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Scoping Summary 

Background and Purpose 

“Scoping” refers to the public outreach process used under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) to determine the coverage and content of an environmental impact report 
(EIR). The scoping comment period offers an important opportunity for the public and 
agencies to review and comment during the early phases of the environmental compliance 
process. Scoping contributes to the selection of a range of alternatives to be considered in the 
EIR, and can also help to establish methods of analysis, identify the environmental effects that 
will be considered in detail, and develop mitigation measures to avoid or compensate for 
adverse effects. In some cases, it may also identify issues that the public feels do not warrant 
analysis. 

This report describes the scoping process undertaken by California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) staff for the Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project 
(Proposed Project) proposed by NextEra Energy Transmission West, LLC (NEET West). It also 
summarizes agency and public comments received and identifies key issues for EIR analysis. 
All the comment letters received during the scoping report are reproduced in their entirety 
as attachments to this report. Personal identifying information of private citizen commenters 
has been redacted to protect their privacy. 

Proposed Project Scoping Process 

The scoping process is initiated when the lead agency issues a Notice of Preparation (NOP) 
announcing the beginning of the EIR process. The NOP for the Proposed Project was 
submitted to the State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research and circulated to 
agencies and interested members of the public on January 5, 2016. The public review period 
lasted until February 8, 2016. As required by CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, the NOP 
provided information on the background, goals, and objectives of the Proposed Project; 
announced preparation of, and requested public and agency comment on, the EIR; and 
provided information on the public scoping meeting to be held in support of the EIR. A copy 
of the NOP is included in the attachments (Attachment B) to this report. 

On January 21, 2016, the CPUC conducted a public scoping meeting for the Proposed Project. 
The meeting was held from 6 pm to 8 pm at the Alpine Community Center located at 1830 
Alpine Blvd. in Alpine, CA. The public meeting was publicized in local area newspapers and 
via direct mailings (i.e., through the NOP) to numerous households, offices, and agencies. 
Copies of the newspaper ads and the NOP are included in Attachment B. The mailing list for 
the NOP is not reproduced here out of consideration for the privacy of private citizens on the 
list. 



California Public Utilities Commission  Scoping Summary Report 
   

Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project 2 March 2016 

The meeting format consisted of a presentation by CPUC and consultant staff followed by 
opportunities for attendees to ask questions and submit comments. Posters with basic 
information on the project were on display and CPUC and consultant staff were available 
before and after the meeting to answer questions and take comments. Written comment 
cards were provided to all meeting attendees, as well as information on how to access project 
documents and participate in the public review process going forward. Approximately 9 
people attended the meeting in Alpine, including two members of the applicant (i.e., NEET 
West) team. Notes from the meeting are included in Attachment C. 

Comments Received 

In addition to the oral comments and questions provided at the scoping meeting (see meeting 
notes in Attachment C), CPUC received 10 scoping comment letters. Copies of all the comment 
letters received during the scoping period are included in Attachment A, and numbered 
according to the date received, with agency/utility letters first. The following public agencies 
and utilities submitted comments on the Proposed Project: 

• State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) (Comment Letter #1) 

• California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), South Coast Region (Comment 
Letter #2) 

• County of San Diego, Planning and Development Services (Comment Letter #3) 

• Office of Ratepayer Advocates (ORA), California Public Utilities Commission 
(Comment Letter #4) 

• San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) (Comment Letter #5) 

The identities of the private citizens who submitted comments are not listed out of 
consideration for their privacy. The key concerns and comments contained in the scoping 
letters and expressed at the scoping meeting are summarized and categorized in the 
following section. 

Comment Summary by Topic 

To inform the environmental analysis and assist in the preparation of the EIR, the individual 
comments and concerns received during the scoping period were categorized as follows: 

• CEQA Process: Comments related to the formal environmental review process as 
outlined by CEQA and CEQA Guidelines, such as the length of the public review period. 

• Project Description: Comments related to specific aspects of the Proposed Project, 
such as Project design, schedule, or cost. 
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• Alternatives: Comments related to potential alternatives to the Proposed Project, 
such as siting the facility at a different location or using alternative technologies or 
methods.  

• Environmental Impacts: Comments related to possible impacts on the physical 
environment, such as noise impacts during Project construction or operation, or 
possible effects on biological resources from Project components.   

• Permitting: Comments related to project permitting, such as information on 
required permits should the Proposed Project be approved. 

Project scoping comments are organized into these categories and listed below. Where 
applicable, the public entity who submitted the comment is indicated in parentheses. Note: 
comments are summarized; see the full comment letters in Attachment A and the meeting 
notes in Attachment C for the full comments and additional detail. 

CEQA Process 

• Is this going to be a “fast-tracked” EIR? This has happened in the past. 

• Are there time limits for submittal of comments? 

• Where can we see the EIR? 

Project Description 

• List all permits that may be required for the Proposed Project and identify the 
specific activities that may trigger these permitting actions. (SWRCB) 

• Include a complete discussion of the purpose and need for, and description of, the 
Proposed Project, including all staging areas and access routes to the construction 
and staging areas. (CDFW) 

• What is the need for this project? Is it really necessary? 

• Does the project use cooling water? Would it take any water out of the ground? 

• Why didn’t you put the facility closer to the wind mills? 

• How much power goes through the existing substation? 

• Is there an underground component to the Static Var Compensator (SVC) facility? 
How far down will excavation go? 

• This facility will connect with renewable generation in Imperial Valley? Does that 
mean more energy will be coming through Alpine? 
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• Will blasting occur? 

• How will the proposed facility be used in conjunction with the existing substation? 

• Who owns the land right now? 

• Are they going to be using helicopters? 

• How much energy is/will be coming in from Imperial Valley? Is there 1,700 
megawatts of stranded renewable energy out there? 

• Why don’t they just hook into that line going down to Calexico? 

• Include pictures or visual simulations showing what the proposed facility will look 
like. 

Alternatives 

• Describe and analyze all alternate locations for the SVC facility. (SWRCB) 

• Evaluate the need for siting the Project in an active restoration area. (CDFW)  

• Include a range of feasible alternatives that avoid or otherwise minimize impacts to 
sensitive biological resources, particularly wetlands. (CDFW) 

• Consider an alternative which would place the Project inside the existing Suncrest 
substation. (SWRCB, ORA) This alternative would have essentially no new 
environmental impacts. (SWRCB) This alternative also would be more effective in 
regulating voltage levels and more efficient from an operational/engineering 
perspective. (ORA) 

• Describe whether locating the Proposed Project outside the existing Suncrest 
substation was based on the assumption that the California Independent System 
Operator and/or SDG&E would need to authorize or approve co-locating the 
Proposed Project within the existing substation. (ORA) 

• See Public Utilities Code, Section 762, which grants CPUC the authority to order 
changes to the site of new structures, if it determines that such change(s) are in the 
public interest. Section 762 also grants the CPUC authority to require joint action 
between two or more public utilities. (ORA) 

• Evaluate whether the existing substation would need to be expanded to 
accommodate inclusion of the Proposed Project within its current footprint. (ORA)  

• Analyze an alternative that locates an SDG&E-owned dynamic reactive device within 
the Suncrest substation. This alternative is feasible, would meet all of the Project 
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objectives listed in the NOP, and would avoid or lessen the potentially significant 
impacts of the Proposed Project. (SDG&E) 

Environmental Impacts 

Aesthetics 

• Consider potential impacts to views for residents in Japatul Valley. 

Air Quality 

• What will the Project’s effect be on air emissions? What about ozone emissions? 

Biological Resources 

• Assume a fully restored habitat at the Wilson Laydown Yard restoration site when 
determining baseline biological conditions. (CDFW) 

• Address potential impacts to Focused Conservation Areas pursuant to the East 
County Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) Plan. (CDFW) 

• Analyze potential effects of Project development on golden eagle, in particular from 
proposed blasting during construction, and explore feasible alternatives that avoid 
impacting or take of golden eagle. (CDFW) 

• Include information on flora and fauna in the region, with special emphasis placed on 
resources that are rare or unique to the region. (CDFW) 

• Include a thorough, recent floristic-based assessment of special status plants and 
natural communities, following CDFW’s Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating 
Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities. (CDFW) 

• Include a current inventory of the biological resources associated with each habitat 
type on site and within the area of potential effect. (CDFW) 

• Include an inventory of rare, threatened, endangered and other sensitive species on 
site and within the area of potential effect. (CDFW) 

• Discuss potential adverse impacts to biological resources from lighting, noise, human 
activity, exotic species, and altered drainage. (CDFW) 

• Discuss indirect impacts on biological resources, including resources on nearby 
public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian ecosystems, and any 
designated and/or proposed or existing reserve lands. (CDFW) 

• Discuss how altered land uses from the Proposed Project could contribute to wildlife-
human interactions or conflicts. (CDFW) 
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• Include measures to fully avoid and otherwise protect Rare Natural Communities 
from Project impacts. (CDFW) 

• Include mitigation measures for adverse Project-related impacts to sensitive plants, 
animals, and habitats. (CDFW) 

• For any proposed preservation and/or restoration, include measures to perpetually 
protect the targeted habitat values from direct and indirect negative impacts. (CDFW) 

• Conduct vegetation clearing and construction activities outside of the peak avian 
breeding season, which generally runs from February 1 through September 1. If 
construction is necessary during the bird breeding season, conduct appropriate bird 
breeding surveys and implement appropriate buffers to avoid or minimize impacts. 
(CDFW) 

• Do not use relocation, salvage, and/or transportation as mitigation for impacts to 
rare, threatened, or endangered species. (CDFW) 

• Any plans for restoration and revegetation should be prepared by persons with 
expertise in southern California ecosystems and native plant revegetation techniques, 
and should follow the format described in CDFW’s scoping letter (see Comment Letter 
#1 in Attachment A). (CDFW) 

• Have you done any fieldwork yet? 

