following-—as-determined
ate for the situation | Tribal tor

¢ Plant native plants to help conceal resources. Planting shall be in cooperation with
consulting tribes, using tribal labor if feasible. Prioritize use of plants raised by
consulting tribes, if available.

All work areas requiring tribal cultural resources consideration for restoration and
revegetation activities shall be identified and included in the Habitat Restoration and
Revegetation Plan.”
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58 3.7 3.7-41 | MM TCR-1b Provide Funding to Tribes for Research, Education, and Interpretation. The Applicant shall create a fund with | Comment: SCE proposes that the CPUC mitigation measure require the third-party
a deposit of $150,000 to be managed by a third-party fund manager at a non-profit organization, to be distributed as grants to administrator to consult with the CPUC.
consulting tribes. Implementation of this measure is contingent on the identification of an appropriate non-profit grant managing
entity. Each of the 18 AB 52 consulting tribe may apply for a grant for up to $25,000. If the value of all grant applications exceeds
the funding available, the third-party fund administrator may provide a pro-rated reduction in funding to the tribes providing grant Recommended Language: “MM TCR-1b Provide Funding to Tribes for
applications. Research, Education, and Interpretation. The Applicant shall create a fund with a
Grant funding shall be offered to all consulting tribes within 3 months of the start of Project construction, and (if funds remain g(rap;riga?tgf; 5t?>’ggodit;)trti)t?urtr;?injge(:a%satct)héfr;gﬁﬁi)r/] futr:i(tj);aTrig?;rigﬁtgggapg??;is
available) again one and two years after the start of construction until funds are fully expended. The fund manager shall inform mgasure is c;ontin ent on the iden%ification of an a gro riaté noFr)l- rofit arant managin
consulting tribes of the funds that are available at the start of each year and the process for applying for grants. The fund manager entity. Each of theg18 AB 52 consulting tribe ma :p | pfor a ran‘?for ug o $25 008 h?
shall establish a 3-month period each year within which tribes may request grant funding. Y. N 9 yapplyforag P y ’
the value of all grant applications exceeds the funding available, the third-party fund
The third-party fund manager will hold, invest, and manage the funds, evaluate grant disperse money to grant recipients, and administrator in consultation with the CPUC may provide a pro-rated reduction in
provide a financial report to SCE and CPUC on an annual basis at the end of each grant year. funding to the tribes providing grant applications.
o The third-party fund manager shall provide to the CPUC and SCE the following: | ..
A copy of the organization’s Articles of Incorporation and Bylaws. o The third-party fund manager shall develop a grant application request form
I R . . . . . for consulting tribes to complete, which the CPUC shall review and approve.
gg#f(-(c;;)e(gtl)ﬂcatlon that the entity is in good standing with the IRS and is exempt from income tax under IRS code sections 501(a) and The application will explain the tribes’ proposed use of grant funds and
) explaining how or whether the funds would be used to study or protect
A statement of the entity’s purpose, as it pertains to protection of lands and/or preservation of tribal resources; and resources within the Owens Valley Landscape.”
o The organization’s policies and guidelines for staff decisions concerning grant requests and disbursement.
o The third-party fund manager shall develop a grant application request form for consulting tribes to complete. The
application will explain the tribes’ proposed use of grant funds and explaining how or whether the funds would be used to
study or protect resources within the Owens Valley Landscape.
59 3.9.3.3 3.9-40 | Construction

However, in some areas, replacement structures would need to be installed along a new alignment approximately 50 feet to the
east of the existing alignment, in order to provide continued service while the Project is being constructed.

Comment: The new alignment shifts to both the west and east of the existing and the
distance from the existing varies, but will not exceed a maximum of 50 feet.

Recommended Language: “However, in some areas, replacement structures would

need to be installed along a new alignment adjacent approximately-50-feet to the-east
of the existing alignment, in order to provide continued service while the Project is

being constructed.”
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60 3.11.3.3 3'2111- Mﬁ'_g:tlon Measures for Impact HH-4 Comment: Because much of the Owens Valley has been historically used for

Identify Soil Contamination (Supplements APM HAZ-2). Prior to construction, SCE shall collect soil samples in construction
areas that where the land has historically or is currently being used for agriculture or are in close proximity to the previous mines in
Randsburg and would be subject to ground disturbance by the Project. SCE shall identify the possible presence of and delineate
the extent of pesticide, herbicide, or mining-related contamination and provide results to the CPUC. If excavated project materials
are found to contain elevated levels of pesticides/, herbicides, or arsenic or heavy metals (associated within mining tailings) they
will require special handling and disposal procedures consistent with the requirements of APM HAZ-2 (Prepare a Soils
Management Plan) and the CPUC shall be informed. As appropriate, SCE shall contact State, Inyo County, Kern County and San
Bernardino County regulatory agencies to provide oversight regarding the handling, treatment, and/or disposal options. In the
event pesticide/ herbicide or mining-related contamination is found, CPUC shall be notified and shall be kept apprised of the steps
taken to address the problem.

agriculture, SCE proposes modifying the mitigation measure to focus soil sampling on
areas where there is confirmed herbicide or pesticide use.

Recommended Language: “Prior to construction, SCE shall collect soil samples in
construction areas_that would be subject to ground disturbance by the Project that
where the land has-histerically-or is currently being used for agriculture, and the
current landowner confirms use of herbicides or pesticides, or are in close proximity to
the previous mines in Randsburg. and-would-be-subjectto-ground-disturbance-by-the
Project: SCE shall identify the possible presence of and-delineate-the-extent-of
pesticide-er, herbicide, or mining-related contamination and provide results to the
CPUC. If excavated project materials are found to contain elevated levels of
pesticides/, herbicides above regulatory thresholds, or arsenic or heavy metals
(associated within mining tailings) they will require special handling and disposal
procedures consistent with the requirements of APM HAZ-2 (Prepare a Soils
Management Plan) and the CPUC shall be informed. As appropriate, SCE shall
contact State, Inyo County, Kern County and San Bernardino County regulatory
agencies to provide oversight regarding the handling, treatment, and/or disposal
options. In the event pesticide/ herbicide or mining-related contamination is found,
CPUC shall be notified and shall be kept apprised of the steps taken to address the
problem.”
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61 3.12.3.3 3.12- | Mitigation Measure for Impact HW-1 . .
14 HW-1a Drainage, Erosion, and Sedimentation Control Plan (DESCP). Comment: The elements requested for in the DESCP can be addressed through a

Drainage, Erosion, and Sedimentation Control Plan (DESCP). At least 60 days prior to site mobilization, the Applicant shall submit
to the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the BLM, and Inyo, Kern, and San Bernardino Counties for review and approval a
DESCP for managing stormwater during Project construction and operations. The DESCP can be included in the Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and must ensure proper protection of water quality and soil resources, address disturbed soil
stabilization treatments in the Project area for both road and non-road surfaces, and identify all methods used for temporary and
final stabilization of inactive areas.

Clearing and Grading Plans. The DESCP shall provide a delineation of all areas to be cleared of vegetation. The plan shall provide
elevations, slopes, locations, and extent of all proposed grading as shown by contours, cross sections, or other means. The
locations of any equipment and staging or laydown areas, fill areas, or other special features shall also be shown. Existing and
proposed topography shall be illustrated by tying in proposed contours with existing topography.

The DESCP may be part of the SWPPP and shall be kept onsite, kept updated, and readily available on request. The DESCP and
SWPPP must demonstrate compliance with other water quality permits which may have restrictions on types of erosion or
sedimentation control materials used. SWPPP inspection reporting will be consistent with the requirements of the SWRCB
Construction General Permit.

project-specific SWPPP. For the I-C, SCE will ensure that one or more SWPPP(s)
is/are prepared and approved that incorporate(s) drainage, erosion, and sediment
control measures consistent with the DEIR mitigation requirements. The Construction
General Permit allows these elements to be included in the SWPPP, which can be
prepared by a QSD as required and submitted to the appropriate agencies. In this way,
the SWPPP would satisfy the DESCP requirements outlined in the DEIR. In addition,
SCE does not expect to require grading plans for any construction sites, so there is no
need to require the detailed information identified in the “Clearing and Grading Plans”
subsection.

Recommended Language:

“Drainage, Erosion, and Sedimentation Control Plan (DESCP). At least 60 days prior
to site mobilization, the Applicant shall submit to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board, the BLM, and Inyo, Kern, and San Bernardino Counties for review and approval
a DESCP for managing stormwater during Project construction and operations. The
DESCP can be included-in-the incorporated and implemented through the project-
specific Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and must ensure proper
protection of water quality and soil resources, address disturbed soil stabilization
treatments in the Project area for both road and non-road surfaces, and identify all
methods used for temporary and final stabilization of inactive areas.

'.I'-He DESCP may be part-of-the implemented through the SWPPP and shall be kept

onsite, kept updated, and readily available on request. The DESCP and SWPPP must
demonstrate compliance with other water quality permits which may have restrictions
on types of erosion or sedimentation control materials used. SWPPP inspection
reporting will be consistent with the requirements of the SWRCB Construction General
Permit.”
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Impacts and Mitigation Measures Comment: General Order 131-E explains that local jurisdictions acting pursuant to
62 3.12.3.3 3.12- . . . ) ) o
14 local authority are preempted from regulating electric power line projects, distribution

Construction

Construction or earth moving activities including vegetation removal, rehabilitation of existing access roads, and construction of
new spur roads have the potential to create stormwater runoff during rain events and violate water quality standards. With the
implementation of BMPs from the SWPPPs required under the state construction stormwater permit program, and compliance with
terms and conditions of other required permits (including ministerial grading permits), the Proposed Project would not violate water
quality standards or applicable waste discharge requirements associated with construction activities.

lines, substations or electric facilities constructed by public utilities subject to the
Commission's Jurisdiction. Therefore, if a local jurisdiction includes local requirements
in ministerial permits, then SCE would not be required to obtain those permits. SCE
proposes adding the word “applicable” to clarify which ministerial permits SCE would
obtain.

