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Responses to Comment Set A 
Padre Dam Municipal Water District 

A-1 The Mission Gorge Alternative is not an alternative evaluated in the Draft EIR for the 
Miguel-Mission 230 kV #2 Project and thus Mission Gorge Road would not be affected.  
However, several of the alternatives have proposed underground route segments, such as in 
Princess Joann Road, and thus the potential for collocation of the transmission line with 
steel pipelines exists.  Therefore, text has been added to the Impact U-1 (Utility System 
Disruption) discussion in Section D.10.3.3 that addresses the potential for the underground 
transmission line to increase corrosion on existing steel pipelines, which could lead to long 
term accidental system disruption of such pipelines.  In addition, Mitigation Measure U-1a 
(Utilities Protection Against Corrosion) has been incorporated into this Final EIR that 
requires SDG&E to evaluate the potential for any underground transmission lines to 
increase corrosion on existing pipelines and if potential is determined to exist, the measure 
would require SDG&E to install the required cathodic protection systems that would 
eliminate the risk of corrosion.  This measure would apply to the Jamacha Valley 138 kV/69 
kV Underground Alternative and the City of Santee 138 kV/69 kV Underground Alternative. 

Because underground line construction involves more construction in close proximity to 
existing utilities on a mile-per-mile basis than overhead construction, the chances of 
underground line construction activities causing an accidental utility service interruption 
are greater than for overhead construction.  In addition, there is potential for the pro-
posed underground transmission line to increase corrosion on existing steel pipelines 
which could lead to long term accidental system disruption of such pipelines.  Acci-
dental service disruptions would be considered potentially significant impacts, but miti-
gable to less than significant levels (Class II) with implementation of Mitigation Measure 
U-1a below. 

Mitigation Measure for Impact U-1   Utility System Disruption  :

U-1a Protect Utilities Against Corrosion.  SDG&E shall evaluate the potential for 
the underground transmission line to increase corrosion on existing pipelines.  If 
this potential is determined to exist, SDG&E shall be responsible for installation 
of the required cathodic protection systems that would eliminate this risk.  A 
letter documenting these consultations and their results, including concurrence 
by the affected jurisdiction(s) and other companies, shall be provided to the 
CPUC prior to the start of construction. 
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Responses to Comment Set B 
Instituto de Informatica 

B-1 The concern raised by the comment is whether the Proposed Project would cause increased 
power exports from the SDG&E area to Mexicali or Tijuana.  Under existing conditions, there 
are transmission facilities that allow power export and import across the border (also known 
as Path 45) from SDG&E to the Mexican Comisión Federal de Electricidad (CFE).  The 
purpose of the Proposed Project is to facilitate delivery of power from Miguel Substation (near 
Chula Vista) to SDG&E customers generally north of the Miguel Substation (the Project 
Purpose and Need are described in Section A.2 of the DEIR).  The Proposed Project would 
not include any improvements to the transmission lines that cross the U.S.-Mexico border.  
Because the existing international transmission lines would not be modified by the Proposed 
Project, the CPUC does not anticipate any environmental impacts from power transfers 
between CFE and SDG&E. 
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Responses to Comment Set C 
San Diego County Water Authority 

C-1 Section D.10.3.3 in the Public Services and Utilities section of the Draft EIR acknowledges 
impacts (Impact U-1: Utility Service Disruptions) to underground utilities with the exca-
vation and drilling of new foundations and for the underground alternatives.  As described 
in PP-66, the Applicant is required by State law to contact Underground Service Alert and 
manually probe for existing buried utilities in the Proposed Project corridor prior to any 
powered-equipment drilling or excavation.  After probing within the corridor for existing 
utilities, exact placement of the tower and pole foundations would be determined so that 
they would not conflict with other co-located utilities.  In addition, Mitigation Measure 
U-1a (Protect Utilities Against Corrosion) requires SDG&E to obtain concurrence from the 
affected jurisdiction(s) and other utility companies if an underground option is implemented 
for the proposed project.  Therefore, if the project is approved and a specific route is 
selected, SDG&E would be required to coordinate with the affected jurisdictions, including 
the San Diego County Water Authority, as appropriate.   
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Responses to Comment Set D 
Helix Water District 

D-1 If the project is approved and a specific route is selected, SDG&E would be required to 
coordinate with the affected jurisdictions, including Helix Water District, as appropriate.  If 
access across the R.M. Levy Treatment Plant is required than SDG&E would contact the 
Treatment staff. 
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Comment Set E, cont. 
City of Santee 
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Comment Set E, cont. 
City of Santee 
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Comment Set E, cont. 
City of Santee 
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Comment Set E, cont. 
City of Santee 
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Responses to Comment Set E 
City of Santee 

E-1 The commenter’s description of the Proposed Project is accurate.  Section F (Other CEQA 
Considerations) analyzes the cumulative scenario based upon a compilation of projects that 
are reasonably foreseeable and that would be constructed or operated during the life of the 
project.  The Sycamore Landfill Master Plan Expansion is included in this analysis and is 
listed in Table F-1 on page F-8 of the Draft EIR.   