• What type of mitigation are you going to implement for impacts to biological 
resources? 

• For the EIR, will they do bio surveys at night or just during the day? A lot of animals 
only come out at night. 

Cultural Resources 

• Why didn’t the PUC do a cultural study? 

• What about impacts to artifacts from blasting? 

• Is this new project going to sanitize/clear away Native American sites and artifacts 
like SDG&E did? 

Hazards  

• Evaluate potential fire danger from the proposed SVC facility. The oil filled 
transformers and capacitors can explode due to internal shorting, and the fire could 
spread during Santa Ana wind conditions.  
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• Consider mitigation of the fire danger associated with the Proposed Project by using 
a steel containment barrier around the facilities. 

• Evaluate potential effects on human health from electric and magnetic field (EMF) 
radiation resulting from increases in power load transmitted through Alpine caused 
by the Proposed Project. The January 21st scoping meeting mentioned that the new 
facility would allow about a 20% power increase through Alpine. Measured EMF 
levels in Alpine currently appear to exceed levels that increase the risk of childhood 
leukemia (see Comment Letter #7 in Attachment A for attached EMF studies provided 
by the commenter). 

• The amount of power which may be added to the Sunrise Powerlink (1,700 
megawatts) will increase the EMF radiation exponentially, and potentially exacerbate 
existing human health impacts.  

• Will the Project increase fire danger? 

• What about radiation effects (e.g., leukemia) from increase energy going through 
Alpine? 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

• Refer to the basin plans when evaluating potential impacts to water quality and 
incorporate mitigation measures that are consistent with all applicable water quality 
standards, prohibitions, and provisions in the basin plans. (SWRCB) 

• Include a regional-scale map identifying all surface water resources potentially 
affected by the Proposed Project. (SWRCB) 

• Identify and list the beneficial uses of the identified potentially affected surface water 
resources and evaluate the Project’s potential impacts to water quality with respect 
to these beneficial uses. (SWRCB) 

• Include alternatives or list mitigation measures that avoid or minimize any identified 
impacts to water quality to a less-than-significant level. (SWRCB) 

• Evaluate potential adverse effects on the hydrology and ecological functions of 
compensatory mitigation sites for the Suncrest Substation, in light of the fact that the 
mitigation sites were set aside in part to compensate for impacts to waters of the U.S. 
caused by the construction of the Sunrise Powerlink Project, including the Suncrest 
Substation. (SWRCB) 

• Avoid where possible impacts to waters of the state, including waters of the U.S. 
Provide compensatory mitigation for any permanent unavoidable impacts to waters 
of the state or U.S. when avoidance and/or minimization is not possible. (SWRCB) 
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• Evaluate potential adverse effects on waters of the state or U.S. through alteration of 
watershed functions, such as from addition of a new, hardscape industrial facility to 
the area. (SWRCB) 

• Include in the final Project design elements that treat stormwater as a resource to be 
managed for multiple benefits in accordance with the SWRCB’s Revised Draft Strategy 
to Optimize Resource Management of Storm Water (Storm Water Strategy). (SWRCB) 

• Include measures to re-configure the existing drainage system of Bell Bluff Truck 
Trail, as this road does not currently exhibit design features that would be consistent 
with the SWRCB’s Storm Water Strategy. (SWRCB) 

• Conduct a jurisdiction wetland delineation (JD) for the Proposed Project. A JD 
conducted for the Suncrest substation project identified multiple ephemeral 
drainages in the area. (CDFW) 

• Discuss potential changes in drainage patterns on and downstream of the Project site 
that could occur from the Proposed Project, including changes in the volume, velocity, 
or frequency of flows, or addition of polluted runoff. (CDFW) 

• When evaluating potential storm water quality-related impacts, consider post-
construction Best Management Practices (BMPs), Low Impact Development (LID), 
Source Control BMPs and hydromodification management plan (HMP) in accordance 
with the relevant San Diego Municipal Storm Water Permit (2007 MS4 Permit or 2013 
MS4 Permit pending the time of project approval/construction). (County of San 
Diego) 

• When evaluating potential storm water quality-related impacts, consider 
construction BMPs and associated plans for conformance with the County of San 
Diego’s Grading Ordinance, Watershed Protection Ordinance, and State of California’s 
Construction General Permit. (County of San Diego) 

• Will the facility affect groundwater during construction or operation? 

Land Use 

• Evaluate impacts, and include a discussion related to the Project’s conformance with 
the guidance provided in the East County MSCP Planning Agreement’s Interim Review 
Process. (CDFW) 

• Evaluate potential conflicts with the proposed community trail identified as Bell Bluff 
Trail in the Alpine Community Trails and Pathways Plan and Map, which is included 
in the San Diego County Trails Master Plan. (County of San Diego) 
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• Coordinate with Alpine Community Planning Group regarding any proposed trail 
accommodation through the site. (County of San Diego)  

• Avoid conflicts with SDG&E’s on-going, legally-binding mitigation obligations related 
to construction of the existing Suncrest substation. (SDG&E) 

Noise 

• Comply with San Diego County’s Regulatory Section: Section 36.401 for construction 
and operation of the facilities with respect to noise. (County of San Diego) 

Public Services 

• Ensure the control house on the SVC site is constructed of non-combustible materials. 
(County of San Diego) 

• Discuss how the applicant is to contract with a private industrial fire brigade to 
conduct operations on electrical-related fires within the facility. (County of San 
Diego) 

• Ensure that the access gates to the facility are two feet wider than the access roads 
(i.e., gates are 22 feet wide) and that the gates are setback 30 feet from Bell Bluff Truck 
Trail. (County of San Diego) 

• Ensure access roads are capable of supporting 75,000 pounds. (County of San Diego) 

• Include in the project design a 10,000 gallon water storage tank, which is to be 
situated to the southwest of the northernmost access driveway and accessible by fire 
engines. (County of San Diego) 

• Provide a minimum of 100 feet of defensible space around the facility, with the first 
50 feet of space being devoid of any vegetation. (County of San Diego) 

• Are you going to use contracted fire suppression services? 

Recreation 

• Evaluate potential impacts on the proposed community trail identified as Bell Bluff 
Trail in the adopted Alpine Community Trails and Pathways Plan and Map, included 
in the San Diego County Trails Master Plan. (County of San Diego) 

Cumulative 

• Evaluate cumulative impacts on biological resources and consider past, present, and 
future projects in light of their impacts on similar plant communities and wildlife 
habitats. (CDFW) 

• Will there be more lines connecting into the Suncrest Substation in the future? 
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• How many of these types of facilities are they putting in? 