Recommended Language: “Construction or earth moving activities including
vegetation removal, rehabilitation of existing access roads, and construction of new
spur roads have the potential to create stormwater runoff during rain events and
violate water quality standards. With the implementation of BMPs from the SWPPPs
required under the state construction stormwater permit program, and compliance with
terms and conditions of other required permits (including applicable ministerial grading
permits), the Proposed Project would not violate water quality standards or applicable
waste discharge requirements associated with construction activities.”
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63 3.12.3.3 3.12- | Substantially Increase the Rate or Amount of Surface Runoff in a Manner That Would Result in Flooding On- or Off-site Comment: The Draft EIR concludes that impacts related to surface runoff and floodin
19 Construction. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION. As stated previously, the Proposed Project would result in a minor : P 9

increase in impervious surface (total estimated less than 1 acre of new impervious surfaces) compared with existing conditions,
and vegetation removal and grading would result in minor changes to drainage patterns.

SCE would be required to implement, and has committed to the implementation of, the project SWPPP and its requirements to
minimize erosion and control runoff and APM WET-1 (Avoid and/or Minimize Impacts to Jurisdictional Waters, Wetlands, and
Riparian Habitats). However, the implementation of the SWPPP and APM would not reduce the potential impacts for localized
flooding to less than significant levels due the nature and extent of construction activities along the 262-mile ROW of the Proposed
Project. The extent of this Project requires development of a more specific plan for erosion and runoff control. Therefore, the
impact would be significant without mitigation. Mitigation Measure HW-1a (Drainage, Erosion, and Sedimentation Control Plan)
requires preparation of a detailed plan, to be reviewed for completeness by the CPUC. Implementation of this plan would ensure
that the Proposed Project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or a substantial increase in the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site. Therefore, Impact HW-3b would be less than significant with mitigation.

would be less than significant with mitigation, however, the document does not include
supporting analysis demonstrating that the I-C Project would substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff or result in on- or off-site flooding. Moreover, the
mitigation measure referenced does not specifically address flooding impacts. Based
on the Project’'s minimal increase in impervious surface area and only minor changes
to drainage patterns, which indicates no significant change in runoff or flooding
conditions, additional mitigation does not appear to be warranted.

Under CEQA, “[m]itigation measures are not required for effects which are not found to
be significant.” CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(a)(3). When mitigation is imposed, CEQA
requires that the lead agency limit the scope of the mitigation to match the nature of
the impact. CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(a)(4)

As proposed, Mitigation Measure HW-1a would impose substantial costs and effort on
SCE that are not connected to or roughly proportional to the nature of the impact.
Therefore SCE recommends the impact be revised to less than significant, the
analysis be revised, and Mitigation Measure HW-1a removed.

Recommended Language: “Substantially Increase the Rate or Amount of
Surface Runoff in a Manner That Would Result in Flooding On- or Off-site
Construction. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT YVHTH-MIHGAHON- As stated previously,
the Proposed Project would result in a minor increase in impervious surface (total
estimated less than 1 acre of new impervious surfaces) compared with existing
conditions, and vegetation removal and grading would result in minor changes to
drainage patterns.

SCE would be required to implement, and has committed to the implementation of, the
project SWPPP and its requirements to minimize erosion and control runoff and APM
WET-1 (Avoid and/or Minimize Impacts to Jurlsdlctlonal Waters, Wetlands, and
R|par|an Habltats) Howey v VA
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64

3.12.3.3

&

3.12.4

3.12-
14

3.12-
22

HW-1a and Table 3.12-2

HW-1a Drainage, Erosion, and Sedimentation Control Plan (DESCP). At least 60 days prior to site mobilization, the Applicant
shall submit to the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the BLM, and Inyo, Kern, and San Bernardino Counties for review and
approval a DESCP for managing stormwater during Project construction and operations. The DESCP can be included in the
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and must ensure proper protection of water quality and soil resources, address
disturbed soil stabilization treatments in the Project area for both road and non-road surfaces, and identify all methods used for
temporary and final stabilization of inactive areas. The plan must also cover all linear Project features and any other Project
components subject to disturbance. The DESCP shall contain, at a minimum, the elements presented below that outline site
management activities and erosion and sediment-control Best Management Practices

Comment: SCE suggests clarifying that SCE will implement the DESCP as part of the
Project specific SWPPP. SCE will provide one or more SWPPP(s) that incorporate
drainage, erosion, and sediment control measures consistent with the DEIR mitigation
requirements. The Construction General Permit allows these elements to be included
in the SWPPP, which can be prepared by a QSD as required and submitted to the
appropriate agencies. In this way, the SWPPP would satisfy the DESCP requirements
outlined in the DEIR.

Recommended Language: “HW-1a Drainage, Erosion, and Sedimentation
Control Plan (DESCP). At least 60 days prior to site mobilization, the Applicant shall
submit to the Regional Water Quality Control Board, the BLM, and Inyo, Kern, and San
Bernardino Counties for review and approval a DESCP for managing stormwater
during Project construction and operations. The DESCP can be included incorporated
in the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan(s) (SWPPP) and must ensure proper
protection of water quality and soil resources, address disturbed soil stabilization
treatments in the Project area for both road and non-road surfaces, and identify all
methods used for temporary and final stabilization of inactive areas. The plan must
also cover all linear Project features and any other Project components subject to
disturbance. The DESCP shall contain, at a minimum, the elements presented below
that outline site management activities and erosion and sediment-control Best
Management Practices

The DESCP may be part-of implemented through one or more SWPPP(s) and shall be
kept onsite, kept updated, and readily available on request. The DESCP and SWPPP
must demonstrate compliance with other water quality permits which may have
restrictions on types of erosion or sedimentation control materials used. SWPPP
inspection reporting will be consistent with the requirements of the SWRCB
Construction General Permit.”

65

3.15

3.15-
16

Helicopters

SCE has proposed implementation of APM NOI-1, which requires construction activities to occur during daytime construction hours
in accordance with the local noise standards. It also requires that helicopter flights be routed away from residences and schools,
where feasible. Even with implementation of APM NOI-1, the noise from helicopter use would be substantial at receptors adjacent
to material yards and landing zones where helicopter use would be continuous for months. The noise impact from helicopter use
would be significant and requires mitigation to reduce its severity.

Comment: General Order 131-E explains that local jurisdictions acting pursuant to
local authority are preempted from regulating electric power line projects, distribution
lines, substations or electric facilities constructed by public utilities subject to the
Commission's Jurisdiction. SCE suggests retaining the language of SCE’s APM which
acknowledges the language of General Order 131-E.

Recommended Language: “SCE has proposed implementation of APM NOI-1, which
requires construction activities to occur during daytime construction hours to the extent
feasible, in accordance with the local noise standards.”
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66

3.15

3.15-
17

Mitigation Measure for Impact N-1

N-1a Implement Helicopter Noise Control Strategy. SCE shall prepare and implement a Helicopter Use Plan that includes a
helicopter noise control strategy in the final Helicopter Use Plan. The noise control strategy shall include definition of helicopter
flight corridors and minimum transit elevations above ground level to avoid noise-sensitive receptors on the ground. The noise
control strategy shall prohibit helicopter hovering (greater than 15 minutes) within 250 feet of residences or schools in any vertical
or horizontal direction. Helicopter use shall be limited to the hours of 7 a.m. to 7 p.m. Monday through Friday. The Helicopter Use
Plan, including the noise control strategy, shall be provided to the CPUC for review at least 60 days prior to helicopter activities

Comment: SCE requests that the CPUC revise the language of Mitigation Measure N-
1a to include flexibility for helicopter work to occur at night or on the weekend .The
need for weekend or night work is dependent on several factors which include outage
restrictions and permit conditions, the details of which are unknown at this time. This
revision is consistent with the language and analysis in Section 3.15.3.3

Recommended Language: “MM N-1a Implement Helicopter Noise Control
Strategy. SCE shall prepare and implement a Helicopter Use Plan that includes a
helicopter noise control strategy in the final Helicopter Use Plan. The noise control
strategy shall include definition of helicopter flight corridors and minimum transit
elevations above ground level to avoid noise-sensitive receptors on the ground. The
noise control strategy shall prohibit helicopter hovering (greater than 15 minutes)
W|th|n 250 feet of reS|dences or schools in any vertical or horizontal dlrectlon

As stated in the Pr0|ect Descrlptlon constructlon would qenerallv be performed from

7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., Monday through Saturday; however, at limited times some
construction may be required or finished after these hours, and on Sundays. The need
to complete work at night or on Sunday is dependent on several factors which include
outage restrictions, and permit conditions, which are unknown at this time. The
Helicopter Use Plan, including the noise control strategy, shall be provided to the
CPUC for review at least 60 days prior to helicopter activities should identify helicopter
noise control strateqgies, including, but not limited to, the establishment of helicopter
flight corridors and minimum transit elevations above ground level to minimize impacts
to noise-sensitive receptors during night or Sunday hours”.

67

3.16.2.3

3.16-3

Local Regulations, Policies and Standards

Local plans are considered by the CPUC in determining the Proposed Project’s consistency with local plans, goals, and policies.
As the CPUC has preemptive jurisdiction over the construction, maintenance, and operation of public utilities on non-federal lands
in the state, no local discretionary permits (e.g., conditional use permits) or local plan consistency evaluations are required for the
Proposed Project. However, SCE would be required to obtain all ministerial building and encroachment permits from local
jurisdictions.

