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Responses to Comment Set A0021 
25 California Legislators 
A0021-1 The commenters’ opposition to the route through ABDSP is acknowledged. Significant 

impacts to State-designated Wilderness are discussed in Section D.5 (Impact WR-4) and 
impacts to cultural resources within the Park are discussed in Section D.7 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS. 
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Responses to Comment Set A0022 
Native American Heritage Commission 
A0022-1 As discussed in Section D.7.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the Sunrise Powerlink Project would 

abide by all applicable regulations, plans, and standards at the federal, State and local 
levels and in accordance with CEQA and NEPA. The cultural resources mitigation 
measures listed in Table D.7-41 (Mitigation Monitoring Program – Cultural and 
Paleontological Resources) would ensure that impacts to cultural resources are 
minimized. 

The Draft EIR/EIS addresses impacts associated with the discovery of known and unknown 
human remains under Impacts C-2 and C-3, and known and unknown archaeological 
resources under Impacts C-3 and C-5. Mitigation Measures currently include data 
recovery, Mitigation Measure C-1d (Conduct data recovery to reduce adverse effects), 
and monitoring, Mitigation Measure C-1e (Monitor construction at known ESAs), Miti-
gation Measure C-3a (Monitor construction in areas of high sensitivity for buried 
resources. The specific recommendations from the comment letter are addressed below. 

The commenter recommends the following action: contact the appropriate California 
Historic Resources Information Center (CHRIS) for possible 'recorded sites' in locations 
where the development will or might occur. Archaeological site record forms and a 
bibliography of cultural resource literature addressing the Proposed Project area were 
obtained from the South Coastal Information Center (SCIC) at San Diego State University 
and the Southeastern Information Center (SEIC) at the Imperial Valley College Desert 
Museum in Ocotillo, California. The San Diego Museum of Man, the Begole Archeological 
Research Center in Anza-Borrego Desert State Park, and the Bureau of Land Management 
Desert District Office provided additional information. Lists of national, state, and local 
registered sites were also consulted. Locations of potential cultural resources were 
obtained from a variety of historic maps covering the two counties (Imperial County and 
San Diego County). 

The BLM Class I methodology employed for the alternatives analysis essentially mir-
rored the approach used for the Proposed Project. The EIR/EIS team conducted multiple 
records searches at various repositories of cultural resources information, including 
appropriate CHRIS centers for 100 percent of each alternative, including a 0.5-mile 
radius around each alternative, the standard coverage for BLM Class I inventories. 

In addition, the commenter recommends the following action: if an archaeological 
inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report 
detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey. 
Intensive archaeological pedestrian surveys were conducted for the Proposed Project and 
for at least 30 percent of each alternative route, as detailed in Section D.7.1 of the 
DIER/DEIS (pages D.7-3 through D.7-6) Two separate survey reports documenting the 
archaeological studies and findings are in the final stages of preparation and agency 
review. One survey report was prepared by SDG&E for its Proposed Project corridors. A 
second report, prepared for the BLM and CPUC, details the findings of surveys for all of the 
alternatives considered. These reports will be available following review by the CPUC, 
BLM, USFS, and ABDSP. The reports, along with confidential site records and site 
location maps will be made available by October, 2008 to each Band for resources in the 
vicinity of its reservation. 
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The commenter recommends the following action: contact the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) for a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search of the project area and 
information on tribal contacts. The NAHC was contacted by Gallegos and Associates for 
a SLF search of the Proposed Project corridors, while SWCA contacted the NAHC for 
searches of the SLF for proposed alternative corridors. Following those requests, and 
using tribal contacts provided by the NAHC, the BLM initiated government-to-
government Native American consultation for the project, requesting information on any 
sacred lands, sites, or issues of cultural concern within the Proposed Project and 
alternatives area. As documented in Appendix 9C of the Draft EIR/DEIS, the BLM 
contacted 49 representatives of 22 tribal governments to elicit concerns and comments 
about the Proposed Project and alternatives. That consultation, which was formally 
initiated on July 5, 2006 is ongoing, and will continue during the Section 106 process for 
compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act. 

The commenter states that lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not 
preclude their subsurface existence. The Draft EIR/EIS (page D.7.36) addresses impacts 
associated with the discovery of unknown and potentially significant cultural resources 
under Impact C-3 (Construction of the project would cause an adverse change to 
unknown significant buried prehistoric and historical archaeological sites or buried 
Native American human remains), as follows: 

…Buried archaeological resources may be encountered during vegetation removal at 
tower and pull site locations, grading of access roads, or excavation associated with 
tower construction. CR-APM-3 outlines procedures for the treatment of any such 
resources discovered during construction. Mitigation Measures C-1c, C-1d, C-1f, 
C-2a, and C-3a would reduce impacts to unknown significant buried prehistoric and 
historic archaeological sites. After mitigation, impacts to such sites would be less 
than significant (Class II), with the exception of sites containing human remains, 
which would remain significant (Class I). 

The commenter also recommends the following action: lead agencies should include 
provisions for discovery of Native American human remains or unmarked cemeteries in 
their mitigation plans. The Draft EIR/EIS (page D.7-35) addresses impacts associated 
with the discovery of Native American human remains under Impact C-2 (Construction 
of the project would cause an adverse change to sites known to contain human remains), as 
follows: 

Any adverse effect to human remains is considered a significant Class I impact. 
CR-APM-3 outlines procedures for the treatment of unanticipated discoveries during 
construction; however, this APM is superseded by Mitigation Measures C-1b, C-1c, 
C-1d, C-1e, C-1f, C-2a, and C-2b in the Draft EIR/EIS, which would partially 
compensate for impacts to human remains. However, the impacts would still be 
considered significant (Class I), in accordance with 36 CFR 800 which considers 
impacts to human remains an unmitigable adverse effect. 

Finally, the commenter states that Health and Safety Code § 7050.5, Public Resources 
Code § 15064.5(d) of the California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) mandate 
procedures to be followed, including that construction or excavation be stopped in the 
event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a location other than a dedi-
cated cemetery until the county coroner or medical examiner can determine whether the 
remains are those of a Native American. The discussion of impacts associated with the 
discovery of Native American human remains is addressed within this response above. 
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Construction would be diverted to other areas of the project until the county coroner or 
medical examiner can visit the site and determine whether the remains are those of a 
Native American and provisions of the resources codes are implemented. 
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