Permitting 

• A Clean Water Act, section 402, subdivision (p) stormwater permit, including a 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Construction 
Stormwater Permit, may be required for land disturbance associated with the Project. 
(SWRCB) 

• The Project may require a Clean Water Act, section 401 water quality certification for 
impacts to waters of the U.S., or dredge and fill Waste Discharge Requirements for 
impacts to waters of the state, both of which would be issued by the applicable 
Regional Water Quality Control Board. (SWRCB) 

• Notification pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 1600 et seq. is required for any 
impact that will divert or obstruct the natural flow, or change or use any material 
from the bed channel or bank of any river or stream (CDFW) 

• If the Project will result in take of a threatened or endangered species under the 
California Endangered Species Act (CESA), and is not covered under an approved 
Natural Communities Conservation Plan, the Project proponent will need to obtain 
authorization, such as an incidental take permit (ITP), prior to implementing the 
Project. (CDFW) 

• Storage of transformer oils as described in the NOP will require a ministerial Unified 
Program Facility Permit, issued by the County Department of Environmental Health. 
(County of San Diego) 

• For storm water, the 2007 MS4 Permit (Order No. R9-2007-0001) and the County of 
San Diego SUSMP are currently in effect and may apply. The Project may also need to 
comply with the San Diego Municipal Storm Water Permit Order No. R9-2013-0001 
(as amended by Order Nos. R9-2015-0001 and R9-2015-0100). (County of San Diego) 
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Locating the proposed Project within the site of the existing Suncrest substation mitigates 
significant impacts and should be studied even if the Commission decides to prepare an MND 
for the project.  As well as being lead agency for California Environmental Quality Assessment 
(CEQA), the Commission is also the agency ultimately charged with determining if a project can 
be located within the site of the existing Suncrest substation3.  Thus, ORA has requested that the 
scope of this proceeding include a determination of whether locating the proposed Project 
outside the existing Suncrest substation was based on the assumption that California Independent 
System Operator (CAISO) and/or San Diego Gas & Electric company (SDG&E) would need to 
authorize or approve co-locating the proposed Project within the Suncrest substation.4   
 
Public Utilities Code, Section 762, in relevant part states:  
 

Whenever the commission, after a hearing, finds that 
additions, extensions, repairs, or improvements to, or 
changes in, the existing plant, equipment, apparatus, 
facilities, or other physical property of any public utility or 
of any two or more public utilities ought reasonably to be 
made, or that new structures should be erected, to promote 
the security or convenience of its employees or the public, 
or in any other way to secure adequate service or facilities, 
the commission shall make and serve an order directing 
that such additions, extensions, repairs, improvements, or 
changes be made or such structures be erected in the 
manner and within the time specified in the order.  If the 
commission orders the erection of a new structure, it may 
also fix the site thereof. If the order requires joint action by 
two or more public utilities, the commission shall so notify 
them and shall fix a reasonable time within which they may 
agree upon the portion or division of the cost which each 
shall bear. 

 
If co-location of the proposed Project and the Suncrest substation is not studied in this EIR, and 
the Commission ultimately determines that the project should be located inside the substation 
site, then another EIR would likely ensue to study the co-location alternative.   
 
Therefore, ORA recommends that the following issues be included in the scope of the EIR:  
 

1. Whether the proposed Project should be co-located 
within the footprint of the existing Suncrest Substation. 

 

                                                           
3 See Public Utilities Code, Section 762 et. seq; see also Public Utils. Code, Section 851 et seq. 
4 Id.;  See also ORA’s Response to NextEra’s Application. 
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2. Whether the existing Suncrest substation needs to be 
expanded to accommodate inclusion of the proposed 
Project within its site or current footprint.  

 
There is no need for the one mile 230 kV transmission line interconnecting the proposed Project 
and the existing Suncrest substation.  Locating the Project within the footprint of the Suncrest 
substation would more effectively provide voltage support services to the Suncrest substation, 
operate more reliably and be easier to coordinate from an engineering standpoint.   
Co-locating the Project within the substation also costs less and might have less impact on the 
environment than building the Project outside the site of the substation. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
/s/  LINDA SERIZAWA 
Linda Serizawa Interim Director, 
Office of Ratepayer Advocates 
 
Cc:  Tom Engles, Horizontal Water and Environment, LLC  
       Administrative Law Judge Todd Edmister  
       Service List for A.15-08-027 
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II. SDG&E Requests Analysis of an Alternative that Locates an SDG&E-Owned
Dynamic Reactive Device Within the Suncrest Substation

SDG&E requests that the EIR analyze an alternative that locates an SDG&E-owned
dynamic reactive device within the Suncrest Substation.  This will help to meet the requirement 
in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines to analyze a “range of 
reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project, which 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.”2 

A. The Alternative Is Feasible

An alternative that locates an SDG&E-owned dynamic reactive device within the 
Suncrest Substation meets the criteria for inclusion in the alternatives analysis.  This alternative 
is feasible, which the CEQA Guidelines define as meaning “capable of being accomplished in a 
successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, 
environmental, legal, social, and technological factors.”3 

The NOP states: 

The Proposed Project originates from the California Independent 
System Operator’s (CAISO’s) 2013-2014 transmission planning 
process, which identified a need for a 300-million volt-ampere 
reactive (megavar) dynamic reactive device at the existing 
Suncrest Substation’s 230 kilovolt (kV) bus to meet California’s 
33% Renewable Portfolio Standard.4 

SDG&E submitted a project sponsor bid to CAISO to locate an SDG&E-owned dynamic 
reactive device within the Suncrest Substation based on SDG&E’s determination that doing so 
was feasible.  While CAISO selected NextEra Energy Transmission West, LLC (NEET West) to 
be the project sponsor, CAISO emphasized in its selection report that it considered both 
NEET West and SDG&E “to be highly qualified to finance, construct, own, operate, and 
maintain” the device.5  CAISO’s selection report therefore confirms SDG&E’s determination 
that locating an SDG&E-owned device within the substation is feasible. 

2 Cal. Code Regs. tit. 14, § 15126.6(a). 
3 Id. § 15364. 
4 NOP at 4. 
5 CAISO, Suncrest Reactive Power Project – Project Sponsor Selection Report at 1 (Jan. 6, 

2015), available at 
https://www.caiso.com/Documents/SuncrestProjectSponsorSelectionReport.pdf. 
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In the Proponent’s Environmental Assessment for the Proposed Project, NEET West 
stated correctly that SDG&E will not agree to NEET West’s construction of the dynamic reactive 
device within the Suncrest Substation.  NEET West then stated that its construction of the device 
within the substation would be infeasible due to issues with site control and timing. 

While these issues affect the feasibility of NEET West’s construction of the dynamic 
reactive device within the Suncrest Substation, they do not affect the feasibility of locating an 
SDG&E-owned device within the substation.  As discussed below, an alternative that locates an 
SDG&E-owned device within the substation could avoid or substantially lessen any significant 
environmental effects from the Proposed Project. 

SDG&E requests that the EIR analyze this alternative regardless of the ultimate 
conclusions about site control and timing.  This will ensure that the EIR provides a complete 
analysis under CEQA of the Proposed Project’s environmental impacts. 

B. The Alternative Meets the Project Objectives

The NOP lists the Proposed Project’s objectives as follows: 

• Meet the CAISO’s identified need for reactive support at the
Suncrest Substation’s 230 kV bus;

• Improve and maintain the reliability of the transmission grid;

• Facilitate delivery of renewable energy generation from the
Imperial Valley area to population centers to the west;

• Support achievement of the state’s 33% Renewable Portfolio
Standard.6

An alternative that locates an SDG&E-owned device within the substation meets all these 
objectives. 

C. The Alternative Could Avoid or Substantially Lessen Any Significant
Environmental Effects

An alternative that locates an SDG&E-owned dynamic reactive device within the 
Suncrest Substation could avoid or substantially lessen any of significant environmental effects 
from the Proposed Project. 

The Proposed Project would construct:  (1) a Static Var Compensator facility 
approximately one mile east of the Suncrest Substation; and (2) a new, approximately one-mile 

6 NOP at 4. 
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230 kV transmission line, which would connect the Static Var Compensator facility to the 
substation.  The Static Var Compensator facility would have a total footprint of approximately 
six acres, located in an area previously used for staging and storage during construction of the 
substation.  The transmission line would be installed primarily underground beneath Bell Bluff 
Truck Trail road.  The last approximately 300 feet would transition above ground at an 85- to 
95-foot riser pole that would connect via SDG&E-owned overhead conductors to the 230 kV bus
at the substation.

An alternative that locates an SDG&E-owned dynamic reactive device within the 
Suncrest Substation would not require any construction outside the substation footprint and 
would require only a minimal amount of new transmission conductors within the substation.  
Using the existing substation footprint, as well as avoiding construction of an approximately one-
mile transmission line, could avoid or substantially lessen the potentially significant impacts 
identified in the NOP.  These potentially significant impacts are for biological resources, cultural 
resources, hydrology and water quality, land use, noise, and public services. 

For these reasons, the alternative analysis should include an alternative that locates an 
SDG&E-owned dynamic reactive device within the Suncrest Substation.  SDG&E looks forward 
to reviewing the alternatives analysis, as well as the analysis of potential conflicts with 
SDG&E’s ongoing, legally binding mitigation obligations for the substation. 

Thank you for considering these comments.  Please contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Adrianna B. Kripke 
Senior Environmental Counsel 
San Diego Gas & Electric Company 

cc: Wendy D. Johnson, Regulatory Business Manager, SDG&E 
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From: Peterson, Robert
To: Tom Engels
Subject: public scoping comment Fwd: Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project
Date: Monday, February 08, 2016 7:26:56 PM

Sent by Android.