Comment: SCE does not anticipate obtaining any building permits for the I-C Project
and therefore suggests removing the reference to building permits.

General Order 131-E, explains that local jurisdictions acting pursuant to local authority
are preempted from regulating electric power line projects, distribution lines,
substations or electric facilities constructed by public utilities subject to the
Commission's Jurisdiction. Therefore, if a local jurisdiction includes local discretionary
requirements in ministerial permits, then SCE would not be required to obtain those
permits. SCE proposes adding the word “applicable” to clarify which ministerial
permits SCE would obtain.

Recommended Language: “Local plans are considered by the CPUC in determining
the Proposed Project’s consistency with local plans, goals, and policies. As the CPUC
has preemptive jurisdiction over the construction, maintenance, and operation of public
utilities on non-federal lands in the state, no local discretionary permits (e.g.,
conditional use permits) or local plan consistency evaluations are required for the
Proposed Project. However, SCE would be required to obtain all applicable ministerial
building-and encroachment permits from local jurisdictions.”
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68 3.18.3.4 3.18- | Manzanar NHS. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION. This site, which is listed in Table 3.18-1, is an important Comment: Under CEQA. “mitigation m res are not required for effects which ar
18 destination for visitors wanting to learn about the Japanese internment during World War Il, as well as for family members of omment. © ' gafion measures are not required for etiects which are

internees. The internment and residential area of Manzanar and the current visitor center are located approximately one mile west
of the Proposed Project ROW.

Construction at the staging area could result in a visible disturbance due to dust. Fugitive dust would be controlled by measures
required by the Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District, as a condition of a permit from the District. However, due to the
distance between construction areas and the Manzanar NHS, dust would not cause a significant disruption. Implementation of
Mitigation Measure AQ-2b (Control Fugitive Dust Emissions) would further reduce the Proposed Project’s less than significant
disturbance effects by requiring implementation of specific measures to prevent dust.

Construction traffic would not affect the ability of Manzanar visitors to access the NHS, since the staging area is across the
highway from the historic site. In conclusion, recreation impacts to Manzanar Historic Site would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure N-1a (Helicopter Noise Control Strategy; superseding APM NOI-1) and Mitigation Measure
AQ-2b (Control Fugitive Dust Emissions).

not found to be significant.” CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(a)(3). The DEIR states that
dust related impacts to the Manzanar NHS would be less than significant, but goes on
to impose Mitigation Measure AQ-2b to “further reduce the Proposed Project’s less
than significant impact.”

Mitigation measures should only be applied to reduce significant environmental
impacts, not to “further reduce” less than significant impacts. As such, SCE
recommends the CPUC remove discussion of Mitigation Measure AQ-2b from this
section.

Recommended Language: “Manzanar NHS. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH
MITIGATION. This site, which is listed in Table 3.18-1, is an important destination for
visitors wanting to learn about the Japanese internment during World War I, as well as
for family members of internees. The internment and residential area of Manzanar and
the current visitor center are located approximately one mile west of the Proposed
Project ROW.

Construction at the staging area could result in a visible disturbance due to dust.
Fugitive dust would be controlled by measures required by the Great Basin Unified Air
Pollution Control District, as a condition of a permit from the District. However, due to
the distance between construction areas and the Manzanar NHS, dust would not

cause a significant disruption. implementation-of Mitigation Measure-AQ-2b{(Contro!
itive Dy missions)wou

Construction traffic would not affect the ability of Manzanar visitors to access the NHS,
since the staging area is across the highway from the historic site. In conclusion,
recreation impacts to Manzanar Historic Site would be less than significant with
implementation of Mitigation Measure N-1a (Helicopter Noise Control Strategy;
superseding APM NOI-1) and-Mitigation-Measure-AQ-2b-{Control-Fugitive Dust
Emissions).”
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69

3.19.1

3.19-6

3.19-7

Railroad
There are no active rail lines in the vicinity of Segment 3N.

There are no active rail lines in the vicinity of Segment 3S.

Comment: Both Segments 3N and 3S cross active rail lines. SCE requests correction
of language on Segment 3N and addition of language indicating additional railroad
crossings are expected in Segment 3S.

Recommended Language:
= Segment 3N would have multiple crossings, located-at-the-Barstow-rail
i ' one located immediately west of
Coolwater Substation_and another crossing at Highway 58 and Highway 395
at Kramer Junction.
= Segment 3S would have multiple crossings, including five crossings located at
the Barstow Rail Yard and two crossings immediately south of Coolwater
Substation.

70

3.19.3.3

3.19-
20

Construction

As listed in Table 3.19-6, SCE has included APM TRA-1 to include construction activities completed within public-street ROWs that
would require the use of a traffic control service, and any lane closures would be conducted consistent with local ordinances and
ministerial city permit conditions.

Comment: General Order 131-E explains that local jurisdictions acting pursuant to
local authority are preempted from regulating electric power line projects, distribution
lines, substations or electric facilities constructed by public utilities subject to the
Commission's Jurisdiction. Therefore, if a local jurisdiction includes local requirements
in ministerial permits, then SCE would not be required to obtain those permits. SCE
proposes adding the word “applicable” to clarify which ministerial permits SCE would
obtain.

Recommended Language: “As listed in Table 3.19-6, SCE has included APM TRA-1
to include construction activities completed within public-street ROWs that would
require the use of a traffic control service; and any lane closures would be conducted
consistent with applicable local ordinances and ministerial city permit conditions.”

71

4.34.1.

4-9

SCE Discussion of the No Project Alternative

As described by SCE, in the PEA and in Section 1, there is a well-defined need to implement the mitigation plan previously agreed
to with the WECC and to improve the reliability of the I-C lines due to their age and deteriorated condition.

Comment: SCE proposes the language below to clarify that the purpose of the TLRR
Program and the I-C Projec is to remediate clearance discrepancies along the I-C
Project lines and that discrepancies may exist regardless of infrastructure age or
condition.

Recommended Language: “As described by SCE, in the PEA and in Section 1, there
is a well-defined need to implement the mitigation plan previously agreed to with the
WECC to eliminate clearance discrepancies and improve the reliability of the I-C lines

due-to-theirage-and-deteriorated-condition.
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72

4341

4-10

SCE Discussion of the No Project Alternative

The range of predictable ‘no project’ consequences could also include targeted repairs to address problems on a case-by-case
basis or in response to emergencies arising from the continuing discrepancies of the existing facilities. If the Proposed Project is
not approved by the CPUC, it is reasonable to assume that SCE could be required to implement targeted upgrades in response to
emergency situations. These upgrades would likely be narrower in scope than those anticipated with the Proposed Project;
however, mitigation measures identified for the Proposed Project would not be adopted under the No Project Alternative.

Comment: There is no guarantee that upgrades would be exempt from licensing or
that all discrepancies would be remediated through targeted upgrades in response to
emergencies. SCE proposes the revisions below to clarify the impacts of selecting the
No Project Alternative.

Recommended Language: The range of predictable ‘no project’ consequences could
also include targeted repairs to address problems on a case-by-case basis or in
response to emergencies arising from the continuing discrepancies of the existing
facilities. If the Proposed Project is not approved by the CPUC, it is reasonable to
assume that SCE could be required to implement targeted upgrades in response to
emergency situations. Some upgrades could be subject to licensing under GO 131-E.
These targeted upgrades would likely be narrower in scope than those anticipated with
the Proposed Project; however, mitigation measures identified for the Proposed
Project would not be adopted under the No Project Alternative. Even if discrepancies
were remediated over time through emergency work, these upgrades would not
address the larger system reliability issues because the line(s) would not be re-rated
until all discrepancies are remediated. SCE would remain out of compliance with
CPUC, WECC, and NERC requirements and guidance until that time.

73

4342

4-10

No Project Alternative Scenario for this EIR

In the No Project Alternative, some of the isolated modifications of the existing electrical system included in the proposed I-C
Project could be implemented as exempt actions. In these situations, SCE could implement these physical modifications to
remediate discrepancies consistent with the exemptions identified in GO 131-E Section I11.B.1. However, this type of modification
would be challenging in areas with known sensitive resources (e.g., the cultural resources along portions of Segment 1). In these
areas, modifications may not be possible without a formal application to the CPUC and CEQA documentation.

Comment: There is no guarantee that upgrades would be exempt from licensing or
that discrepancies would be remediated through targeted upgrades in response to
emergencies. SCE proposes the revisions below to clarify the impacts of selecting the
No Project Alternative.

Recommended Language: “In the No Project Alternative, it is possible that some of
the isolated modifications of the existing electrical system included in the proposed I-C
Project could be implemented as exempt actions. In these situations, SCE could
implement these physical modifications to remediate isolated discrepancies consistent
with the exemptions identified in GO 131-E Section Il.B.1. However, this type of
modification would be challenging in areas with known sensitive resources (e.g., the
cultural resources along portions of Segment 1). In these areas, modifications may not
be possible without a formal application to the CPUC and CEQA documentation. In
this scenario, SCE would remain out of compliance with CPUC, WECC, and NERC
safety and reliability requirements until all discrepancies have been remediated.”
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74 451 4-18 | Table 4-2. Ground Disturbance for Alternatives as Compared with Proposed Project Segments

Table 4-2. Ground Disturbance for

Alternatives as Compared with Ground Disturbance: Proposed  Ground Disturbance:
Proposed Project Segments Alternative Project Segment Alternative Segment
Name
0,
Crater Mountain Realignment Alternative 113 acres 159 acres (40% more than
proposed)
. . 390 73% th
Manzanar Realignment Alternative 225 acres acres (73% more than
proposed)
0,
Fossil Falls Realignment Alternative 117 acres 228 acres (95% more than
proposed)
[+)
Total: All Alternatives 455 acres 777 acres (71% more than
proposed)

Comment: The numbers presented in Table 4-2 are out of date. SCE proposes
revising the table below to reflect the reduced areas of ground disturbance resulting
from updated engineering analyses.

