Valley-lvyglen Subtransmission Line and Fogarty Substation Project
3. DRAFT EIR COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

B. Individuals

This section provides responses to comments about the Draft EIR received from individuals.
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B1 Comments

Ei_gt:meJ Nicolas

From: michelle_asmondy@capgroup.com

Posted At: Thursday, July 09, 2008 8:28 AM

Conversation: Question on Valley-lvyglenn Subtransmission - line route

Posted To: lvyGlen

Subject: Question on Valley-lvyglenn Subtransmission - line route

Hello - I've been reviewing the documents on the Valley-Ivyglenn project. B1-1

Can you please confirm for me where your final proposal of the transmission lines will be
coming out of the Ivyglenn substation. As the they traverse the 15 freeway, are they
running up Campbell Ranch road to Indian Truck trail or are they on the east side of 15
freevay?

Michelle Asmondy | The Capital Group Companies
Location: IRV | Extension: 54567
E-mail: MLA@capgroup.com
[ Mailing: 6465 Irvine Center Drive Irvine , CA
92618 ]
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Responses to B1 Comments
Michelle Asmondy

B1-1

May 2010

Thank you for your question concerning the Valley-lvyglen Subtransmission Line and Fogarty
Substation Project. Your comment concerns segments in the Western Region of the project area
where the proposed subtransmission line route leaves the lvyglen Substation and then nears or
crosses Interstate 15 (1-15). These segments are labeled W-5, W-7, W-10, and W-11 in Section
C.2.5 of the Draft EIR.

Based on engineering and environmental considerations, Segments W-7 and W-11 were
eliminated from further consideration (page C-12). Segment W-5 was eliminated because it
would generate land use conflicts (page C-28). Segment W-10, which is part of the proposed
project route (Figure C.2-8), was the only route in this area of the project route that was carried
forward for analysis in the Draft EIR. On page B-4 of the Draft EIR, Segment W-10 is described
as follows:

East to west, “Segment W-10 proceeds from the crossing over 1-15 southeast of Indian Truck
Trail, continues on the north side of I-15 between I-15 and Temescal Canyon Road toward the I-
15 and Temescal Canyon Road overpass and into the lvyglen Substation” (Figure B.3-6b).

Campbell Ranch Road is on the southwest side of 1-15 and would not be crossed by the proposed
subtransmission line. De Palma Road, which is the extension of Campbell Ranch Road south of
Indian Truck Trail, however, would be crossed by the proposed subtransmission line. See
Segment W-8 (Figure B.3-6b). Additionally, the subtransmission line would follow De Palma
Road along Segment W-4 from Horsethief Canyon Road (Figure B.3-6a).
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B2 Comments

May 2010

Figone, Nicolas

From: Jerry Sincich [jsincich1@ca.rr.com]
Posted At: Monday, July 13, 2009 3:06 PM
Conversation: lvyglen Project

Posted To: lvyGlen

Subject: Ivyglen Project

This is to notify the Southern California Edison Valley-lvyglen Subtransmission Line and Fogarty Substation B2-1
Project Management Group that the placement of these lines along Campbell Ranch Road would severely impact

the Sycamore Creek Community. In case of an emergency (e.g. fire and/or earthquake) that would cause one or

more of these transmission lines to fall on to Campbell Ranch Road, all three exits from the Sycamore Creek

community would be blocked. This would have disastrous results and the potential for significant loss of life since
Sycamore Creek residents could neither exit the community nor could emergency help reach the community.

Please do not place the transmission lines along Campbell Ranch Road.
Thank you for your help in this matter,’

Jerry Sincich
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Responses to B2 Comments
Jerry Sincich

B2-1

May 2010

Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken into account by decision-makers
when they consider the proposed Project. Additionally, your mailing address has been noted and
added to the project mailing list. Emergency access is addressed in Section D.8 (Impact HAZ-7)
and Section D.12 (Impacts TRANS-2 and TRANS-5) of the Draft EIR.
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B3 Comments

Figone, Nicolas

From: Mary Fran McCluskey [faststats@faststatschecks.com]
Posted At: Wednesday, July 15, 2009 7:16 PM

Conversation: Valley-lvyglen & Fogarty

Posted To: IvyGlen

Subject: Valley-lvyglen & Fogarty

from Mary Fran McCluskey
32953 Marie Drive
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530

I was happy to hear that there seems to be an alternative plan B31
to bring power to Lake Elsinore. )
This is a much better idea that the LEAPS project, which
would churn up our lake and erect lots of colossal towers.
And it wouldn't even bring power to us locals.