-------- Original Message --------
From: 
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2016 06:34 PM
To: "Peterson, Robert" <Robert.Peterson@cpuc.ca.gov>
Subject: Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project

Rob Peterson, Public Utilities Commission Project Manager,
 My name is  I reside at . I have
 several concern related to the proposed addition of 1,700 Mega Watts of power to the Sunrise
 Power Link. 

There has been completed a measurement of the EMF ( radiation) currently being generated by
 the Sunrise Power Link. The study shows the current emissions are at a level known in Europe to
 cause Leukemia in children. 

The amount of power which is attempting to be added to the Sunrise Power Link (1,700 Mega
 Watts) will increase the EMF exponentially along Alpine Boulevard where the residents walk and
 children play as well as wait for the school bus. The current EMF is damaging to children at
 existing levels. When additional power for approximately 85,000 new all electric homes is added
 to the Sunrise Power Link what will be the benefit be to the community of Alpine?

The Sunrise Power Link was promised by SDG&E to keep All our power bills low in San Diego,
 However every rate payer in San Diego county received a power rate increase due to the NEW 4
 tier system of billing, which the PUC allowed. Prior the this new tier system there was peak and
 off peak power usage. Each and every time SDG&E has made promises they have been empty.
 As a member of the PUC you represent the citizens of the county NOT SDG&E. Please oppose
 the new power increase to the Sunrise Power Link. The health of Alpines' next generation
 depends on you. 

Thank You for your time
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Notice of Preparation 
 
To: Responsible and Trustee Agencies  From: California Public Utilities Commission 
 (Agency)  (Agency) 

        505 Van Ness Avenue 
 (Address)  (Address) 

        San Francisco, CA 94102-3298 
 
Subject:  Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the Suncrest 

Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project Proposed by NextEra Energy 
Transmission West, LLC 

 
The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) will be the lead agency and will prepare an 
environmental impact report (EIR) for the project identified below. We are requesting the views of your 
agency as to the scope and content of the environmental information that is germane to your agency’s 
statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project.  Your agency may need to use the EIR 
and/or subsequent related environmental documents prepared by our agency when considering your 
permit or other approval for the project. 
 
The project description, location, and potential environmental effects are contained in the attached 
materials. A copy of the initial study  is  is not attached.   
 
Because of the time limits mandated by state law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible date 
but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice. 
 
Please send your response to suncrestproject@horizonh2o.com or Robert Peterson, CPUC, C/O Tom 
Engels, Horizon Water and Environment, 180 Grand Avenue, Suite 1405, Sacramento, CA 94612. Please 
include your name or the name of a contact person in your agency. 
 
Project Title: Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project 
  
Project Applicant, if any: NextEra Energy Transmission West, LLC 
 

Date: January 5, 2016  Signature: 
 

      Title: Project Manager, Energy Division, 
Infrastructure Permitting and CEQA 

      Telephone: (844) 211-7510 
  Email: suncrestproject@horizonh2o.com 
 
 
Reference:  California Code of Regulations, Title 14, (CEQA Guidelines) Sections 15082(a), 15103, 15375. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Purpose of the NOP 
The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) is the lead agency for preparation and 
review of an environmental impact report (EIR) for NextEra Energy Transmission West, 
LLC’s (NEET West’s or the Applicant’s) proposed Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support 
Project (Proposed Project). The Proposed Project would involve construction of a dynamic 
reactive power support facility and an approximately one-mile-long transmission line 
connecting to the existing Suncrest Substation in south-central San Diego County, near the 
community of Alpine.  

This Notice of Preparation (NOP) presents general background information on the scoping 
process, the environmental issues to be addressed in the EIR, and the anticipated uses of the 
EIR. It also briefly describes the Proposed Project as currently envisioned. The project 
description is subject to refinement during the process of preparing the EIR, depending on, 
among other things, input received in comments responding to this NOP and revisions to 
the Proposed Project. The CPUC has prepared this NOP pursuant to Section 15082 of the 
State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines.  

Scope of the EIR 
This EIR will evaluate potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Project. As the lead 
agency under CEQA, CPUC has determined that the Project may have a significant impact on 
the environment and has decided to prepare an EIR. Consistent with the basic purposes of 
CEQA (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15002[a]), the purposes of the EIR will be to:  

1. Inform governmental decision makers and the public about the potential, significant 
environmental effects of the proposed activities; 

2. Identify the ways that environmental damage can be avoided or significantly 
reduced; 

3. Prevent significant, avoidable damage to the environment through the use of 
feasible alternatives or mitigation measures. 

A preliminary environmental review for the Proposed Project indicated the possibility for 
several potentially significant impacts and issues, as described in Table 1. 
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Table 1: Summary of Possible Impacts and Issues 

Resource Topic Potentially Significant Impact/Issue 
Biological Resources • Impacts to wetlands and/or jurisdictional waters 

• Impacts to Hermes copper butterfly during Project 
construction  

Cultural Resources • Impacts to buried archaeological resources during 
Project construction 

Hydrology & Water Quality • Impacts to downstream water bodies from stormwater 
discharges during Project construction and operation 

• Impacts to hydrology and water quality during Project 
construction 

Land Use  • Impacts on existing mitigation sites/conflicts with 
existing mitigation obligations related to the existing 
Suncrest Substation 

Noise • Noise impacts during construction 
Public Services • Adverse impacts related to fire protection service  
Alternatives • Concerns regarding inclusion/evaluation of a Project 

alternative co-located within existing Suncrest 
Substation site (i.e., concerns that such an alternative 
wouldn’t be evaluated in an MND), which could have 
reduced environmental impacts 

 

No significance determinations have been made regarding the possible impacts listed in 
Table 1. The analysis in the EIR ultimately will determine whether these impacts actually 
could occur, will determine their level of significance, and will propose feasible mitigation 
measures to reduce significant impacts. Thresholds for determining significant impacts will 
be based on applicable sections of the State CEQA Guidelines, regulatory agency standards, 
and the judgment of the CEQA lead agency, CPUC. In addition to the possible impacts 
identified in Table 1, the EIR will evaluate other potential impacts/resource topics, as 
described in Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines. 

Public Involvement 
The CPUC is soliciting the views of interested persons and agencies on the scope and 
content of the environmental information that is germane to the Proposed Project. A 
scoping meeting for the Proposed Project will be held as follows: 

Thursday, January 21, 2016, 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 
Alpine Community Center, Sage Room 
1830 Alpine Blvd. 
Alpine, CA 91901 



CPUC  Notice of Preparation 

 
Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project 3 January 2016 

The scoping meeting will feature a presentation on the Proposed Project and environmental 
review process and an opportunity for interested members of the public to submit oral or 
written comments.  

Written comments may be submitted any time during the scoping period. All available 
documents pertaining to the Proposed Project can be located at the following website: 
http://cpuc.ca.gov/environment/info/horizonh2o/suncrest/index.html. Because of the 
time limits mandated by state law, your written comments on the scope and content of the 
EIR must be received no later than February 8, 2016 at 5:00 p.m. Please send written 
comments to the CPUC, to the attention of Rob Peterson, CPUC, c/o Tom Engels, Horizon 
Water and Environment, 180 Grand Avenue, Suite 1405, Oakland, CA 94612. Please include 
the name and phone number of the contact person for your agency, if applicable. CPUC will 
consider and incorporate scoping comments on the Proposed Project in preparation of the 
EIR as appropriate. 

http://cpuc.ca.gov/environment/info/horizonh2o/suncrest/index.html


CPUC  Notice of Preparation 

 
Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project 4 January 2016 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Background and Need 
The Proposed Project originates from the California Independent System Operator’s 
(CAISO’s) 2013-2014 transmission planning process, which identified a need for a 300-
million volt-ampere reactive (megavar)1 dynamic reactive device at the existing Suncrest 
Substation’s 230 kilovolt (kV) bus2 to meet California’s 33% Renewable Portfolio Standard 
(CAISO 2014). CAISO determined that the retirement of the San Onofre Nuclear Generating 
Station and projected increases in renewable generating capacity in the Imperial Valley 
would cause loading and voltage stability issues in the transmission system in the area of 
the existing Suncrest Substation. CAISO conducted a competitive bid solicitation process for 
the Suncrest dynamic reactive facility and selected NEET West to construct the Proposed 
Project.  

Following its selection by CAISO in January 2015 as the approved project sponsor, NEET 
West submitted to CPUC a Proponent’s Environmental Assessment (PEA) in August 2015, as 
part of its application (A.15-08-027) for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 
(CPCN), as specified in CPUC General Order (G.O.) 131-D. 

Project Objectives 
The objectives of the Proposed Project as defined by the Applicant are as follows: 

• Meet the CAISO’s identified need for reactive support1 at the Suncrest Substation’s 
230 kV bus; 

• Improve and maintain the reliability of the transmission grid; 

• Facilitate delivery of renewable energy generation from the Imperial Valley area to 
population centers to the west; 

• Support achievement of the state’s 33% Renewable Portfolio Standard. 