Recommended Language:

Table 4-2. Ground Disturbance Ground Disturbance: .
. . Ground Disturbance:
for Alternatives as Compared Proposed Project .
. . Alternative Segment
with Proposed Project Segment

Segments Alternative Name

. . 89 159 acres (5% less
Crater Mountain Realignment = cres (5% less

. 94 113 acres 40%-more than
Alternative -
proposed)
151 398 acres (16% less
Manzanar Realignment Alternative 179 225 acres 73%-more than
proposed)

1 H 0, 0,
Fossil Fa'IIs Realignment 97 447 acres 111 228 acres (14% 95%
Alternative = more than proposed)

351 777 acres (5% less
Total: All Alternatives 370 455 acres 71% more than

proposed)

IVANPAH-CONTROL TLRR PROJECT: DEIR COMMENT TABLE

Page 41




lvanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ~ SCE COMMENTS

Comment
No.

Section

Page

DEIR Original Language

SCE Recommended Language

75

452

4-22

4.5.2. Comparison of the Proposed Project with the No Project Alternative

The No Project Alternative would result in avoidance of the concentrated short-term construction impacts of replacing all
subtransmission facilities in Segments 1 and 2, and replacement of isolated facilities along Segments 3N and 3S on the schedule
defined in Chapter 2. However, the No Project Alternative would result in the need to replace individual facilities on an as-needed
basis, resulting in similar, but less efficient, replacement of facilities, which would be completed without implementation of the
mitigation measures defined in this EIR.

Comment: The No Project Alternative evaluates the consequences of not approving
the I-C Project. Selecting the No Project Alternative would mean that SCE would not
implement the I-C Project and therefore would neither remediate clearance
discrepancies nor bring the lines into compliance with GO 95 and North American
Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Facility Ratings. Additionally, it would mean
that SCE would be out of compliance with the mitigation plan submitted to and agreed
upon with WECC.

Under this scenario, no construction or modifications to the existing electrical
infrastructure would occur and all existing line clearance discrepancies would remain
on SCE'’s system. It is possible that SCE could address the line clearance
discrepancies on an individual basis but this approach would likely result in an
inefficient and disjointed method of remediation, and would likely be limited to activities
permitted under SCE’s existing land rights. Selecting the No Project Alternative would
result in ongoing impacts system reliability would likely result in ongoing frequent
operations and maintenance work along the existing lines.

Recommended Language:

“The No Project Alternative would result in avoidance of the concentrated short-term
construction impacts of replacing all subtransmission facilities in Segments 1 and 2,
and replacement of isolated facilities along Segments 3N and 3S on the schedule
defined in Chapter 2. However, if the No Project Alternative were selected, SCE would
neither remediate clearance discrepancies nor bring the lines into compliance with GO
95 and NERC Facility Ratings. Additionally, it would mean that SCE would be out of
compliance with the mitigation plan submitted to and agreed upon with WECC. SCE
would need to replace conductor and towers to remediate discrepancies, irdividual
facilities but this work would likely be completed on an emergency as-needed basis,
resulting in similar, but less efficient, replacement of facilities, which would be
completed without implementation of the mitigation measures defined in this EIR. Even
if discrepancies were remediated through emergency work, system reliability issues
would persist because the lines would not be re-rated until all discrepancies are
remediated.”

76

5.3.15

5-35

Noise

As discussed in Section 3.15, the Proposed Project would have a less than significant impact with mitigation from generation of a
substantial temporary increase in noise levels due to helicopter use during construction. The Proposed Project construction would
be conducted during daytime hours when construction noise is exempt under local noise ordinances.

Comment: This language should be removed to be consistent with the language in
MM N-1a which would allow for flexibility to perform appropriate helicopter work.

Recommended Language: “As discussed in Section 3.15, the Proposed Project
would have a less than significant impact with mitigation from generation of a
substantial temporary increase in noise levels due to helicopter use during

construction.
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77

5.3.15.2

5-37

Cumulative Analysis

The permitting process normally requires each project to comply with local standards and to avoid noise-related land use conflicts.
This means that all projects, even if unrelated to the proposed Project, would need to comply with the local community noise
standards.

Comment: The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) has sole and exclusive
state jurisdiction over the siting and design of the I-C Project. Pursuant to CPUC
General Order 131-E, local jurisdictions acting pursuant to local authority are
preempted from regulating electric power line projects, distribution lines, substations,
or electric facilities constructed by public utilities subject to the CPUC'’s jurisdiction.
However, in locating such projects, the public utilities shall consult with local agencies
regarding land use matters. Consequently, public utilities are directed to consider local
regulations and consult with local agencies, but the counties’ and cities’ regulations are
not applicable as the counties and cities do not have jurisdiction over the I-C Project.

Recommended Language: “The permitting process normally requires each project to
comply with local standards and to avoid noise-related land use conflicts. This means
that all projects, even if unrelated to the proposed Project, would reed-te comply with
the local community noise standards, to the extent feasible.”

78

7.7

7-14

Bighorn Sheep — Nelson’s /Desert Bighorn Sheep. Prior to initial ground-disturbing activities, a qualified biologist will conduct
surveys within 2 miles from construction work areas identified as habitat (as described in the TLRR Habitat and Sensitive Species
Reports for Control-Haiwee and Ivanpah-Coolwater-Kramer-Inyokern) for bighorn sheep during the peak lambing period Feb-May.
During construction, monitoring by a qualified biologist will be implemented in occupied areas within the range of BHS between
Feb 1 — Sept 30. The biological monitors will halt construction activities if BHS are within 500 feet of work areas or display signs of
disturbance.

Coordinate with agencies. SCE shall provide survey results to CDFW, BLM, and CPUC prior to conducting construction activities
if work is planned within bighorn sheep (BHS) habitat (as described in the TLRR Habitat and Sensitive Species Reports for
Control-Haiwee and Ivanpah-Coolwater-Kramer-Inyokern) in the Cady Mountains and Clark Mountains.

Avoid and minimize impacts. All project activities located within areas identified as BHS habitat (as described in the TLRR
Habitat and Sensitive Species Reports for Control-Haiwee and lvanpah-Coolwater-Kramer-Inyokern) shall implement the following
avoidance and minimization measures:

Limited Operating Period. SCE shall avoid construction activities within one-mile of bighorn sheep lambing areas during the
lambing period February 1 — May 30, and from identified water sources during the dry summer months, between May 1 —
September 30, in the Cady Mountains and Clark Mountains. This measure does not apply to emergencies.

Comment: References to the Cady Mountains, Clark Mountains, and related water
sources should be removed as these locations are no longer part of I-C Project as they
were located in Segment 4 which has been removed from the project.

Recommended Language:

“Bighorn Sheep — Nelson’s /Desert Bighorn Sheep. Prior to initial ground-disturbing
activities, a qualified biologist will conduct surveys within 2 miles from construction
work areas identified as habitat (as described in the TLRR Habitat and Sensitive
Species Reports for Control-Haiwee and lvanpah-Coolwater-Kramer-Inyokern) for
bighorn sheep during the peak lambing period Feb-May. During construction,
monitoring by a qualified biologist will be implemented in occupied areas within the
range of BHS between Feb 1 — Sept 30. The biological monitors will halt construction
activities if BHS are within 500 feet of work areas or display signs of disturbance.

Avoid and minimize impacts. All project activities located within areas identified as
BHS habitat (as described in the TLRR Habitat and Sensitive Species Reports for
Control-Haiwee and Ivanpah-Coolwater-Kramer-Inyokern) shall implement the
following avoidance and minimization measures:

Limited Operating Period. SCE shall avoid construction activities within one-mile of
bighorn sheep lambing areas during the lambing period February 1 — May 30, and
from identified water sources during the dry summer months, between May 1 —

September 30-in-the-Cady-Mountains-and-Clark-Meountains. This measure does not

apply to emergencies.”
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79 7.7 7-59 | CPUC DEIR APM TRA-1: . , - , .
APM Traffic Control Measures. SCE will implement traffic control measures consistent with those published in the Manual Comment: SCE notes that the DEIR's description of SCE's APM differs from what

SCE included in its PEA. SCE recommends reverting to the original language of SCE’s

TRA-1 on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, as written and amended by Caltrans for the state of California (CA MUTCD) and APM included in the PEA.

using standard templates from the California Temporary Traffic Control Handbook (CATTCH) (California Inter-Utility

Coordinating Committee 2018). These measures will be implemented as and where necessary as described in the CA

MUTCD and/or CATTCH, or in ministerial permits. .
Recommended Language:

APM Traffic Control Measures. SCE shall follow its standard safety practices,

TRA- including installing appropriate traffic control devices between work zones

1 and transportation facilities, posting adequate signs, and using proper
construction techniques. SCE is a member of the California Inter-Utility
Coordinating Committee, which published the Manual on Uniform Traffic
Control Devices, as amended for the state of California (CA MUTCD;
CALTRANS 2018) and using standard templates from the California
Temporary Traffic Control Handbook. (CATTCH 2018) This handbook was
previously known as the California Joint Utility Traffic Control Manual.
(CJUTCM 2010) SCE will follow the recommendations in this manual
regarding basic standards for the safe movement of traffic on highways and
streets in accordance with Section 21400 of the CVC. These
recommendations include provisions for safe access of police, fire, and
other rescue vehicles.
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80 7.7 7-7 | APM Air-2 Asbestos Management If any load-bearing structure (poles, towers, concrete pads) is to be removed, this project will

require asbestos testing and notification to BAAQMD. Notify the Environmental Field Specialist (EFS) at least 45 days prior to work
commencing. BAAQMD must be notified at least 10 working days prior to work (demolition) commencing. If the construction start
date changes, notify the EFS immediately as notification to BAAQMD may need to be resubmitted. EFS is responsible for
obtaining any necessary permits from BAAQMD prior to the start of work.

