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Responses to Comment Set A0003 
Imperial County Department of Public Works 
A0003-1 The commenter’s preference for the West of Dunaway Alternative has been noted. Sec-

tion H.3.1.1 compares the West of Dunaway Alternative to the Proposed Project and 
FTHL Eastern Alternative. The West of Dunaway Alternative was not found to be envi-
ronmentally superior in this segment because the route would be 2.2 miles longer than the 
proposed route resulting in greater ground disturbance impacts and impacts to biological 
and cultural resources, and it would create new significant and unmitigable (Class I) 
visual impacts from the Dunaway OHV Staging Area, south of I-8 and views from 
Dunaway Road north of I-8. 

A0003-2 The commenter’s description of required permits is acknowledged. Section A.6.5 of the 
Draft EIR/EIS lists the permits that would be required for the Sunrise Powerlink Project, 
including roadway permits in Imperial County. 

A0003-3 Section D.12 of the Draft EIR/EIS addresses water quality impacts and erosion control. 
WQ-APM-4 would require use of erosion control best management practices and WQ-
APM-14 would require the development of a SWPPP for construction-related erosion 
control (see Section D.12.3 of the Draft EIR/EIS). Implementation of APMs would reduce 
Impact H-1 (Construction activity could degrade water quality due to erosion and sedi-
mentation) to a less than significant level (Class III) in the Imperial Valley Link. In 
addition, Section A.6.5 of the Draft EIR/EIS lists the permits that would be required for 
the Sunrise Powerlink Project, including permits for the Regional Water Quality Control 
Boards (Regions 7 and 9). 
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Responses to Comment Set A0004 
California State Assembly of 76th District 
A0004-1 The commenter’s support of the in-basin generation alternatives is acknowledged. Please 

refer to General Response GR-8 for a discussion of greenhouse gas impacts of the Sun-
rise Powerlink Project and alternatives. 
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Responses to Comment Set A0005 
San Diego County Board of Supervisors 

A0005-1 The commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project and the Route D Alternative and 
support for local generation is acknowledged. Please refer to General Response GR-9 for 
a discussion of fire risk and the comparison of alternatives and General Response GR-5 
for a discussion of the status of renewable generation projects in the Imperial Valley, 
including Stirling Energy Systems. 

A0005-2 Please refer to General Response GR-9 for a discussion of fire risk and the comparison of 
alternatives and General Response GR-3 for a discussion of reliability between the 
northern and southern transmission line routes. 

A0005-3 Please refer to General Response GR-12 for a discussion of project costs and the 
CEQA/NEPA processes. 

A0005-4 Please refer to General Response GR-6 for a discussion of Smart Energy 2020 and All-
Solar Alternatives. The commenters’ opposition to the Proposed Project and support for 
local renewable generation are acknowledged. 
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