In addition, the portion of the Otay Mesa Power Purchase Agreement transmission line that 
would be in the Miguel-Mission 230 kV #2 Project ROW has been analyzed under each 
issue area in Section D of the Draft EIR as the Proposed Project with future circuit.  A 
general discussion of the future circuit is included in Section B.1.2.  Please refer to General 
Response GR-1 for a discussion of how the Proposed Project is related to other transmis-
sion improvements. 

E-2 The description of the Draft EIR analysis and the alternative evaluated in the City of Santee 
are accurate. 

E-3 As discussed in Response to Comment E-1, Section F (Other CEQA Considerations) ana-
lyzes the cumulative impacts of the Proposed Project.  Based on information provided by 
the City of Santee, the future development of 20 residential single-family homes at Dakota 
Ranch (intersection of Princess Joann and Cuyamaca Roads) is listed in Table F-1 and is 
analyzed under the cumulative impacts of the Proposed Project and alternatives.  The Cumu-
lative Project Table (Table F-1) has also been modified as follows to include the Fanita 
Ranch development.   

 

22a Fanita 
Ranch 

Residential 3,000 units on 2,589 
acres, northern 
portion of the City of 
Santee 

North of Mast Boulevard, and 
east of Fanita Parkway and the 
Sycamore Creek drainage 

Planned 
Estimated date of 
construction – 
unknown 

In addition, as discussed in detail in Section D.7.3.3 under Impact L-1 (Conflict with an Applic-
able Land Use Plan, Policy, or Regulation), the Proposed Project would be consistent (with 
mitigation) with affected jurisdictions’ plans for development.  Given that the Proposed Proj-
ect would occur within an existing transmission line corridor, and that all Proposed Project 
land use impacts would be less than significant with mitigation, it is likely that the project’s 
incremental contribution to the area’s development impacts would not be cumulatively 
considerable. 

E-4 Information on electric and magnetic fields and previous research from the International 
Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) is provided for informational purposes only (see 
DEIR Executive Summary Section 3.8.3, page ES-44, and the first paragraph under Section 
D.9.6, page D.9-13).  The CPUC decisionmakers may consider EMF and the City’s 
recommendations regarding undergrounding during the proceeding; however, EMF is not 
an issue considered in the CEQA process.  While IARC has classified EMF as a possible 
carcinogen, as a comparison IARC uses the same classification for coffee.  IARC has not 
established a link between EMF exposure and increased risk of cancer.  For further infor-
mation on drawing conclusions about the EMF data, please see General Response GR-2. 
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E-5 The section of the existing ROW that is within the City of Santee is shown in Table B-2 as 

150 feet wide (DEIR, page B-10).  It should be noted that elsewhere in the DEIR, this 
particular section of the ROW within the City of Santee is called Subsection E of the overall 
alignment between the Miguel and Mission Substations (see DEIR, pages B-29 to B-31), 
and Segments E2 and E3 are the portions of Subsection E that are within the limits of the 
City of Santee.  The EMF changes that would occur with the addition of the future circuit 
are shown in DEIR Tables D.9-8 and D.9-9 and Figure D.9-3 (pages D.9-25 to 30).  In 
addition, detailed EMF data for Subsection E are provided in Table Ap.5-2.  Therefore, 
there is a correlation in the data provided for the City of Santee segments of the ROW 
throughout the DEIR.  Given the detailed information provided, no map is necessary.  In 
addition, no changes are necessary to the information in the appendix because the future 
circuit is currently shown in DEIR Appendix Table Ap.5-2 as “Miguel-Sycamore Canyon 
#2.”  As described in General Response GR-2, identifying superior alternatives in the 
DEIR does not depend on EMF information. 

E-6 The comment indicates that the City of Santee would like to revisit the 1993 CPUC decision 
related to no-cost/low-cost EMF mitigation requirements (D.93-11-013, described on DEIR 
pages D.9-25 and D.9-30).  Although the City of Santee is free to file an independent 
request with the Commission for revisiting Decision 93-11-013, such a request is beyond 
the scope of environmental review for the CEQA document.   