Comment:

SCE notes that the DEIR includes APM AIR-2 regarding asbestos management
SCE’s PEA did not include an APM for Asbestos nor did SCE’s POD.

Any reference to APM Air-2 is therefore not traceable to an adopted or baseline
applicant commitment and should be corrected or removed to avoid confusion.

If the CPUC finds that there is a need to mitigate impacts related to asbestos, the
CPUC may develop an asbestos mitigation measure, however it is not clear to SCE
based on the language of the DEIR that the I-C Project would result in impacts that an
asbestos related mitigation measure would mitigate.

As a result, SCE proposes removing APM AIR-2 from the DEIR.

Recommended Language:

IVANPAH-CONTROL TLRR PROJECT: DEIR COMMENT TABLE

Page 45




Ivanpah-Control 115 kV TLRR Subtransmission Project

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Proposed Editorial Changes

Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language and/or Comment
ES.2 ES-2 The Proposed Project would ensure compliance with CPUC GO 95 by remediating approximately 2,950 discrepancies | Recommended language: The Proposed Project would ensure compliance with CPUC GO 95
identified through SCE’s TLRR Program along seven (7) 115 kV circuits. by remediating approximately 2,487 2,950 discrepancies identified through SCE’s TLRR Program
along seven six (6) 115 kV circuits.
ES.2. ES-2 ... identified through SCE’s TLRR Program along seven (7) 115 kV circuits. Recommended language: ... identified through SCE’s TLRR Program along seven<{7)} six (6)
115 kV circuits.
ES.2. ES-2 The Proposed Project would ensure compliance with CPUC GO 95 by remediating approximately 2,950 discrepancies | Recommended language: The Proposed Project would ensure compliance with CPUC GO 95
identified through SCE’s TLRR Program along seven (7) 115 kV circuits. by remediating approximately 2,500 2,950 discrepancies identified through SCE’s TLRR Program
along six (6) seven<{#) 115 kV circuits.

ES.2.2.1 ES-4 The existing I-C transmission system network includes five primary 115 kV circuits. Recommended language: The existing I-C transmission network system includes-six-five

primary 115 kV circuits.

ES.2.2.1 ES-4 The purpose of the I-C Project is to ensure compliance with CPUC GO 95 standards by remediating approximately Recommended language: The purpose of the I-C Project is to ensure compliance with CPUC
2,950 discrepancies identified through SCE’s TLRR Program along the 4 segments comprising the existing 115 kV GO 95 standards by remediating approximately 2,500 2;950 discrepancies identified through
circuits. SCE’s TLRR Program along the 4 segments comprising the existing 115 kV circuits.

ES.7.2 ES-11 | Table ES-1 . : .
Crater Mountain Realignment Alternative Comment: All three route alternatives also cross private property not owned by LADWP.
Manzanar Realignment Alternative Recommended language: For all three alternatives, revise to include the following language:
Fossil Falls Realignment Alternative e Feasibility: Technically feasible; would require land rights from LADWP and other private
property owners

ES.7.3.1 ES-14 | Crater Mountain Realignment Alternative, Rationale for Full Analysis. The alternative would require new easements, Comment: Some private property is impacted. so lanauage should read similar to that in the
which would result in additional cost, but the cost would not be expected to prohibit implementation of the project. The other two a.lternati\f)es property P ’ guag
alternative would require land rights from LADWP, which could result in delays to implementation, but are considered '
potentially feasible to obtain. The alternative meets all project objectives and feasibility criteria for evaluation.

Recommended language: Crater Mountain Realignment Alternative, Rationale for Full Analysis.
The alternative would require new easements, which would result in additional cost, but the cost
would not be expected to prohibit implementation of the project. The alternative would require
land rights from LADWP and other private property owners, which could result in delays to
implementation, but are considered potentially feasible to obtain. The alternative meets all project
objectives and feasibility criteria for evaluation.

ES.7.3.2 ES-14 | The alternative would be allocated as much as roughly 2.5 miles east of the Proposed Project alignment. Recommended language: The alternative would be allecated located as much as roughly 2.5

miles east of the Proposed Project alignment.
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Proposed Editorial Changes

Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language and/or Comment
ES.7.3.3 ES-15 | ES.7.3.3. Fossil Falls Realignment Alternative Recommended language:
Description. The Fossil Falls Realignment alternative would be approximately 14 miles long. The northern terminus of | ES.7.3.3. Fossil Falls Realignment Alternative
the alternative would be located adjacent to the Coso Substation, near Structure 832. The alternative would be located Descrition. The Fossil Falls Realianment alternative would be aoproximately 14 miles lona. The
adjacent to three LADWP transmission lines and would reconnect with the Proposed Project route approximately 6 northefn te'rminus of the alternati\g/]e would be located ad'acentp‘:o the Coio Substationg.near
miles north of Pearsonville at proposed Structure 935. The alternative would be as much as approximately 2 miles east . ' ad) Co
. . Structure 832 815. The alternative would be located adjacent to three LADWP transmission lines
of the Proposed Project alignment. . : . . .
and would reconnect with the Proposed Project route approximately 6 miles north of Pearsonville
at proposed Structure 935 936. The alternative would be as much as approximately 2 miles east of
the Proposed Project alignment.
1 1-2 The Proposed Project would implement a Transmission Line Rating Remediation (TLRR) program to correct Recommended language: The Proposed Project would implement a Transmission Line Rating
discrepancies in minimum horizonal and vertical conductor clearances on its 115 kV transmission lines and structures | Remediation (TLRR) program to correct discrepancies in minimum horizonal and vertical
between 8 substations. conductor clearances on its 115 kV transmission lines and structures between 98 substations.
1.2.2 1-5 The existing I-C transmission system includes four primary 115 kV circuits. In 2006, SCE identified that the clearances | Recommended language: The existing I-C transmission system includes six feur primary 115 kV
along some of its circuits were not compliant with the clearances set forth in CPUC GO 95 due to: the instillation of circuits. In 2006, SCE identified that the clearances along some of its circuits were not compliant
additional infrastructure under SCE lines over time; survey, engineering, and construction inaccuracies; the growth of | with the clearances set forth in CPUC GO 95 due to: the installation instillation of additional
vegetation; and changes in topography. infrastructure under SCE lines over time; survey, engineering, and construction inaccuracies; the
growth of vegetation; and changes in topography.
1.2.2 1-6 The collective effort to identify and remediate these discrepancies across SCE’s system is referred to as the Recommended language: The collective effort to identify and remediate these discrepancies
Transmission Line Rating Remediation (TLRR) Program. Bason on the LIiDAR and engineering modeling work, SCE’s | across SCE’s system is referred to as the Transmission Line Rating Remediation (TLRR)
TLRR Program is developing a remediation plan for each discrepancy to ensure compliance with CPUC GO 95 Program. Based on Basen the LIDAR and engineering modeling work, SCE’s TLRR Program is
standards. SCE has stated it is committed to undertaking all reasonable efforts to correct discrepancies on the I-C developing a remediation plan for each discrepancy to ensure compliance with CPUC GO 95
Project 115 kV subtransmission lines prior to January 1, 2025. standards. SCE has stated it is committed to undertaking all reasonable efforts to correct
discrepancies on the I-C Project 115 kV subtransmission lines prior to January 1, 2025.
1.4 1-10 There are 19 Native American Tribes that have requested consultation under AB 52. Recommended language: There are 49 18 Native American Tribes that have requested
consultation under AB 52.
2.1 2-1 As illustrated in Figure 1-1 (Proposed Project Route and Segments), the Proposed Project would consist of four Recommended language: As illustrated in Figure 1-1 (Proposed Project Route and Segments),
segments affecting existing, new, and upgraded subtransmission facilities spanning 12 existing substations. All the Proposed Project would consist of four segments affecting existing, new, and upgraded
Chapter 2 figures are presented at the end of the chapter. subtransmission facilities spanning 9 42-existing substations. All Chapter 2 figures are presented
at the end of the chapter.
211 2-1 SCE proposes to rebuild components of its existing 115 kV subtransmission system that extend over 262 miles Recommended language: SCE proposes to rebuild components of its existing 115 kV
between 8 existing SCE substations across portions of three counties. subtransmission system that extend over 262 miles between 9 8 existing SCE substations across
portions of three counties.
221 2-4 In Segments 3N and 3S, SCE would remove certain existing subtransmission towers and poles and replace them with | Recommended language: In Segments 3N and 3S, SCE would remove certain existing
steel multi-pole structures constructed from TSPs; wood multi-pole structures; and steel and wood H-frames subtransmission toewers-and poles and replace them with steel multi-pole structures constructed
constructed from LWS and wood poles. from TSPs; wood multi-pole structures; and steel and wood H-frames constructed from LWS and
wood poles.
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Proposed Editorial Changes

Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language and/or Comment
2211 2-4 Approximately 744 TSP and 397 permanent LWS poles would be installed as part of the Proposed Project... Recommended language: Approximately #44-725 TSP and 397 permanent LWS poles would be
Approximately 124 multipole TSP structures... installed as part of the Proposed Project...
Approximately 424 128 multipole TSP structures...
2211 2-5 The horizontal member of the H-frames would be approximately 7-square inches. Recommended language: The horizontal member of the H-frames would be approximately 7-
square inches square.
2214 2-6 In Segments 3N and 3S, a single circuit of conductor would be installed on the existing, replacement, and interset Recommended language: In Segments 3N and 3S, a single circuit of conductor would be
structures. installed on the existing, replacement, and interset structures. There would be no OHGW, OPGW,
or ADSS installed in these segments.
. . . . . . . Recommended language: The dimensions of the construction work areas required for the
24.1.5 214 deedr:mﬁnS;r)]ntigt)th:rgggr?:tsn:gtlair:evéoar\t]grlgiztirsr?ilglfcg:jtfhoer gﬁlg:;?rfgtgadkg;ig;d I:i?gsmg zones (HLZs) will vary helicopter take-off and landing zones (HLZs) will vary depending on the operations required and
P 9 P q 9 ' locations selected for an estimated 5 landing sites.
2421 2-17 Approximately 458 pull and tension sites and 63 conductor snub sites and splice areas are proposed. Recommended language: Approximately 458 pull and tension sites and 63 64 conductor snub
sites and splice areas are proposed.
2452 2-26 Modifications to the existing substations at Baker, Control, Coso, Haiwee, Inyokern, Randsburg, and Kramer Recommended language: Modifications to the existing substations at Baker-Control, Coso,
Substations would be required for the Project. Haiwee, Inyokern, Randsburg, and Kramer Substations would be required for the Project.
245 2-25 . , .
Table 2-4.  Summary of Estimated Ground Disturbance Comment: Referenced tables should read 2-5 through 2-8 (instead of 2-6 through 2-9)
Acres Disturbed Acresto be  Acres Permanenthy
Project Feature Dwring Construction Restored Disturbed
Subtransmission Lines (from Table 2-6) 22854 1735 16147 Recommended language: Correct table references from 2-6 through 2-9 to 2-5 through 2-8.
Substations (from Table 2-7) 05 05 0
Telecommunications Amplifier Site (from Table 2-8) 105 0 105
Access and Spur Roads (from Table 2-3) 6753 0 1257
Total Estimated Land Disturbance 2,974.2 124.0 1,754.9
245.2 2-27 Table 2-7.  Ground Disturbance for Construction of Telecommunications Amplifier Site Comment: The Haiwee Substation line item is misplaced, as it is not part of the amplifier site
— Underground Numberof Temporary Area  Permanent Area work. This information should be reflected as an additional line item in Table 2-6 instead of as
Other Facilities Length [feet) Pull Boxes Disturbed [acres) Disturbed (acres) disturbance associated with construction at existing substation facilities.
Independence Amplifier Site Trench 40 3 0.02 0.2
Independence Amplifier Line, 60 poles — — 4.4 4.4
Independence Amglifier Line, Pull Sites _ _ ) ag Recommended language: Relocate information regarding Haiwee Substation, LADWP pole
Haiwee Substation, LADWP pole replacements — — 356 356 replacements to Table 2-6.
Amplifier Site Total a0 3 10.5 10.5
Source: SCE, PEA Table 3.7-6. Updated with SCE Response to DR 7 (4/13/2021)
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Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language and/or Comment
2.9 2-80 Figure 2-3f: TSP, H-Frame Tangent Structure, Segment 4. Comment: Segment 4 has been removed from the project scope. Please remove Segment 4
wording under the structure label.
Recommended language to Figure 2-3f (see red-line). Please cross out the word Segment 4.
OPGW --"‘T ‘ ‘ ‘
| (-
“ ‘ “ | |
' I |
[l
| | I
|
[ [ i [ B2 [
TSP, Suspension Structure, TSP, 3-Pole Dead-End Structure, TSP, H-Frame Tangent Structure,
Segment 2 Segment 35 Seniiilds
Mot to Scale
OPGW: Optical Groundwire Figure 2-3f
Typical Structure Design
See Table B-2 for range of structure heights. Source: SCE, 2018,
MarcH 2026 2-80 Drast EIR
3.2.3.3 3.2-24 | In Segment 1, SCE would remove all existing subtransmission towers, poles, and conductors and would replace them | Recommended language: In Segment 1, SCE would remove all existing subtransmission
with tubular steel poles (TSPs), lightweight steel (LWS) poles, LOS pole H-frames, tubular steel multi-poles, and LWS | towers, poles, and conductors and would replace them with tubular steel poles (TSPs), lightweight
pole structures and new conductors. steel (LWS) poles,-LOS LWS pole H-frames, tubular steel multi-poles, and LWS pole structures
and new conductors.
3.2.3.3. 3.2-25 | Within the northern portion of Segment 1, the Project parallels and crosses (once) a 20.1-mile segment of US 395 that | Recommended language: Within the northern portion of Segment 1, the Project parallels and

is an Officially Designated Scenic Highway, between Fort Independence in the south to approximately Fish Springs
Road in the north

crosses (once) approximately 20.1-mile segment of US 395 that is an Officially Designated Scenic

