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Responses to Comment Set B0015 
Descanso Planning Group 
B0015-1 The commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project and support for non-transmission 

alternatives is acknowledged. The visual impacts, habitat effects, and fire risks of trans-
mission alternatives are adequately disclosed in the Draft EIR/EIS, both for the Proposed 
Project and for the Southern Alternatives. Sections D.3, E.1.3, E.2.3, E.3.3, and E.4.3 
address the visual impacts of the Proposed Project and Southern Alternatives. Sections 
D.2, E.1.2, E.2.2, E.3.2, and E.4.2 address the biological resources impacts of the 
Proposed Project and Southern Alternatives. Sections D.15, E.1.15, E.2.15, E.3.15, and 
E.4.15 address the fire impacts of the Proposed Project and Southern Alternatives. 
Sections 2 to 4 in the RDEIR/SDEIS also includes an updated discussion of visual 
impacts, habitat effects, and fire risks of transmission alternatives.  

B0015-2 The Descanso Planning Group’s concern that the project would put firefighters and 
homes at risk is acknowledged and analyzed extensively in the Draft EIR/EIS Fire and 
Fuels Management sections (Section D.15 for the Proposed Project, and Sections E.1.15, 
E.2.15, E.3.15, and E.4.15 for the Southern Route Alternatives.) It is also addressed for 
the Sempra Presidential Permit and facilities in Section 2.15 of the RDEIR/SDEIS. Please 
also see General Response GR-9 regarding fire and fuels management. 

B0015-3 Please see General Response GR-11 (Transmission Line Effects on Property Values). 
Note that noise and visual effects are also evaluated for each transmission alternative (see 
Section D.8 and D.3 for the noise and visual impacts for the Proposed Project, Section 
E.1.8, E.2.8, E.3.8, and E.4.8 for the noise analysis for the southern route alternatives, 
and Section E.1.3, E.2.3, E.3.3, and E.4.3 for the visual analysis for the southern route 
alternatives.) Visual and noise impacts are also addressed for the Sempra Presidential 
Permit and facilities in Sections 2.3 and 2.8 of the RDEIR/SDEIS, respectively. 
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Responses to Comment Set B0016 
SAVE POTRERO 
B0016-1 The Modified Route D Alternative would cause significant (Class I) visual impacts along 

the route segment extending from Buckman Springs Road east of Potrero to Lyons 
Valley Road to the west. Key Viewpoint 67 was established on Buckman Springs Road 
and Key Viewpoint 68 was established on Lyons Valley Road. Please see pages E.4.3-11 
through 13 for a discussion of visual impacts in those areas. Two additional key 
viewpoints have been established north of Potrero — one along the Pacific Crest Trail 
near the southeast corner of Hauser Wilderness and a second viewpoint just north of 
Hauser Wilderness (see Response to Comment A0009-38 for the analysis and images of 
the key viewpoints). The new key viewpoint analyses also concluded that significant 
(Class I) visual impacts would occur along the east-west segment of the Modified Route 
D Alternative, south of Hauser Wilderness and north of Potrero. The RDEIR/SDEIS 
gives details regarding the Western Modified Route D Alternative Reroute near the 
Hauser Wilderness. The visual impacts of the Western Modified Route D Alternative 
Reroute would be similar to those addressed for the Modified Route D Alternative. 
Section E.4 of the Draft EIR/EIS has been updated to include the PCT Route Options. 
The original Modified Route D Alternative PCT crossing, also called PCT Option A, has 
been retained in the Final EIR/EIS as part of the Final Environmentally Superior 
Southern Route Alternative. 

B0016-2 The comment identifies the audible corona noise impact as a concern. This impact is 
identified in the Draft EIR/EIS (initially in Section D.8.4.3 and also in Section E.1.8, 
E.2.8, E.3.8, and E.4.8 as Impact N-3). 

B0016-3 Regarding potential interference with radio and television reception, please see Draft 
EIR/EIS Sections D.10.23 and D.10.25. This impact (Impact PS-1) is found to be 
significant, but mitigable to a less than significant level with implementation of Mitiga-
tion Measures PS-1a (Limit the conductor surface electric gradient) and PS-1b (Docu-
ment and resolve electronic interference complaints). 

B0016-4 The commenter states that the Modified Route D Alternative would create a risk for 
helicopters flying near the border. Given the increase in use of aircraft to patrol the 
southern border of the United States with Mexico as stated in the National Border Patrol 
Strategy as outlined by the U.S. Customs and Border Protection, the text of Section E.4.9 
of the Draft EIR/EIS has been revised to include the following impact discussion. The 
text of Mitigation Measure T-11b can be found in Appendix 12 of the Final EIR/EIS. 

Impact T-11LE: Construct on of the transmission lines would penetrate airport
influence area (Class II) 

The Modified Route D runs near the existing SWPL transmission line and U.S.-Mexico 
Border from MP MRD-8 to approximately MP MRD 23. According to SDG&E two 
incidents have occurred involving aircraft flying into the existing SWPL transmission 
line.1 Both these incidents occurred shortly after the SWPL was built and since then 
SDG&E has worked to ensure such incidents do not occur again. While it is unlikely 
that any such incident would occur, transmission lines and towers would potentially 

                                                      
1 “Performance Category Upgrade Request.” SDG&E, December 19, 2007. http://www.wecc.biz/documents/

meetings/PCC/2008/March/Sunrise_Powerlink_Double_Line_Outage_Final_Report.pdf Accessed March 2008. 