The comment also points out that undergrounding is a component of SDG&E’s recently 
proposed Otay Mesa Power Purchase Agreement Transmission Project for segments within 
the City of San Diego.  The DEIR shows that the City of Santee 138 kV/69 kV Underground 
Alternative is technologically and physically feasible, and is the environmentally superior 
alternative within the City of Santee (DEIR Table ES-4, page ES-60). 

E-7 As stated in DEIR Appendix 2, Sections 4.2.2.2 and 4.2.2.3 (DEIR pages Ap.2-48 to -57), 
under “Potential New Impacts Created,” an underground transmission line within the 
existing corridor in the City of Santee would create greater than the Proposed Project 
impacts in several environmental disciplines, not only for cultural resources.  Additional 
biological resources within the ROW would be affected, soil erosion would be increased, 
air emissions and dust would be greater, and construction noise levels would be greater and 
would occur for a longer period of time.  Therefore, it is incorrect to state that 
undergrounding through Santee was dismissed based on significant impacts to cultural 
resources.  Please also see Response to Comments E-8 and 8-3 for additional information 
on the feasibility of undergrounding the total transmission facility in the existing corridor.  
The following paragraphs present additional information to clarify impacts to cultural 
resources.  

Table D.4-1 on page D.4-6 of the DEIR lists all of the previously recorded cultural resources 
in the Miguel-Mission Project ROW and the segments in which they are located.  Rather 
than reorganizing Table D.4-1 by jurisdiction, new Tables D.4-6 through D.4-9 (in Section 
D.4.4, Project Alternatives) have been created (below) to provide information on sites that 
would be affected along alternative route alignments.  These added tables list the previously 
recorded cultural resources involved in areas traversed by the various route alignments.   

As noted in Section D.4.4.4 (City of Santee 138 kV/69 kV Underground Alternative), and 
the information provided below in Table D.4-9. (Cultural Resources Identified in the 
Miguel-Mission Project ROW involving the City of Santee 138 kV/69 kV Underground 
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Alternative), four archaeological sites are located in the 1.5-mile-long stretch of Proposed 
Project ROW that the existing 138 kV/69 kV circuits traverse.  Of these four sites, only SDI-4885 
is potentially eligible for listing in the California Register of Historic Resources (CRHR).   

 

Table D.4-6.  Cultural Resources Identified in the Miguel-Mission Project ROW Involving the 
Jamacha Valley 138 kV/69 kV Underground Alternative 

Resource Description CRHR Eligibility Status Segment 
CA-SDI-4515 Habitation site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-4650 Milling site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-4652 Artifact scatter Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-4881 Habitation site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-10648 Milling site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-16401 Milling site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
SDM-W- 0924 Habitation site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
SDM-W-1095 Habitation site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
Source: Collett and Cheever, 2002; SDG&E, 2003c. 

 
Table D.4-7.  Cultural Resources Identified in the Miguel-Mission Project ROW Involving the 

Jamacha Valley Overhead A Alternative 
Resource Description CRHR Eligibility Status Segment 
CA-SDI-4650 Milling site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-4883 Artifact scatter Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-16401 Milling site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
Source: Collett and Cheever, 2002; SDG&E, 2003c. 

 
Table D.4-8.  Cultural Resources Identified in the Miguel-Mission Project ROW Involving the 

Jamacha Valley Overhead B Alternative 
Resource Description CRHR Eligibility Status Segment 
CA-SDI-4515 Habitation site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-4650 Milling site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-4652 Artifact scatter Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-4881 Habitation site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-4883 Artifact scatter Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-10648 Milling site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-16401 Milling site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
SDM-W- 0924 Habitation site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
SDM-W-1095 Habitation site Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
Source: Collett and Cheever, 2002; SDG&E, 2003c. 

 
Table D.4-9.  Cultural Resources Identified in the Miguel-Mission Project ROW involving the City 

of Santee 138 kV/69 kV Underground Alternative 
Resource Description CRHR Eligibility Status Segment 
CA-SDI-4885 Artifact scatter Potentially eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-12099 Artifact scatter Not eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-12244 Milling site Not eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
CA-SDI-12246 Milling site Not eligible Miguel Substation to Fanita Junction 
Source: Collett and Cheever, 2002; SDG&E, 2003c. 
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Implementation of the Project Protocols and mitigation measures [i.e., C-1a (Avoid all 
known cultural resources), C-1b (Conduct construction monitoring within 150 feet of 
known cultural resources), C-1c (Mark cultural resource boundaries), C-1d (Evaluate 
cultural resources that cannot be avoided), C-2a (Conduct archaeological survey), and C-2b 
(Conduct construction monitoring in the project area)] developed for the Proposed Project 
would reduce the potential impacts to cultural resources from this alternative to less than 
significant levels.  Therefore, although information on cultural resources sites is not 
presented by jurisdiction, all necessary information and analysis is within Section D.4 and 
in the added tables, and no further additions are necessary. 