Highway, between Fort Independence in the south to approximately Fish Springs Road in the
north
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Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language and/or Comment
3.34 3.3-13 | Mitigation Measure AF-6b (Avoid Operational Conflicts with Existing Agricultural Irrigation; full text below) and Recommended language: Mitigation Measure AF-6b (Avoid Operational Conflicts with Existing
Mitigation Measure HH-8a (Implement grounding measures to avoid shocks, see Section 3.11, Hazards and Agricultural Irrigation; full text below) and Mitigation Measure HH-8a7a (Implement grounding
Hazardous Materials) require SCE to ensure the relocated subtransmission line does not result in induced current that | measures to avoid shocks, see Section 3.11, Hazards and Hazardous Materials) require SCE to
could cause corrosion or shock hazards. ensure the relocated subtransmission line does not result in induced current that could cause
corrosion or shock hazards.
Due to compliance with General Order 95, the Proposed Project would not conflict with existing agricultural irrigation
systems. Impacts on active agricultural operations would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Due to compliance with General Order 95, the Proposed Project would not conflict with existing
Measures AF-6b (Avoid Operational Conflicts with Existing Agricultural Irrigation) and HH-8a (Implement ground agricultural irrigation systems. Impacts on active agricultural operations would be less than
measures to avoid shocks). significant with implementation of Mitigation Measures AF-6b (Avoid Operational Conflicts with
Existing Agricultural Irrigation) and HH-8a7a (Implement ground measures to avoid shocks).
3.4.3.1 3.4-7 All constructloq- .a.nd operatlon-.related enlwls.3|ons are qugntlfled based on the bes_t available forecast of act_|V|t_|es. For Comment: Information provided in the text reference the 2020 SCE PEA. However, the
eagh of the act|V|t|e§ of tl?e Prgjegt Descrl|pt|on, the Applicant (SCE, PEA APP?“d'X F2020) qevelpped 'em'|55|ons evaluation references a more recent evaluation conducted in 2024 which resulted in different
estllmates. The Applicant’s emlsspns estimates for ground construction act|V|t|§s u§e the Callfgrma Em|SS|on§ emissions using a different CalEEMod version. SCE suggests revising the references to reflect
Estimator Model (CalEEMod; version 2016.3.2) software developed by the California Air Pollution Control Officers the appropriate document.
Association (CAPCOA).1 CalEEMod uses mobile source emission factors from the Air Resources Board (ARB)
OFFROAD inventory and EMFAC2014 models, for off-highway construction equipment and on-highway motor
vehicles, respectively. the applicant’s estimates for helicopter emissions use factors from the Swiss Federal Office of Recommended language: All construction- and operation-related emissions are quantified based
Civil Aviation (FOCA) Guidance on the Determination of Helicopter Emissions. The activity assumptions and emission | on the best available forecast of activities. For each of the activities of the Project Description, the
factors are found in the applicants’ emissions estimates (SCE, PEA Appendix F), and a summarization of resulting Applicant (SCE, PEA Appendix F 2020) developed emissions estimates. The Applicant’'s emissions
quantities of emissions appear in this EIR in Appendix 3, Air Quality. estimates for ground construction activities use the California Emissions Estimator Model
(CalEEMod; version 2046-3-2 2022.1.122) software developed by the California Air Pollution
Control Officers Association (CAPCOA).1 CalEEMod uses mobile source emission factors from the
Air Resources Board (ARB) OFFROAD inventory and EMFAC20142021 models, for off-highway
construction equipment and on-highway motor vehicles, respectively. the applicant’'s estimates for
helicopter emissions use factors from the Swiss Federal Office of Civil Aviation (FOCA) Guidance
on the Determination of Helicopter Emissions. The activity assumptions and emission factors are
found in the applicants’ emissions estimates (SCE, PEA Appendix F), and a summarization of
resulting quantities of emissions appear in this EIR in Appendix 3, Air Quality.
3.4.3.3 3.4-12 | Impact AQ-3. Construction emissions would occur over a large area, along the 359 miles of existing subtransmission Recommended language: Impact AQ-3. Construction emissions would occur over a large area,
lines located in Inyo, Kern, and San Bernardino Counties. along the 262 359 miles of existing subtransmission lines located in Inyo, Kern, and San
Bernardino Counties.
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3.51 3.5-2 _?_:1 Eltylrodnmelj;al ?:tt::gl ical that in the vicinity of the P d Proiect. It includ Comment: SCE recommends incorporating the requested additional surveys into the 2025
IS sgg lon descri gs' N ,'O,og'ca, resourceg a pccur 'n, ) € V'C'n_' y ot the Fropose I’Oje(‘.‘. 3 Includes a i evaluation cycle and addressing the results as part of the 2025 ARDR review and the updated
description pf the eX|st!ng b|oF|c er?wronrrl]ent, including sensitive 'hab|tats gnd natural communltles as \A{ell as special- | |cF 2025 analysis to ensure consistency with the most current data and avoid duplicative efforts
status species and their locations in relation to the Proposed Project. Section 3.5.1.1 provides an overview of the
relevant biological resources across the geographic extent of the Proposed Project and Section 3.5.1.2 provides the
relevant biological resources by segment. This information is based on biological resources information provided in Recommended language: 3.5.1. Environmental Setting
SCE Proponent’s Environmental Assessment (PEA) (SCE, 2020) and survey results from field checks in 2023 and This section describes the biological resources that occur in the vicinity of the Proposed Project. It
2024. includes a description of the existing biotic environment, including sensitive habitats and natural
communities as well as special-status species and their locations in relation to the Proposed
Project. Section 3.5.1.1 provides an overview of the relevant biological resources across the
geographic extent of the Proposed Project and Section 3.5.1.2 provides the relevant biological
resources by segment. This information is based on biological resources information provided in
SCE Proponent’s Environmental Assessment (PEA) (SCE, 2020) and survey results from field
checks in 2023 and 2024, and 2025.
3.5.1.1. 3.5-2 Regional Setting: 262 miles between eleven existing SCE substations across portions of three counties. Recommended language: Regional Setting: 262 miles between nine eleven existing SCE
substations across portions of three counties
3.5.1.3 3.5-14 | Western Bumble Bee...The Project is outside of the current and historic species’ range. There is low potential to occur .
in Segment 3S Recommended language:
Western Bumble Bee...The Project is outside of the current and historic species’ range. Species
does not occur in Project area Fhere-is-low-potentiaHo-oceurin-Segment 3S.
3.5.1.3 3.5-8 July gold. July gold is designated as rare under CESA and has a CRPR designation of 1B.3. Recommended language: July gold. July gold is designated as rare under GESA NPPA and has
a CRPR designation of 1B.3.
3.5.1.5 3.5-19 | Jurisdictional waters are shown in detail in the Wetlands and Other Waters Jurisdictional Delineation Reports for the . . . - ) P .
) ) . , . Comment: SCE recommends incorporating the additional field verification completed in support
Project (Arcadis 2019c, 2019d) (see Appendix | of the Proponent’s Environmental Assessment (PEA), Attachments E of IC waters permits
and F. Additional features were mapped in 2023 for the alternative alignments in Segment 1 (Arcadis, 2023b) (refer to
Chapter 4).
Recommended language: Jurisdictional waters are shown in detail in the Wetlands and Other
Waters Jurisdictional Delineation Reports for the Project (Arcadis 2019c, 2019d) (see Appendix | of
the Proponent’s Environmental Assessment (PEA), Attachments E and F. Additional features were
mapped in 2023 for the alternative alignments in Segment 1 (Arcadis, 2023b) (refer to Chapter
4).ICF report (ICF. 2025 Aquatic Resources Delineation Report, lvanpah Control Projects. August.
San Diego, CA. Prepared for SCE.
3.5.1.6 3.5-25 | Spiny saltbush, which is dominant along the proposed route in Segment 2, has a wetland indicator status of facultative - o . .
FAC). a facultati ios that i v likelv t , tand : tands (Arcadis. 2019 Recommended language: Spiny saltbush, which is dominant along the proposed route in
( ). atacultative species that is equally likely to occur in wetlands as in non-wetlands (Arcadis, a)- Segment 23N, has a wetland indicator status of facultative (FAC), a facultative species that is
equally likely to occur in wetlands as in non-wetlands (Arcadis, 2019a).
3.54 3.5-83 | BIO-1f Minimize traffic impacts. SCE will specify and enforce a maximum 20 mile per hour vehicle speed limit on Recommended language: BIO-1f Minimize traffic impacts. SCE will specify and enforce a
access roads within the ROW and project vicinity maximum 20 15 mile per hour vehicle speed limit on access roads within the ROW and project
vicinity.
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3.6 3.6-54 | Mitigation Measures CUL-1a through CUL-1l, which are summarized as follows (the full text is presented below). . o e
Comment: DEIR Summary section is missing one of the mitigation measures, Develop Data
Recovery Plans which is listed as MM CUL-1b in full test of MM. This throws off the numbering
and reference to all the MM CUL throughout document.
Mitigation Measures CUL-1a through CUL-1l, which are summarized as follows (the full text is
presented belew on page 3.6-59 to 3.6-65).
3.6 3.6-55 | While tdfatla? re;:fovctag, as ?eflncatdclirml M|t|g?:|:n I\:I]ea'surlej (t:UL.-sC’ car; T't'?a;e fOL.the Iosz of :tnforlmatlon-p?tenn;:, 'tt Comment: Mitigation Measure CUL-1c full language is not until page 3.6-60 and is not the data
cannot 1ully ofiset the anticipated loss ol tne pnysical integrily, spatial relationships, and cuflural associations tha recovery measure. MM CUL-1b is Develop Data Recovery Plans for Known Historical
contribute to the significance of these resources. Archaeological Resources. MM CUL-1c is Implement Cultural Resources Environmental
Awareness Training.
Recommended language: While data recovery, as defined in Mitigation Measure CUL-4¢, 1b can
mitigate for the loss of information potential, it cannot fully offset the anticipated loss of the physical
integrity, spatial relationships, and cultural associations that contribute to the significance of these
resources.
3.9.3.3 3.9-36 | The Proposed Project structures would be designed in accordance with SCE’s geotechnical standards, which rely on Recommended language: The Proposed Project structures would be designed in accordance
standard engineering practices and guidelines (SDG&E, 2009; ASCE, 2025). with SCE’s geotechnical standards, which rely on standard engineering practices and guidelines
(SBG&E;2009; ASCE, 2025).
3.9.3.3 3.9-37 | Itis estimated that the ground disturbance required for construction of the Proposed Project would be nearly 2,300 Recommended language: It is estimated that the ground disturbance required for construction of
acres (see Table 2-5, Section 2). the Proposed Project would be nearly 3,000 2,300 acres (see Table 2-45, Section 2).
3.9.3.3 3.9-37 | Itis estimated that the grognd disturbance required for construction of the Proposed Project would be nearly 2,300 Comment: Corrected value to match Table 2-4
acres (see Table 2-5, Section 2).
Recommended language: It is estimated that the ground disturbance required for construction of
the Proposed Project would be nearly 3,000 2,300 acres (see Table 2-45, Section 2).
3.9.5 3.9.44 | SDG&E (San Diego Gas & Electric Company). 2009. Seismic Structure Loading. Available: Comment: SCE suggests to either remove the reference to SDG&E or change to just reference
https://scedc.caltech.edu/earthquake/chronological.html. Accessed October 25, 2019. the Caltech earthquake line.
3.10.3.1 3.10-4 | All construction- and operation-related emissions are quantified based on the best available forecast of activities. For Recommended language: All construction- and operation-related emissions are quantified
each of the activities of the Project Description, the Applicant (SCE, PEA Appendix F, 2020) developed emissions based on the best available forecast of activities. For each of the activities of the Project
estimates within a database that draws emissions factors from the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod; | Description, the Applicant (SCE, PEA Appendix F, 2020) developed emissions estimates within a
version 2022.1) software developed by the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA).1 The database that draws emissions factors from the California Emissions Estimator Model
emission factors embedded in this version of the CalEEMod software draw upon mobile source emission factors from | (CalEEMed;—version2046-3-2 2022.1.122) software developed by the California Air Pollution
the California Air Resources Board (CARB) OFFROAD inventory and EMFAC2014 models. The activity assumptions, | Control Officers Association (CAPCOA).1 The emission factors embedded in this version of the
emission factors, and resulting quantities of emissions appear in PEA Appendix F: Air Quality Calculations. This EIR CalEEMod software draw upon mobile source emission factors from the California Air Resources
includes Appendix 3, Air Quality, to summarize the results of the emissions estimates. Board (CARB) OFFROAD inventory and EMFAC20442021 models. The activity assumptions,
emission factors, and resulting quantities of emissions appear in PEA Appendix F: Air Quality
Calculations. This EIR includes Appendix 3, Air Quality, to summarize the results of the emissions
estimates.
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3.10.3.1 3.10-4 | 1 Use of the prior desktop version (2016.3.2) of CalEEMod is acceptable in this case based on the project application | Comment: SCE suggests removing this footnote because evaluation used in the EIR uses
filing date in April 2020; an initial online version of the CalEEMod software was launched in December 2022 Version 2022, not 2016.
(2022.1.1.3).
3.10.3.3 3.10-5 | LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT. The Proposed Project would rebuild components of SCE’s existing 115 kV subtrans- Recommended language: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT. The Proposed Project would rebuild
mission system that extends over 262 miles between 12 existing SCE substations across portions of three counties. components of SCE’s existing 115 kV subtrans-mission system that extends over 262 miles
between 9 42 existing SCE substations across portions of three counties.
3.10.5 3.10-8 | MDQAMD (Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District). 2016. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Recommended language: MBQAMB MDAQMD (Mojave Desert Air Quality Management
Federal Conformity Guidelines. https://www.dtsc-ssfl.com/files/lib_ceqa/ref draft_ peir/Chap4_2- District). 2016. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Federal Conformity Guidelines.
AirQuality/67999 _MDAQMD_2016_-_Guidelines_and_Conformity _Analysis.pdf. https://www.dtsc-ssfl.com/files/lib_ceqga/ref draft peir/Chap4 2-
AirQuality/67999 MDAQMD 2016 - Guidelines_and_Conformity Analysis.pdf.
3.11.3.1 3.11-16 | The Applicant proposed to implement two Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs) pertaining to hazards and hazardous | Recommended language: The Applicant proposed to implement twe three Applicant Proposed
materials to ensure the Proposed Project would be constructed and operated with minimal environmental impacts in a | Measures (APMs) pertaining to hazards and hazardous materials to ensure the Proposed Project
manner consistent with applicable rules and regulations. would be constructed and operated with minimal environmental impacts in a manner consistent
with applicable rules and regulations.
3.12.1.1 3.12-1 | The Mojave Desert is characterized by low rainfall, hot summers, cool to cold winters, and sparse vegetation adapted | Recommended language: The Mojave Desert is characterized by low rainfall, hot summers, cool
to arid conditions. Average annual rainfall along the project route ranges from a little over four to five inches to cold winters, and sparse vegetation adapted to arid conditions. Average annual rainfall along
throughout most of the route (five inches per year in the northern end of the Owens Valley of Inyo County to slightly the project route ranges from a little over four to five inches throughout most of the route (five
over four inches at Barstow and Baker in San Bernardino County), rising to a little over eight inches per year in the inches per year in the northern end of the Owens Valley of Inyo County to slightly over four inches
Mountain Pass area at the eastern end of the route. at Barstow a er-in-San-Bernardino-County)rising-to-alittle-over-eightinches-peryearinthe
MountainPassarea-atthe-eastern-end-of theroute:
3.12.3.3 3.12-13 | HDD operations could result in frac-out that would have the potential for contamination of surface waters with drilling Recommended language: i
mud. forcontamination-of surface waters-with-drilling-mud
3.12.3.3 3.12-13 | Because the Proposed Project would disturb more than 1 acre, SCE is required to apply for coverage under a General | Recommended language: Because the Proposed Project would disturb more than 1 acre, SCE
Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities, Order 2009-0009- is required to apply for coverage under a General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated
DWQ as amended by Order 2010-0014-DWQ. with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities, Order 2022-057-DWQ. Order2009-0009-DWQ
as-amended-by Order 2010-0014-DWQ-
3.13.1.1 3.13-1 | The Project is located near land managed by the United States Forest Service (USFS) (e.g., Inyo National Forest) and | Recommended language: The Project is located near land managed by the United States Forest
the National Park Service (NPS) (e.g., Manzanar National Historic Site and Mojave National Preserve); however, Service (USFS) (e.g., Inyo National Forest) and the National Park Service (NPS) (e.g., Manzanar
there are no USFS or NPS managed lands within the study area. National Historic Site and-Mojave-National-Preserve); however, there are no USFS or NPS
managed lands within the study area.
3.13.1.1 3.13-2 | Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs). ACEC designations highlight areas where special management Recommended language: Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs). ACEC
attention in needed to protect important historical, cultural, and scenic values, or fish and wildlife or other natural designations highlight areas where special management attention in needed to protect important
resources. ACECs can only be designated during the land-use planning process. There are 20 ACECs within the historical, cultural, and scenic values, or fish and wildlife or other natural resources. ACECs can
Project study area. only be designated during the land-use planning process. There are 10 20 ACECs within the
Project study area.
3.13.11 3.13-2 | Extensive Recreation Management Areas (ERMAs). ERMAs recognize existing recreation use, demand, or recreation | Comment: References to ERMAs are from Segment 4, which has been removed from this
and visitor services program investments and are managed to sustain principal recreation activities and associated project, therefore no ERMAs remain.
qualities and conditions of the ERMA, commensurate management with other resources and resource use. ERMAs
are designated in the geographic area managed by the BLM Needles Field Office in the CDCA and include Recommended language: Extensive Recreation Management Areas (ERMAs). ERMAs
approximately 903,000 acres. There are two ERMAs within the Project study area. recognize existing recreation use, demand, or recreation and visitor services program investments
and are managed to sustain principal recreation activities and associated qualities and conditions
of the ERMA, commensurate management with other resources and resource use. ERMAs are
designated in the geographic area managed by the BLM Needles Field Office in the CDCA and
include approximately 903,000 acres. There are twe no ERMAs within the Project study area.
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Proposed Editorial Changes