                                                      
1 Volt-ampere reactive (var) is a unit by which reactive power is expressed in an alternating current (AC) electric 
power system. Reactive power exists in an AC circuit when the current and voltage are not in phase. In an electric 
transmission system, reactive power serves to support the voltage levels needed to maintain system reliability. 
Megavar means one million vars.  
2 A bus or busbar is a metallic strip or bar that conducts electricity within a substation or other electrical apparatus. 
Buses are often the connection points for incoming transmission lines into a substation.  
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Project Location 
The Proposed Project is located in unincorporated south-central San Diego County, 
approximately 5.75 miles southeast of the community of Alpine, off of Bell Bluff Truck Trail 
road. Figure 1 shows the Project location. The lands surrounding the Proposed Project are 
primarily undeveloped, with some rural-residential development present to the east and 
south, and the existing Suncrest Substation at the Project’s western terminus. The nearest 
residence is approximately 0.6 mile to the southeast. Interstate-8 is located approximately 
1.8 miles to the north of the Project area and Japatul Valley Road (State Highway 79) is 
approximately 1.2 miles to the southeast. The Proposed Project would be located on private 
property within the administrative boundary of the Cleveland National Forest.  

Proposed Project 
The Proposed Project includes two primary components: (1) a Static Var Compensator 
(SVC) facility, to be located approximately one mile east of the existing Suncrest Substation, 
and (2) a 230 kV transmission line from the proposed SVC facility to the existing substation. 
Figure 2 illustrates the primary project components. 

SVC Facility 

The proposed SVC facility would produce and consume reactive power for voltage support 
and would interconnect with the Suncrest bus via the proposed transmission line. The 
facility would be approximately 6 acres in total size (with a fenced area of approximately 
2.58 acres) and would be located on an area previously used as a construction staging and 
materials storage area during construction of the Suncrest Substation (completed in 2012).  

The SVC facility would include various structures/pieces of electrical equipment, such as 
power transformers, power circuit breakers, control buildings, capacitors, and reactors, all 
of which would be installed on concrete foundations. The four power transformers within 
the proposed SVC facility would each require a maximum of approximately 10,000 to 
12,000 gallons of oil. The tallest structures within the SVC would be the lightning shielding 
masts, which would be approximately 75-feet-tall.  

In addition to the electrical equipment, the SVC facility would include the following 
components: signage and lighting; access driveway improvements; a stormwater drainage 
system and detention basin; a retaining wall; approximately 7-foot-high chain link and barb 
wire security fencing; and transformer oil containment basins. The retaining wall would be 
installed on the east side of the SVC facility to minimize the potential for erosion and would 
be approximately 480 feet long and 15 feet tall at its highest point. 

Transmission Line 

The proposed 230 kV transmission line would be approximately one mile in length and 
would connect the proposed SVC facility to the existing Suncrest Substation. The proposed 
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transmission line would be installed primarily underground beneath Bell Bluff Truck Trail 
road, with the last approximately 300 feet of the line transitioning aboveground via an 85- 
to 95-foot tall riser pole to connect with the existing substation.  

The underground transmission line would be installed in polyvinyl chloride (PVC) conduits 
within a concrete-encased duct bank system. The bottom of the duct bank would be 
approximately 5 feet below grade, and the duct bank would be approximately 30 inches 
wide by 24 inches tall. The underground transmission line would include up to five 
underground splice vaults spaced roughly every 900 feet to facilitate installation of the 
underground cables and operation and maintenance of the transmission line. The majority 
of the underground transmission line would be installed within Bell Bluff Truck Trail; 
however, installation of the splice vaults may require temporary disturbance outside of the 
roadbed. 

The 85- to 95-foot riser pole, for transition of the transmission line to an overhead span and 
entry into the existing Suncrest Substation, would be installed north of Bell Bluff Truck 
Trail. The base of the riser pole would be approximately 7 feet in diameter and require an 
additional approximately 15-foot radius of permanent disturbance around the riser pole. 

Project Construction 
Construction of the SVC facility generally would include site clearing, grubbing, grading, and 
installation of foundations and electrical equipment. Construction of the underground 
transmission line would be anticipated to be concurrent with construction of the SVC and 
would follow a general process of utility line locating; survey; asphalt cutting of pavement; 
trench excavation; installation of duct bank and vaults; pavement restoration; installation of 
conductor cables and fiber optic cables (for communications for line relaying, SCADA, and 
other devices as required); and splicing and testing of the line. Grading for the SVC may 
result in up to 4,000 cubic yards of excess material, which would be hauled off site. In select 
locations, where material cannot be excavated using a backhoe and/or bulldozer, material 
removal may require scraping, ripping, drilling, hammering, cutting and localized low 
energy blasting. Construction of the Proposed Project would result in approximately 6.2 
acres of temporary disturbance, accounting for staging area impacts and trenching for 
underground transmission line installation. When added to the permanent disturbance area 
of the SVC, total disturbance from the Proposed Project would be approximately 12.2 acres. 

The project would take 10 months to construct and is targeted to be operational by June 
2017. Typically, construction would occur 10 hours per day, 6 days per week, Monday 
through Saturday, between 7 a.m. and 7 p.m.; however, certain time-sensitive activities 
and/or activities which are not noise-intensive may occur outside these hours. 
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MOST WANTED LIST!
Alpine - Scenic 10-acre parcel with beautiful view. Owner will finance $86,000

Woodcreek Estates - 3 bd, 2 ba, 1400 sq. ft. manufactured home on a corner lot, 2 car garage $89,000

Just listed! - Woodcreek Estates 3 bd, 2 ba, 1400 sq.ft. manufactured home. 2 car garage $99,900 

Just Listed - Nice Lake Morena Village, 1 br, 1 ba charmer $110,00

Just Listed - 2 bd, 2 ba condo like new $199,000-$209,000 

7.95-acre View Property - Water, septic and paved driveway. Owner will finance $219,000 

Descanso - Just listed! 3 bd, 2 ba, 1696 sq.ft. home on .24-acre lot! 2 fireplaces $325,000

Campo - Lake Morena Village, nice 4bd, 2 ba, 2464 sq.ft. custom home, 2-car garage, carport.  
Fenced and gated, .32 acre $329,000-$349,000 

Jamul - Single story ranch 3 br, 2 ba, 2004 sq.ft. on beautiful 20 acres. View of Loveland Reservoir $359,900 

Alpine - Single story 3 br, 2 ba, 1672 sq.ft. home near town $425,000

Lakeside - 3 bd, 2 ba, 1586 sq.ft. single-story, 2-car garage $459,900

Alpine - Crown Hills, 3 bd, 2 ba, 1658 sq.ft. home, dual fireplace, hickory wood floors,  
infinity view yard, waterfall pond $485,000

Bank Owned! - 4 bd, 3 ba, 2386 sq.ft. home on 1.1 acres. Pool, remodeled, view $551,200 

Ramona - Mt. Woodson gated community. 4 br, 3 ba, 2700 sq.ft. on .25 acre, granite counters $560,000

Alpine - Newer 4 bd, 3 ba, 2348 sq.ft. single story home on 1.18 acres, pool and spa $579,900-$599,000

Alpine - Just Listed - 4 br, 3.5 ba, 2813 sq.ft. one-story home. Pool, spa, 4-car garage, 2.34 acres $625,000

Alpine - Just listed! 5 bd, 4 ba, 3228 sq.ft., single story home on 4.24 acres. Pool and spa,  
3-car garage $650,000-$699,000

Alpine - Custom 4 br, 3.5 ba, 3200 sq.ft. on wooded 2-acre estate on Sweetwater River. Many  
elaborate upgrades $650,000

Alpine - Spectacular 3 br, 2.5 ba, 2998 sq.ft. single-story home. Resort style pool and spa,  
RV garage, 3-car, 2.06 acres, view to ocean $729,900

Crest - Newer 4 bd, 4 ba, single story, 3048 sq.ft. on 2.2 acres. Pool and spa, 5-car garage $769,600

Rancho Palo Verde -Gated community, architect designed Mediterranean beauty, 6 bd,  
6.5 ba, 5932 sq.ft. on 2.01 acres. Columns, arches, library plus well $950,000

Tentative Map Approved - 18-lot subdivision, walking distance to downtown Alpine $989,500
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Results vary. Typical weight loss on the Medifast 
5 & 1 Plan ® 2 - 5 lbs. per week for the first two 

weeks and 1-2 lbs per week thereafter

Lauren King
Certified Health Coach #712834730
619-504-5663
laurenking.tsfl@gmail.com
www.laurenking.tsfl.com/explore

For additional information and to 
ask questions, please contact:

Do you have a WEIGHT 
PROBLEM that you 
haven’t been able to solve?