E-8 The commenter’s support for undergrounding the total transmission facility (all pre-existing 
and new circuits/lines) within City limits is noted.  The City of Santee 138 kV/69 kV 
Underground Alternative would relocate the 69 kV and 138 kV circuits underground within 
the City of Santee.  Please see General Response GR-3 and Response to Comment 8-3 
regarding undergrounding of transmission lines.   

E-9 The construction schedule noted in the comment (shown in DEIR, Table B-4) describes the 
duration of activity throughout the 35-mile ROW.  This table shows that various stages of 
the Proposed Project would require about 24 months total, or roughly 0.7 months per mile.  
The actual duration of work that would occur within the City of Santee, where only about 
2.5 miles of ROW occur, would therefore be about two months.  The roughly 60 days of 
construction that would occur within the City would be spread out over the two-year total 
construction duration.  This duration would be extended somewhat if the undergrounding 
alternative is selected by the decisionmakers.  

The City requests copies of all notifications.  SDG&E would need to coordinate construc-
tion noise and traffic impacts with the City through various notifications, such as those under 
Mitigation Measure N-1a, which would involve notification of surrounding residences.  

E-10 SDG&E has not provided detailed information on which activities and locations would 
require use of helicopters.  Normally, helicopters would only be used when traveling over 
steep terrain (DEIR, page B-38) or when crossing over major highways (to be determined 
while implementing Mitigation Measures T-1a and T-1b, related to traffic control plans and 
lane closures).  Much of the ROW terrain within the City of Santee is accessible from the 
ground, and there are no major highways near the Proposed Project in Santee.  As such, 
helicopter use in Santee would likely be minimal.  It is not necessary to prepare noise 
contour maps for short-term transient activities, such as construction, because the locations 
of activity, and thus the noise impacts, change frequently. 

E-11 The DEIR describes that SDG&E would need to comply with the noise control regulations 
of the City of Santee Municipal Code (DEIR, page D.8-5). 

E-12 According to modeling information provided by SDG&E (Table 6-12 of the SDG&E PEA, 
2002), the area of loudest corona noise (a level of 40.7 dBA) would occur near the Mission 
Substation in Segment F6 of the ROW.  The corona noise levels expected to occur at the 
edge of the ROW in the City of Santee would be somewhat lower, a maximum of 35.8 dBA 
(Table 6-12 of the PEA).  It is not necessary to add the City of Santee to Mitigation 
Measure N-3a, which deals with compliance of corona noise with local noise ordinances, 
because corona noise levels in the City of Santee would not exceed any limitations in the 
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Santee Municipal Code.  Excessive corona noise problems, should they occur within Santee, 
would be addressed by the recommended Mitigation Measure N-3b, which would require 
SDG&E to work with the CPUC to properly maintain the line to avoid corona noise. The 
Final EIR includes revised text to clarify the scope of the impact (Impact N-2, DEIR, 
page D.8-9).   

E-13 The commenter’s support for undergrounding the total transmission facility (all pre-existing 
and new circuits/lines) within City limits and the SDG&E ROW is noted.  Please refer to 
General Response GR-3 regarding undergrounding of transmission lines for a discussion of 
its legal feasibility issues.   

E-14 The adoption of the City of Santee General Plan in August 2003 is noted and the text in 
Section D.7 has been corrected to read:  

• City of Santee 2020 General Plan (proposed in 2003) 

E-15 Section B.4.1 on page B-33 in the Draft EIR presents a discussion of the construction 
schedule.  Table B-4 breaks down the construction schedule proposed by SDG&E and 
presents the time period for each construction phase.  Construction within individual juris-
dictions would not be continuous, but it would likely include some activity during most of 
the phases and would potentially extend throughout the schedule.  Please refer to Response 
to Comment E-9.  In addition, the City of Santee Municipal Code limits construction noise 
to daytime hours between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., Monday through Saturday (see page 
D.8-5 of the Draft EIR) and would be applicable to the Proposed Project.  
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