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Responses to Comment Set A0016 
California Department of Transportation, District 11 
A0016-1 The commenter notes that crossings over I-8, SR-67, and SR-78 should take into con-

sideration the potential for future widening of these routes. 

Where a transmission line would cross a state highway an encroachment permit is required to 
do so. During acquisition of this permit, it is assumed that Caltrans would identify its 
future needs and work with SDG&E to identify suitable tower locations. 

A0016-2 Caltrans notes that damage to state highways due to construction must be repaired and 
paid for by SDG&E. It is assumed that this would be a condition of any encroachment 
permit. Additionally, Mitigation Measure T-5a (Repair damaged roads), “If damage to 
roads occurs as a result of project construction or construction vehicle traffic, SDG&E 
shall restore damaged roadways at its own expense under the direction of the affected 
public agencies to ensure that any impacts are adequately repaired.” See Section D.9 
regarding additional details of this mitigation measure. 

A0016-3 Caltrans requests updates to tables in Section D.9. Table D.9-1 has been corrected to 
identify Imperial County Route S80.  

The 2006 ADT data to which the commenter referred the Draft EIR/EIS preparers 
indicate a slight reduction in traffic volumes on State Highways crossed by the project; 
therefore, the EIR/EIS will use the more conservative 2005 data. When the Draft EIR/EIS 
was prepared, ADT data from last available year were used. For state highways, this was 
2005. The footnote to the tables has been changed to read: 

a. Average daily traffic – 2005 or latest available. 

A0016-4 In this comment, Caltrans identifies a number of requirements that would apply to the 
Proposed Project and alternatives, including meeting Caltrans standards for encroach-
ments, clearances, installation under roadbeds, and the use of medians. The comments are 
noted. No response is required. 

A0016-5 In this comment, Caltrans identifies additional requirements that would apply to the Pro-
posed Project and alternatives, including crossing highways at a 90-degree angle where 
practical, encasing ducts 6 inches or greater in diameter, and having installations no less 
than 42 inches below existing ground level or finished grade. The comments are noted. 
No response is required. 

A0016-6 In this comment, Caltrans states that transmission line supports shall be outside the con-
trolled access ROW, not on cut or fill slopes, and not impair sight distances, Also, 
allowance should be made for future highway widening. The comments are noted. No 
response is required. 

A0016-7 Caltrans notes that a transportation management plan is required, and provides criteria 
and requirements. The comments are noted. Preparation of a traffic management plan is a 
requirement of the project under Mitigation Measure T-9a. Mitigation Measure T-1a 
would also reduce traffic impacts associated with lane closures. Additionally, SDG&E 
has committed to implementing Applicant Proposed Measure T-APM-5a as part of the 
Proposed Project, which requires SDG&E to consult with the affected school districts and 
transit systems at least one month prior to construction to coordinate construction 
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activities adjacent to school bus stops and to reduce potential interruption of transit 
services. 

A0016-8 Impacts associated with scenic highways are addressed in the visual resource sections of 
the Draft EIR/EIS; Sections D.3, E.1.3, E.2.3, E.3.3. E.4.3, E.5.3, E.6.3, E.7.1.3, E.7.2.3, 
and E.8.3. It is understood that a post-construction review by Caltrans would be required 
to determine if the project as built had jeopardized the certification or potential 
certification of any affected Eligible and/or Officially Designated state scenic highway 
segments. 

A0016-9 It is understood that Caltrans recommends that prior to PUC approval of the project 
application, the Applicant should provide the public with a detailed feasibility analysis 
for undergrounding the proposed facilities, and that the study should discuss any 
technical limitation and quantify the economic constraints. SDG&E would perform a 
feasibility analysis on any underground segments of a approved route as a part of final 
engineering. 

A0016-10 Caltrans notes that a hazardous waste investigation may be required as part of the encroach-
ment permit process as well as biological and cultural resource studies, if not already 
completed. The comments are noted. No response is required. 

A0016-11 Preliminary engineering has identified towers that are located along the edge, yet within, 
the Caltrans ROW along the following alternatives: Pomerado Road to Miramar Area 
North Alternative; Modified Route D Alternative; Interstate 8 Alternative; Overhead 500 
kV Existing ROW Alternative; and BCD South Alternative. However, final engineering 
of whichever route is approved may include the movement of towers off of Caltrans 
ROW. In addition, final engineering of the approved route would include consultation 
with Caltrans during the encroachment permitting process. Delineation of towers on 
Caltrans ROW would occur at this stage and so it is not necessary at this time. 

A0016-12 The commenter states that impacts to critical habitat potentially affected should be men-
tioned in the Draft EIR/EIS. Critical habitat was discussed in Section D.2.1.1 (pages 
D.2-20 through D.2-23) of Volume 1 of the Draft EIR/EIS, and impacts to critical habitat 
are presented in D.2.11 Listed or Sensitive Wildlife Species for the Proposed Project (on 
a species by species basis) and in subsequent Impact B-7 sections (for the alternatives) of 
the Draft EIR/EIS where applicable. 