Would you like to feel 
better, have more energy 
and be healthy?

Lose Weight Now, 
Ask Me How!

Below is the contact information for 
the simple and effective weight-loss 

program that I am using

• Lose up to 2-5 pounds per week with the Medifast 5 & 1 Plan.
• Medifast has been recommended by over 20,000 doctors since 1980
• A FREE personal Take Shape For Life Health Coach to support and 
   educate you through the 5&1 Plan.
• Learn how to lose weight and 
   keep it off for the rest of your life!

Dana’s
Stylish fashions, accessories and more

Facebook/Instagram/Pinterest

      Owner Dana Paskle

2754 Alpine Blvd.,  Ste. D & E
(inside Reflections Salon and DaySpa)

Alpine, CA 91901
619-722-6785

DanaPaskle@gmail.com | http://www.danasshop.com

SDG&E announces 
$70,000 donation for 
emergency generators

SAN DIEGO — San Diego 
city and county officials, along 
with San Diego Gas & Electric, 
shared emergency prepared-
ness plans and outreach efforts 
aimed at ensuring the needs of 
the county’s most vulnerable 
residents are met before the next 
round of intense El Niño storms. 
Meteorologists are predicting 
that there could be another 60 
days of rain activity leading to 
flooding, among other hazards.

“Being prepared for storms of 
this magnitude is critical,” said 
Toni Atkins, California Assem-
bly Speaker. “San Diego officials 
and businesses like SDG&E 
have set a fine example by col-
laborating on preparedness, re-
sponse and recovery plans that 
will help keep the region safe.”

SDG&E purchased 10,000 
“SAFELY OUT KITS” from 
Citizen Voice to distribute to 
vulnerable members of the com-
munity such as the elderly and 
those with mobility issues. The 
kits are complete with materi-
als that can be used if someone 
is homebound during an emer-
gency. Distribution of the kits 
has already begun through a 

partnership with agencies like 
Elder Help, Meals-on-Wheels 
and American Medical Re-
sponse.

“The cooperation among our 
region’s first responders during 
last week’s storms helped mini-
mize property damage and kept 
San Diegans safe. I’ve directed 
City staff to continue to take 
aggressive action to prepare 
our community for more severe 
weather,” said Mayor Kevin L. 
Faulconer. “El Niño is expected 
to bring more storms, so now is 
the time to prepare our families, 
homes and businesses before 
the next rains come. I’d like to 
thank SDG&E for partnering 
with us to help our most vulner-
able residents make sure they 
can weather the storms.”

SDG&E also announced a 
donation of $70,000 to the San 
Diego Regional Fire Foundation 
for the purchase of three emer-
gency generators to be used at 
its San Diego County disaster 
shelters.

“Adding these generators 
will help ensure the continua-
tion of life-saving services when 
our most vulnerable residents, 
such as those needing oxygen, 
find themselves evacuated to an 
emergency shelter,” said Chair-
man Roberts. “I want to thank 

SDG&E for again stepping up 
to help fill a public safety need.”

“With a shared vision of pro-
moting public safety and help-
ing those community members 
who need it the most, these do-
nations were a natural fit for us 
at SDG&E,” said Caroline Winn, 
chief energy delivery officer for 
SDG&E. “We believe that pro-
viding essential materials like 
these kits is another way to help 
first responders identity who 
needs help in an emergency. It’s 
an honor to continue to support 
the Regional Fire Foundation 
and Citizen Voice in its mission 
to foster a safer city.”

SDG&E is a regulated public 
utility that provides safe and reli-
able energy service to 3.4 million 
consumers through 1.4 million 
electric meters and 868,000 nat-
ural gas meters in San Diego and 
southern Orange counties. The 
utility’s area spans 4,100 square 
miles. SDG&E is committed to 
creating ways to help customers 
save energy and money every day. 
SDG&E is a subsidiary of Sempra 
Energy (NYSE: SRE), a Fortune 
500 energy services holding com-
pany based in San Diego. Connect 
with SDG&E’s Customer Contact 
Center at 800-411-7343, on Twit-
ter (@SDGE) and Facebook.

Local officials, SDG&E urge emergency 
preparedness during El Niño season

Join us for a
Public Scoping Meeting

for the
Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project Proposed by 

NextEra Energy Transmission West, LLC

The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) invites you to attend a public scoping 
meeting on NextEra Energy Transmission West, LLC’s (NEET West’s) proposed Suncrest 
Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project (Proposed Project). The Proposed Project would 
involve construction of a dynamic reactive power support facility and an approximately one-
mile-long transmission line connecting to the existing Suncrest Substation in south-cen-
tral San Diego County. The Proposed Project would be located off of and along Bell Bluff 
Truck Trail road, approximately 5.75 miles east of the community of Alpine. The CPUC is 
the lead agency for the Proposed Project under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and has decided to prepare an environmental impact report (EIR). The purpose 
of the meeting will be to provide information about the Proposed Project and to solicit in-
put on the scope and content of the environmental information to be included in the EIR. 
Meeting attendees will have the opportunity to submit oral or written comments on the 
Proposed Project and identify any concerns or issues they would like to have considered 
in the EIR. The date, time, and location of the public scoping meeting will be as follows:

Thursday, January 21st, 2016, 6:00 pm – 8:00 pm
Alpine Community Center

1830 Alpine Blvd., Alpine, CA 91901

Will you need an accommodation in order to attend and/or participate in this event? If so, 
please contact Tom Engels, Horizon Water and Environment at (916) 790-8548. Auxiliary 

aides and services are available to individuals with disabilities upon request.
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Report outlines statewide pi-
lot to study potential long-term 
replacement for the state’s gas 
tax

SACRAMENTO – California 
is actively seeking 5,000 volun-
teers to take part in a free study 
that could shape the way driv-
ers are charged for road usage.  
Called for by the Legislature in 
2014, the Road Charge Pilot Pro-
gram will produce information 
for further study on the con-
cept of a “road charge” program. 
State officials aim to recruit a 
large number of volunteers re-
flective of the vast geographic 
and socioeconomic diversity of 
the state.

The California Road Charge 
Technical Advisory Committee 
released its final recommen-
dations for the statewide road 
charge pilot study—a system 
where drivers could pay for road 
maintenance and repairs based 
on the number of miles they 
drive, rather than how much 
gas they consume. Senate Bill 
(SB) 1077, signed by the Gover-
nor in September 2014, called 
for the pilot program. The free 
pilot program will inform the 
Legislature’s decision on wheth-
er moving forward with a full-
scale permanent road charge 
program, potentially replacing 
the gas tax, is worthwhile. The 
state’s current transportation 
funding system relies on reve-
nue from fuel taxes, which con-
tinue to decline with fluctuat-

ing gas prices, increased use of 
hybrid and electric vehicles and 
overall improvements in new ve-
hicles’ fuel economy. 

Volunteer participation and 
feedback will be vital in fine-
tuning the proposed program 
that could eventually tie high-
way funding with road usage 
rather than gas tax proceeds. 
Volunteer drivers will be able 
to choose from one of several 
mileage reporting methods that 
California will be testing. Vol-
unteering is free and no actual 
money will be exchanged. Par-
ticipants will have the choice 
of submitting mock payments 
via mail or a secure website for 
testing purposes. Volunteers can 
enroll at www.CaliforniaRoad-
ChargePilot.com.

“Our recommendations re-
flect the input we received 
from hundreds of stakehold-
ers and individuals that repre-
sent every region of the state,” 
said Jim Madaffer, Chair of the 
Technical Advisory Commit-
tee.  “While this endeavor has 
been rigorous, it resulted in the 
unique opportunity to examine 
a per-mile road charge mecha-
nism as a potential long term so-
lution to the issue of declining 
transportation revenue facing 
California.” 

Caltrans maintains 50,000 
lane-miles of highway and near-
ly 13,000 state-owned bridges.  
However, the state’s current fuel 
excise tax is sufficient to fund 

only $2.3 billion of work, leaving 
$5.7 billion in unfunded repairs 
each year.  If this trend contin-
ues, the transportation funding 
gap will continue to grow and 
road maintenance and repair 
needs will continue to escalate.

“The gas tax is outdated and 
no longer capable of meeting 
all of our future transportation 
revenue needs,” said Will Kemp-
ton, Executive Director of the 
California Transportation Com-
mission.  “The pilot is an excel-
lent opportunity to study road 
charging and should provide the 
Legislature the data it needs to 
better determine whether and 
how this idea might work in 
California.”

At the conclusion of the pilot, 
the California State Transporta-
tion Agency will issue a report 
with its findings to the Legis-
lature, the Road Charge Tech-
nical Advisory Committee, and 
the California Transportation 
Commission. Following receipt 
of that report, the Commission 
will make its recommendations 
regarding the pilot program to 
the Legislature, which will con-
sider whether to proceed with 
implementing a road charge 
system in California.