Section Page DEIR Original Language SCE Recommended Language and/or Comment
3.13.1.1 3.13-2 | Special Recreation Management Areas (SRMAs). SRMAs are public lands units identified in land use plans to direct Recommended language: Special Recreation Management Areas (SRMAs). SRMAs are public
recreation funding and personnel to fulfill commitments made to provide specific structured recreation opportunities. lands units identified in land use plans to direct recreation funding and personnel to fulfill
There are seven SRMAs within the Proposed Project study area. commitments made to provide specific structured recreation opportunities. There are seven six
SRMAs within the Proposed Project study area.
3.13.1.2 3.13-8 | As shown in Table 3.13-2 and Figure 3.13-2a through Figure 3.13-2c (BLM Land Designations Segment 1), the Recommended language: As shown in Table 3.13-2 and Figure 3.13-2a through Figure 3.13-2¢c
Segment 1 study area includes BLM-administered land within the Bishop RMP and the CDCA planning areas. (BLM Land Designations Segment 1), the Segment 1 study area includes BLM-administered land
Segment 1 crosses seven ACECs (Crater Mountain, Fossil Falls, Mohave Ground Squirrel, Olancha Greasewood, within the Bishop RMP and the CDCA planning areas. Segment 1 crosses six seven ACECs
Owens Lake, Rose Spring, and Sierra Canyons ACECs), and three SRMAs (Alabama Hills, East Sierra, and Olancha | (Crater Mountain, Fossil Falls, Mohave Ground Squirrel, Olancha Greasewood, Owens Lake, and
SRMAs). As identified in Table 3.13-3, ACECs are areas designated to protect important natural resources and Rose Spring-and-Sierra-Canyons-ACECs), and three SRMAs (Alabama Hills, East Sierra, and
SRMAs are defined to recognize areas with high priority for outdoor recreation. Olancha SRMAs). As identified in Table 3.13-3, ACECs are areas designated to protect important
natural resources and SRMAs are defined to recognize areas with high priority for outdoor
recreation.
3.15.2.2 3-15-7 | Source for Table 3.15-4: Caltrans, 2004 Recommended language: Source for Table 3.15-4: Calirans 2004 Caltrans, 2020
3.15.3.1 3-15-11 | Individual equipment and combined construction phase noise levels are predicted using a national model and Recommended language: Individual equipment and combined construction phase noise levels
construction equipment database in Version 2.0 the Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM) from the Federal are predicted using a national model and construction equipment database in Mersion-2:0 Version
Highway Administration (FHWA). 1.0 the Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM) from the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA).
3.18.1.1 3.18-1 | The Proposed Project would cross two types of federal lands: BLM land, and NPS land. Recommended language: The Proposed Project would cross two-types-of federalHlands: BLM
land, and-NPSHtand-
3.18.1.1 3.18-1 | Additionally, BLM manages the Mojave Trails National Monument. The monument was designated in 2016 through Recommended language: A B a a a a
Presidential Proclamation, to conserve, protect, and restore nationally significant cultural resources in the area (BLM, he-monument-was-desigha h e oclam o-con
2023b). and-restore-nationally-significant-cultural resources-in-the-area{BLM;-2023b).
3.18.1.1 3.18-1 | The National Park Service also manages federal public lands, and was established to protect natural and cultural Recommended language: The-National-Park-Service-also-manages-federal-publiclandsand
resources, while providing for public use and enjoyment of these resources. Figure 3.18-1 (Overview of Recreation was-establi o-protectn d oy —while providing-for-public-use-and
Areas) shows where BLM and NPS lands occur along the ROW. enjoymentofthese resources- Figure 3.18-1 (Overview of Recreation Areas) shows where BLM
and-NPS lands occur along the ROW.
3.19.1 3.19-7 | Railroad Railroad
There are no active rail lines in the vicinity of Segment 3S. There are ne active rail lines in the vicinity of Segment 3S.
3.19.3.3 3.19-19 | Based on the estimated workforce and daily truck trips to support construction, the Proposed Project is estimated to Recommended language: Based on the estimated workforce and daily truck trips to support
generate a total of approximately 300 daily roundtrips per day across the full I-C Project route (500 daily one-way construction, the Proposed Project is estimated to generate a total of approximately 250 309 daily
trips) temporarily during construction. roundtrips per day across the full I-C Project route (500 daily one-way trips) temporarily during
construction.
3.19.3.3 3.19-24 | As discussed above, based on the estimated workforce and daily truck trips to support construction, the Proposed Recommended language: As discussed above, based on the estimated workforce and daily
Project is estimated to generate a total of approximately 300 daily roundtrips per day across the full I-C Project route truck trips to support construction, the Proposed Project is estimated to generate a total of
(600 daily one-way trips) temporarily during construction. approximately 250 308 daily roundtrips per day across the full I-C Project route (500 600 daily
one-way trips) temporarily during construction.
7.7 7-15 Table 7-1 APM BIO-RES-1 references “PG&E.” Recommended language: Change “PG&E” to “SCFE”
7.7 7-16 Table 7-1 APM BIO-RES-2 references “PG&E” Recommended language: Change “PG&E” to “SCE”
Appendix | PDF 39 | Segment 3N Strip Map Sheet 1 of 8: Kramer Sub is mislabeled as Inyokern Sub Recommended language: Change substation label to “Kramer Sub”
1
Appendix | PDF 47 | Segment 3S Strip Map Sheet 1 of 8: Kramer Sub is mislabeled as Inyokern Sub Recommended language: Change substation label to “Kramer Sub”
1
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