A0016-13 The commenter states that the methods of installation and maps of installation locations 
for underground transmission lines should be included in the Draft EIR/EIS. The com-
menter also states that trenching may result in impacts to jurisdictional waters of the U.S. 
Section B.1.4.2 (pages B-56 through B-63) of Volume 1 of the Draft EIR/EIS describes 
underground construction methods. The Biological Resources/Impacts graphics in the 
Draft EIR/EIS show where transmission lines would be overhead and where they would 
be underground. Impacts to jurisdictional waters of the U.S. would occur in accordance 
with BIO-APM-5, which limits impacts to jurisdictional areas through project design. 
Other biological resources APMs (BIO-APM-1, -2, -4, -5, -16, and -18) would also be 
implemented to avoid or minimize impacts to jurisdictional areas. See General Response 
GR-3 for a discussion of Jurisdictional Delineations. 

A0016-14 The commenter’s primary biological concerns within Caltrans’ ROW include adverse 
effects on federal and state listed species; riparian, chaparral, coastal sage scrub, desert 
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scrub, and vernal pool habitat; and federally protected wetlands. Each of these resources 
was addressed for the Proposed Project in Sections D.2.5, D.2.6, D.2.9, and D.2.11 of 
Volume 1 of the Draft EIR/EIS and in subsequent Draft EIR/EIS sections for the 
alternatives. 

A0016-15 The commenter states that any impacts to wetland or riparian habitat within Caltrans’ 
ROW will require a Section 1602 Agreement and a Section 404 Permit. Additionally, the 
commenter states that any impacts to federally listed species or critical habitat within 
Caltrans’ ROW will require coordination with the USFWS, and any impacts to state listed 
species within Caltrans’ ROW will require coordination with the CDFG. Federal and 
state laws and regulations regarding these permits and the Federal and State Endangered 
Species Acts are discussed in Sections D.2.3.1 and D.2.3.2 of Volume 1 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS. 

A0016-16 Table A-1 (Permits or Other Actions Required Prior to Construction of the SRPL) in 
Section A.6.5 of the Draft EIR/EIS notes that the Caltrans will have permitting authority 
for streets and highways (Code 660-711.21 Cal. Code of Regs. 1411.1-1411.6), which 
would require an encroachment/crossing permit. A Permit Engineering Evaluation Report 
and other necessary plans would be completed as a part of this permitting process. 

A0016-17 The requirement under Pub. Res. Code Section 21081.6 to submit the Mitigation Moni-
toring Compliance and Reporting Program to Caltrans upon project approval has been 
noted and is referred to SDG&E for compliance prior to construction. 

A0016-18 The impacts to local and regional economic activities, including tourism, are addressed 
under the Socioeconomics sections in the Draft EIR/EIS. Specifically Impact S-1 (Project 
construction and/or transmission line presence would cause a change in revenue for 
businesses, tribes, or governments) addresses the impact on business revenues during 
both construction and operation of the project. 
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Responses to Comment Set A0017 
U.S. Department of the Navy 
0017-1 Note that this comment letter (dated April 9, 2008) has been supplemented by a letter 

(dated July 14, 2008) from the Department of the Navy in response to a CPUC/BLM 
Data Response. The July supplemental letter provides additional information on the items 
addressed in the original April 9, 2008 letter and it is addressed in Responses to 
Comments A0017-3 to A0017-5. In the July letter, the Navy clarified that the Chocolate 
Canyon Option (a variation of the Interstate 8 Alternative) would be acceptable as long as 
the route remains on the west side of the canyon. This is the current location of the 
Chocolate Canyon Option, and there is no proposal to modify it. 

A0017-2 The Navy comments that the Modified Route D Alternative will be located northwest of 
the La Posta Mountain Warfare Training Facility (MWTF). In the Navy’s July letter, it 
clarified that the location of the Modified Route D Alternative as defined in the Draft 
EIR/EIS would not affect operations at La Posta MWTF. 

A0017-3 Please see Response to Comment A0017-1 regarding the Chocolate Canyon Option. 

A0017-4 The commenter states the wires must be adequately marked with safety devices in com-
pliance with 14 CFR Part 77. Federal Regulation Title 14 Part 77 establishes standards 
and notification requirements for objects affecting navigable airspace. Section § 77.13 
states that any person/organization who intends to sponsor construction or alterations 
must notify the Administrator of the FAA if the construction or alteration would exceed 
200 feet above ground level.1 The towers that would be constructed in along Chocolate 
Canyon would not exceed 200 feet. No changes to the Draft EIR/EIS have been made 
based on this comment. 

A0017-5 The Navy indicates a concern for helicopter safety along the Modified Route D Alterna-
tive and requests that any wires that would be located within one mile of the La Posta 
Mountain Warfare Training Facility (MWTF) route/landing zones must be marked. The 
Modified Route D Alternative would be located over one mile from the La Posta MWTF. 
No changes have been made to the Draft EIR/EIS based on this comment. 

 

 

 

 
1  Part 77 Airspace Obstruction Analysis. Accessed at: http://www.faa.gov/airports_airtraffic/airports/regional_guidance/

central/construction/part77/#purpose, in September, 2008.  
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