More information about the 
California Road Charge Pilot 
Program and participant volun-
teer information is available at 
www.CaliforniaRoadChargePi-
lot.com.

Volunteers Needed for California’s Road 
Charge Pilot

 Fire Log
01/11/2016 13:41:32 2157 Arnold WY /721 EMS call, excluding vehicle
01/11/2016 13:48:50 1635 Foss RD EMS call, excluding vehicle
01/11/2016 19:58:46 1539 Tavern RD /65 EMS call, excluding vehicle
01/12/2016 19:25:00 2660 ALPINE BL /104 EMS call, excluding vehicle
01/13/2016 08:14:37 2001 Tavern RD EMS call, excluding vehicle
01/13/2016 10:31:10 2001 Tavern RD Gas leak (natural gas or LPG
01/13/2016 10:58:53 8770 Harb Canyon RD Gas leak (natural gas or LPG
01/13/2016 11:29:51 15542 OLDE HIGHWAY 80 /LA Disp & cancelled
01/13/2016 15:57:09 I-8 Wb Motor Vehicle Accident with
01/13/2016 16:55:30 2955 Alpine BL Auto Lock-out
01/14/2016 03:31:39 1364 Tavern RD EMS call, excluding vehicle
01/14/2016 03:58:21 948 Alpine Heights RD EMS call, excluding vehicle
01/14/2016 07:13:46 3116 Via Asoleado  Dispatched & cancelled en ro
01/14/2016 13:17:56 2400 Alpine BL /71  Assist invalid
01/14/2016 15:56:37 3114 Victoria DR  EMS call, excluding vehicle
01/15/2016 07:13:53 2302 Via Dieguenos
01/15/2016 08:30:53 1540 Alpine Terrace RD Person in distress, Other
01/15/2016 09:35:09 1364 Tavern RD EMS call, excluding vehicle
01/16/2016 13:55:08 Anderson Rd / E Victoria EMS call, excl vehicle
01/17/2016 09:51:36 17600 JAPATUL RD Dispatched & cancelled en ro
01/17/2016 16:51:24 2400 Alpine BL /130 EMS call, excluding vehicle
10/13/2012  08:19:15 1849 Alpine BL  EMS call, excluding vehicle
10/13/2012 14:03:16 1180 Alpine Heights RD Disp & cancelled en ro
10/13/2012  19:54:22 1750 Arnold WY /96 EMS call, excluding vehicle
10/13/2012  20:08:42 2636 Alpine BL /B EMS call, excluding vehicle
10/14/2012  01:53:19 0 I-8 Eb 622 No Incident found on arrival
10/14/2012  13:42:21 2411 Victoria Meadows DR EMS call, excluding 

Alpine Fire protection District

The Alpine Sun 
can help you get the word out about your next 

sports or community event.
For more information 

contact 
The Alpine Sun: 445-3288



 

  

 

Proof of Publication 
 

 

  

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY of San Diego 

 

 

 

The Undersigned, declares under penalty of perjury under the laws 
of the State of California: That he/she is the resident of the County 
of San Diego. That he/she is and at all times herein mentioned was 
a citizen of the United States, over the age of twenty-one years, 
and that he/she is not a party to, nor interested in the above 
entitled matter; that he/she is Chief Clerk for the publisher of  
 

The San Diego Union-Tribune 
 

a newspaper of general circulation, printed and published daily in 
the City of San Diego,  County of  San Diego, and which newspaper 
is published for the dissemination of local news and intelligence of 
a general character, and which newspaper at all the times herein 
mentioned had and still has a bona fide subscription list of paying 
subscribers, and which newspaper has been established, printed 
and published at regular intervals in the said City of San Diego, 
County of San Diego, for a period exceeding one year next 
preceding the date of publication of the notice hereinafter referred 
to, and which newspaper is not devoted to nor published for the 
interests, entertainment or instruction of a particular class, 
profession, trade, calling, race, or denomination, or any number of 
same; that the notice of which the annexed is a printed copy, has 
been published in said newspaper in accordance with the 
instructions of the person(s) requesting publication, and not in any 
supplement thereof on the following dates, to wit: 
 

January  15, 2016 

  
I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct.  
 

Dated in the City of San Diego, California  
on this 29th of January 2016. 
 
 
 
 

______________________________________________ 

Cris Gaza 
The San Diego Union-Tribune 

Legal Advertising 
 
 
 

Order ID:   3894295 
 

  
 

    
 
  



Attachment C 

Meeting Materials and Meeting Notes 



 



NEET West Energy Transmission West, LLC
Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support 
Project
Application No. 15-08-027       California Public Utilities Commission       January 21, 2016

CPUC SCOPING MEETING FOR DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

Purpose of Scoping Meeting

• Overview of the California Public Utilities Commission 
(CPUC) application review processes

• Describe the proposed NextEra Energy Transmission 
West (NEET West), LLC Suncrest Project

• To allow the public and agencies to provide input 
on the scope and content of the proposed project’s 
Draft EIR

• Scoping comments inform the scope and nature of 
the CEQA environmental analysis.



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

Roles 

California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC)
Lead Agency under CEQA

Horizon Water and Environment 
Environmental Contractor 
for CPUC

NextEra Energy Transmission 
West, LLC (NEET West) 
Project Applicant



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

CPUC Process

• Investor-owned utilities must submit a permit 
application to CPUC for construction of certain 
infrastructure listed under Public Utilities Code 
Section 1001

• NEET West filed an Application consisting of:
– Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and 

Necessity for the proposed project
– A Proponent’s Environmental Assessment (PEA)

• CPUC has authority to approve or deny the 
Application

• CPUC permit application review involves:
– Environmental Review (CEQA)
– CPUC Proceeding



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

CEQA Overview

Basic purposes of CEQA (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 
15002):

• Inform governmental decision makers and public about 
potential significant environmental effects of proposed 
activities.

• Identify ways that environmental damage can be 
avoided or significantly reduced.

• Prevent significant, avoidable damage to environment 
by requiring changes in projects through use of 
alternatives or mitigation measures when governmental 
agency finds changes to be feasible.

• Disclose to public the reasons why a governmental 
agency approved the project in the manner the agency 
chose if significant environmental effects are involved.



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

CPUC Processes

Utility Files 
Application and PEA

Utility Files 
Application and PEA

PEA Review and Deemed 
Complete

PEA Review and Deemed 
Complete

Environmental Review and 
Public Meetings

Environmental Review and 
Public Meetings

Draft Environmental 
Document Issued

(Summer 2016)

Draft Environmental 
Document Issued

(Summer 2016)

Comments on Draft 
Environmental Document

Comments on Draft 
Environmental Document

Final Environmental 
Document Prepared
Final Environmental 
Document Prepared

Proposed DecisionProposed Decision

Comments on 
Proposed Decision

Comments on 
Proposed Decision

Final Decision and 
Final Environmental 

Document

Final Decision and 
Final Environmental 

Document

Protests to Application 
Filed

Protests to Application 
Filed

Response to ProtestsResponse to Protests

Pre-Hearing ConferencePre-Hearing Conference

Scoping MemoScoping Memo

TestimonyTestimony

Evidentiary Hearings (if 
needed)

Evidentiary Hearings (if 
needed)

BriefsBriefs

Application ProcessApplication ProcessCEQA 
PROCESS

HEARING 
PROCESS



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

Summary of Applicant’s Project Objectives

• Meet the CAISO’s identified need for reactive 
support at the Suncrest Substation’s 230 kV bus;

• Improve and maintain the reliability of the 
transmission grid;

• Facilitate delivery of renewable energy generation 
from the Imperial Valley area to population centers 
to the west; and

• Support achievement of the state’s Renewable 
Portfolio Standard.



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

Where is the Proposed Project?



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

Simulation of the Proposed Project (looking east)



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

Proposed Project Components

SVC Facility
• Approximately 6 acres total disturbance
• Contained within approximately 2.6 acres (fenced)

230 kV Transmission Line
• Approximately 1 mile in length
• Beneath Bell Bluff Truck Trail

Overhead Transmission Span
• Approximately 300 feet in length
• Would terminate into the existing San Diego Gas & Electric 

Suncrest Substation



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

Project Construction Overview

• About 10 months from start to finish
• Anticipated to begin 2016/2017

Construction 
Schedule

• Up to 64 workers during peak constructionWorkforce

• Monday to Saturday, 7 a.m. to 7 p.m.
• Certain time-sensitive activities may occur outside these 

hours
Work Hours

• Variety of general construction vehicles
• Possible blastingEquipment



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

CEQA Draft EIR

TOPICS:

Land use and planning

Mineral resources

Noise

Population and housing

Public services
(fire, police, schools, parks)

Recreation

Transportation and traffic

Utilities and service systems
(water, wastewater, solid waste)

Aesthetics

Agriculture and forestry resources

Air quality/greenhouse 
gas emissions

Biological resources

Cultural resources

Geology and soils

Hazards and hazardous materials

Hydrology and water quality



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

Potential Environmental Issues

Resource Issues

Biological Resources • Wetlands
• Hermes copper butterfly

Cultural Resources • Potential buried archaeological 
resources

Hydrology/Water 
Quality

• Stormwater discharges

Land Use • Existing nearby mitigation sites

Noise • Construction noise (including 
blasting)

Public Services • Fire protection services

Alternatives • Existing Suncrest Substation



Suncrest Draft EIR Scoping Meeting

How Can You Provide Comments?