 
October 2008 3-997 Final EIR/EIS 



Sunrise Powerlink Project 
3. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ON THE DRAFT EIR/EIS 

 
present a substantial obstacle to be avoided, and require additional attention from 
pilots. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure T-11b would ensure that border patrol staff 
would be notified of the project location and components in order to educate pilots to 
significant dangers that would exist as a result of development of the project. 
Mi gation Measure for Impact T-11LE  Presence of the transmission lines would ti :
penetrate airport influence area and/or create a hazard to aircraft 

T-11b Consult with and inform U.S. Customs and Border Protection.  

B0016-5 The Save Potrero organization’s concern that the project poses a large fire risk is ack-
nowledged and analyzed extensively in the Draft EIR/EIS Fire and Fuels Management 
sections (Sections D.15 and E).  

B0016-6 The environmental impacts of the transmission line alternatives are disclosed in the Draft 
EIR/EIS in the D Sections for the Proposed Project and in the E Sections for the southern 
route alternatives. The commenter is correct that these impacts include significant and 
unmitigable effects on plant and animal communities. 

B0016-7 The organization notes that, in the recent October 2007 fires, both the Southwest Powerlink 
and the Sunrise Powerlink would have failed. This comment is accurate. Please see 
General Response GR-3 on reliability in relation to fire. 

B0016-8 Regarding the potential for the Sunrise Powerlink to import power from Mexico, please 
see General Response GR-7 (Sunrise Powerlink Project Connection to Mexican 
Generation and/or Mexican LNG Import). 

B0016-9 Please see Response to Comment A0006-3 regarding environmental justice issues along 
the northern and southern route alternatives. Please see General Response GR-11 
(Transmission Line Effects on Property Values). 

B0016-10 The commenter’s opposition to the Sunrise Powerlink Project is acknowledged. Please 
see GR-5 (Status of Development of Renewable Generation in the Imperial Valley, 
Eastern San Diego County, and Northern Mexico) regarding the potential for renewable 
facilities to be constructed in the Imperial Valley. 

B0016-11 The comment advocates a high level of in-area renewable and conventional generation, 
which are included as part of the development scenarios of Non-Wires Alternatives in 
Sections E.5 and E.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

B0016-12 The commenter’s opposition to the Sunrise Powerlink Project and its cumulative effects 
are acknowledged. 

 
Final EIR/EIS 3-998 October 2008 



Sunrise Powerlink Project 
3. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ON THE DRAFT EIR/EIS 

 
Comment Set B0017 
The Committee for Responsible Growth 

 

B0017-1 

B0017-2 

B0017-3 

 
October 2008 3-999 Final EIR/EIS 



Sunrise Powerlink Project 
3. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ON THE DRAFT EIR/EIS 

 
Comment Set B0017, cont. 
The Committee for Responsible Growth 

 

B0017-3 cont. 

B0017-4 

 
Final EIR/EIS 3-1000 October 2008 



Sunrise Powerlink Project 
3. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ON THE DRAFT EIR/EIS 

 
Responses to Comment Set B0017 
The Committee for Responsible Growth 
B0017-1 The commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project and support for non-transmission 

alternatives is acknowledged. The fire risks of transmission alternatives are adequately 
disclosed in the Draft EIR/EIS, both for the Proposed Project and for the Southern 
Alternatives (Section D.15 for the Proposed Project, and Sections E.1.15, E.2.15, E.3.15, 
and E.4.15 for the Southern Route Alternatives.) Please also see General Response GR-9 
regarding fire and fuels management. 

B0017-2 The comment identifies a concern of potentially increased generation at existing Mexican 
power plants and advocates for Non-Wires Alternatives. See General Response GR-7 for 
information on how the potential for increased Mexican generation is handled in the 
Draft EIR/EIS. Please see General Response GR-5 (Status of Development of Renewable 
Generation in the Imperial Valley, Eastern San Diego County, and Northern Mexico) 
regarding the potential for renewable facilities to be constructed in the Imperial Valley. 

B0017-3 The comment advocates a high level of in-area renewable and conventional generation, 
which are included as part of the feasible and viable development scenarios of Non-Wires 
Alternatives in the Draft EIR/EIS. 

B0017-4 The effects stated by the commenter are consistent with the range of impacts disclosed in 
the EIR/EIS. The transmission line and alternative routes would have significant visual 
impacts, habitat effects, noise, and fire risks; these impacts are adequately disclosed in 
the Draft EIR/EIS, both for the Proposed Project and for the Southern Alternatives. 
Sections D.3, E.1.3, E.2.3, E.3.3, and E.4.3 address the visual impacts of the Proposed 
Project and Southern Alternatives. Sections D.2, E.1.2, E.2.2, E.3.2, and E.4.2 address the 
biological resources impacts of the Proposed Project and Southern Alternatives. Sections 
D.8, E.1.8, E.2.8, E.3.8, and E.4.8 address the noise impacts of the Proposed Project and 
Southern Alternatives. Sections D.15, E.1.15, E.2.15, E.3.15, and E.4.15 address the fire 
impacts of the Proposed Project and Southern Alternatives. 
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