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Re: In support of Undergroundlng Alternatlve 1B for PG&E Jefferson-
'Martln 230 kv Tran3m1551on Llne Project. o

Dear - Slr/Madam

_-On behalf of myself and the -4000 members of the Santa Clara Valley

.. Audubon Soclety, I write thlS with. réeference to the proposed PG&E
transmission line from the Jefferson Substation . (at the southern edge

. of .Edgewood- County Park.and Natural Preserve) to the Martin .

B Substatlon PG&E proposes to underground the northern 12-mile part of
this llne,'ellmlnating ‘the need for. bulldlng towers. We think this is’
an ecologlcally sound and commendable idea. But the company ‘proposes
to build the 14, 7-mile southern ‘part of the dine from Jefferson

'v'_“Substatlon to-San Bruno above ‘ground,. pulling down a hundred eXlStlng’;:-

towers (80 to 100.ft. high) and bulldlng new ones {95- -150" ft.) "in
their place. This is a deplorable idea, since these new towers will
. -destroy ‘the visual. beauty of the watershed and damage the habitat- of
..the wildlife situated near- ‘them, including the threatened Bay
checkerspot butterfly The -construction of these higher towers would
riecessarily require wider foundations, more land-for access for
construction equlpment, for the excavated material, and so forth CAll

“"this act1v1ty is sure to. damage the habitat: of the specwes mentioned
'labove. ¢

', Installlng some of these towers by hellcopter to reduce the 1mpact of'
e construction: activ1ty and: machlnery on the wildlife in the area _
..eliminates only some of the harmful 1mpact The land requlrement is

- the. sane, - the problem of dlSpOSlng the excavated materlal remalns the ™

. same,
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fThe only sound alternatlve to’ this 13 Alernatlve 1B~- to make the

'_;iiﬂsouthern portion of: the propoeed‘Z?—mlle tran3m1331on 1line also
. ~5-underground If ;t 15 feasible for the PG&E to underground the

f'hnorthern portlon OE! the prOJect from san Bruno to- Brisbane beneath

“=.:c1ty streets, it’ ehould ‘be- equally fea31b1e to. conetrudt the southern f_"

- segment. that runs through the watershed also nnderground This makes
excellent ecological sense, and is much preferable to. bUlldlng the .
_ﬁéllnes above ground We are not:’ agalnst the progect ‘as. such, but we
~.would “like "it to be executed w1th the leaet adveree impact on the
'“env1ronment = i _ ; a6
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' iiEWe requeet you to con31der the facts and Suggestlons detailed above,_:*ﬂl

.+ and ensure- that the PG&E, while constructzng the new transmission

~ ‘line, undargrounds all of it~ tha northern as. Hall as tha goutharn

S f:aegmnntsa"j:*

l‘We do hope thls wonderful opportunlty to protect sen31t1ve habltat

; - and - restore the visual beauty’ of - the- -watershed by removing the:

._h_towers altogether wrll not _be- lost. Thank you fer consrderlng our'f
- iews on thlS Vlt&l metterﬁ-- e ; : :

iy "‘"_-Smcerely yours,

“f‘Craig Kz Breon

ﬂ;Executlve Dlrector ¢, T
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