• Informal oral comments and questions tonight

• Preferred:  Fill out a comment card to submit written comments 
and questions tonight

• Preferred:  Submit comments after this meeting by mail, phone, 
or email

• Comments due by 5:00 p.m. on February 8, 2016

Mail Voice Mail Email
Mr. Rob Peterson
CPUC
c/o Horizon Water and 
Environment
180 Grand Avenue, Suite 1405
Oakland, CA 94612

(844) 211-7510 suncrestproject@
horizonh2o.com

For more information, go to: 
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/horizonh2o/suncrest/index.html



California Public Utilities Commission 

Suncrest Dynamic Reactive Power Support Project 
Proposed by NextEra Energy Transmission West, LLC 

Scoping Comment Form 

Name: 
Group/Organization (optional): 

Mailing Address: 

Telephone Number (optional): 

Email (optional): 

 

Comments/Issues: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please use additional sheets if necessary. 

Submit written comments (postmarked no later than February 8, 2016) to: 

Mail: Rob Peterson, CPUC Project Manager 
c/o Tom Engels 
Horizon Water and Environment, LLC 
180 Grand Avenue, Suite 1405 
Oakland, CA 94612 

Email: suncrestproject@horizonh2o.com 

Questions? P lease contact us or visit our website: 
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/environment/info/horizonh2o/suncrest/index.html 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Rob Peterson, CPUC Project Manager 
c/o Tom Engels 
Horizon Water and Environment, LLC 
180 Grand Avenue, Suite 1405 
Oakland, CA 94612 

 
 
 

(fold here) 

Place 

 Stamp 

 Here 

Tape 
Here-  

Do not 
staple 



CPUC Suncrest Scoping Meeting – Thursday, January 21, 2016 

• Does the PUC provide legal support for residents to sue SDG&E? 
• Where is NextEra from? In California? 

o Andy: NextEra is headquartered in Florida, but have facilities/operations all over North 
America. Already have $4.5 billion in infrastructure in CA, but this is their first foray into 
the transmission sector 

• What is the need for this project? 
• Have you done environmental impact studies? Done any fieldwork? Where is the 

documentation for this? 
o Yes. NextEra has done fieldwork already. Paperwork is in the PEA. 

• Will this facility affect groundwater? Construction/operation? 
o This will be considered in the EIR. 

• Does the project use cooling water? Would it take any water out of the ground? 
• What about ozone emissions? 
• How come the CPUC didn’t do an environmental study? Viejas requested a cultural study in 

August 2014 but it was denied. 
o CPUC hasn’t approved anything; CPUC is currently at the beginning of its environmental 

review process. 
• Why didn’t you put the facility closer to the wind mills? 

o Andy: CAISO functional specs required it at its current proposed location. 
• Are you looking at the existing Suncrest Substation EIR? Will you be cosigning it? 

o Andy: Believes Viejas is talking about the possible lithic scatters in project area. They 
requested additional testing, but NextEra didn’t have authorization to conduct testing. 

• What about fire danger? Air emissions? Want to know the details of the project to know 
possible effects. 

• Is there really a need for this project? SDG&E said Sunrise Powerlink was not necessary but 
would be nice to have. They built it to transport electricity from Mexico, and it resulted in rate 
increases. 

o EIR will address need for the project, but will not discuss rates.  
• Community often does not benefit from these types of projects. San Diego County has highest 

number of Native Americans in state (?), and there is different value/perspective of the 
backcountry here. 

• EMF radiation effects? Need to know the detailed process inside these facilities. 
• This facility will connect with to renewable generation in Imperial Valley? Does that mean more 

energy coming through Alpine? What about radiation effects? Leukemia? 
• Why did SDG&E refer to the Suncrest Substation as 100 acres when you say its 40 acres? Your 

figure’s not to scale. 
• Is this new project going to sanitize/clear away Native American sites/artifacts like SDG&E did? 

o Think we have a better chance of capturing impacts in this case with a smaller site. 
• This device supposed to be 230 kV? SDG&E facility had a lot of misinformation. 
• How much power goes through the existing substation? 
• Is there an underground component to the SVC? How far down will excavation go? 
• Will blasting occur? What would happen to artifacts? 



o It’s possible some artifacts could be destroyed during blasting if it’s required. Want to 
document what is there and continue to work with the tribe. 

• What about fire danger? Big explosion when Suncrest Substation was started. 
• What about using these two facilities together? Technical details of process? Is it dangerous? 
• In 2012, SDG&E had a north line and another line. Would there be additional lines connected to 

it [Suncrest Substation] in the future? Think more money will be coming into this area. What are 
CPUC’s long-term goals? This looks like a transfer. 

o In other words, are you asking: is this a small piece of a bigger pie? If it is, this will have 
to be discussed in the EIR, because that is required by CEQA/case law. 

• Those boxes in the picture look like air filters filtering air underground. 
o Those are transformers. Nothing operates below grade. 

• Is there always an EIR done for projects? Down at a lake; bottom of Lake Jennings, where there 
was a small transformer yard that’s quadrupled in size with lines going over I-8. 

• It’s been proposed to have a line on Proser (?) Mountain; worried about ongoing SDG&E 
construction plus this project. Proser (?) Mountain is part of the reservation. Will you build 
another one of these as SDG&E continues to build? 

o Andy: CAISO determines that. NEET competition drives down cost in the long run. 
• 1,700 MW of stranded power out there? Renewable? Do you know how many homes that 

would actually power? 2 MW for 10 city blocks. How much energy is/will be coming in from 
Imperial Valley? 

• Why don’t they just hook into the line that goes down to Calexico? 
• 130 miles from here to desert – so how many of these are they putting in?  

o Rob: Putting similar facilities in Talega, San Luis Rey, etc. In this area, only one. 
• Are they going to be using helicopters? 

o No. 
• I know there’re a lot of biological resources in that area. What type of mitigation are you going 

to implement? 
o Tom: We’re going to be working with all the state/federal wildlife and water agencies. 

Will be working with the tribe on cultural and other resources. 
• In EIR, do they do bio surveys at night or just during the day? A lot of animals only come out at 

night. 
o Tom: Will work with biologists plus agencies who have a good idea of what animals are 

out there. Other agencies may use the EIR to issue permits. 
• Who owns the land right now? 

o Currently privately owned. NextEra has a deal with the landowner. 
o Andy wants to point out that it’s possible the permits Tom mentioned (i.e., USACE, 

CDFW, etc.) might not be required for the project; might not be a nexus with these 
agencies. 

• There are a lot of animals out there: pheasant, chuck, four types of rattlesnake, etc. SDG&E 
didn’t look at any of these. 

• Is this going to be a “fast-tracked” EIR? This has happened in the past. 
• NOP says there’s a time limit for comments, so you are implementing time limits? 

o Rob: Time limits are mandated by CEQA, but we will work with you. 
• Where can we see the EIR? 



o Will be posted on the project website or you can put your name on the sign-in sheet or 
submit a comment and we’ll notify you. 

• If this project causes fire it could burn up the whole county. Very high fire risk in this area. 
• Diane Jacobs at County didn’t know about this project until yesterday. 

o Andy: We have met with fire officials at all levels. Have draft fire construction plan. 
• Are you going to use contracted fire suppression services? 

o Andy: County will provide fire support, but we will make sure there are no impacts 
services. Project unlikely to cause fire. We are more worried about wildfire burning up 
the facility. 

• What about indirect type effects: need for ancillary fire support on standby. Many gallons of fuel 
were transported/stored for helicopter for Suncrest. What if this fuel were to explode or spill? 

• So you’re cleaning up power so it can go over to San Diego? 
• SDG&E has actually caused fires people’s electrical panels/systems in Alpine. 
• So SDG&E didn’t do their job right. They should have had this type of facility in their station 

already. 
• 500 kV is just the wire size; actual voltage/corona/amperage may be much higher. Volts could 

be in the millions. When they kick the power up, cell coverage can go out in wide area. 
• Dean [property owner]: restoration at the site looks nearly complete. As much vegetation out 

there as there was before the SDG&E staging. 
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