This also seems to be a quick fix and relatively inexpensive
compared to the LEAPS project.
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Responses to B3 Comments
Mary Fran McCluskey

B3-1 Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken into account by decision-makers
when they consider the proposed Project. Additionally, your mailing address has been noted and
added to the project mailing list.
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B4 Comments

California Public Utilities Commission
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
Public Comment Meeting

Valley-lvyglen 115kV Subtransmission Line
And Fogarty Substation Project (lvyglen Project)

COMMENT SHEET
Lake Elsinore, CA - July 15, 2009

Thank you for participating in tonight's Public Comment Meeting on the Ivyglen Project.
Your comments on the DEIR are encouraged.

Name (pleaseprinty /T ERRENCE . Smi4A
Affiliation (if applicable):
prone: G5/ - 47/~ 326¢ Emai U asl. com
aagess. D08 Rostrata Ave

City, State, Zip: Lm(’e, E.(swm : CA- 6}95_ 301

COMMENTS
'Z:/(/e 6§ ConTenis
SecTrin
).  Coven Sheet
7. /zu‘fnoa’u'hw (ﬁM eS

,m Siauatunes oF Residonts ' j/"’”
P@’%ﬂﬁ"’ﬁ _P{lb\e_cj_
IMML. Stacet’ map Segment <3+ C-f )2
Rt P(_Lﬂ..__sagdlug U!g WS P[Q‘}U&S !D"lz 31 P?S ! z*-& )
pa, 2|
W, Conloser Y

Mail comments to: Jensen Uchida clo Ecology & Environment, Inc.130 Battery Street, San Francisco, CA 94111
Fax: (415) 981-0801  Email: ivyglen@ene.com.
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Application No.:  A.07-01-031

Exhibit No.:

Witnesses: Terrence T Smith

Residents of the Valley-Ivyglen Project: Segments C-3, and C-4

Comments Concerning DIER REPORT

Before the

Public Utilities Commission of the State of California

Lake Elsinore, Ca.

July 15 2009
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Introduction

Enclosed are Overriding Considerations that merit Commission Disapproval of B4-1
Segments C-3, and C-4 of Alternative 5.

The purpose of the following pages will provide evidence that was not
Presented in the Draft EIR Report. The report presented has outdated Reference
Figures and numerous misinformation.

For example Reference: Fig. 3.3-5 proposed route C-3, and C-4 are dated B4-2
2/14/2007. The aerials shown are outdated and were taken in approx. 2001.
They do not show any of the development in the area that has occurred such as
new residents, shopping centers or other items. Another misrepresentation is B4-3
Table D.4-4 on page D.4-29, line impacts to sensitive species. Segments C-1
Shows numerous sensitive species and as soon as the route turns on C-3 and
C-4 they disappear. C-3 and C-4 are the same terrain as C-1and my fellow
Residents and | have seen most of the species listed in Segment C-1. In B44
addition, it is Amazing that all these studies were done and not one resident

was ever contacted. There are about 125 homes directly under or within 300 B4-5
Feet of Segments C-3 and C-4 and hundreds more will have their views ruined.
It is unbelievable that this study can make the statement that a 65 foot pole in

Your front yard will not affect your view or property value.

May 2010 3-49 Final Environmental Impact Report



Valley-lvyglen Subtransmission Line and Fogarty Substation Project
3. DRAFT EIR COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

The Superior alternative would be to follow Segment C-1 and continue down B4-6
Hwy. 74 on Segment C-8e to segment C-8b. Taking this route would be better.
There are no residents or endangered species. It is also a shorter route and
would be closer to connecting to existing Elsinore substation which is planned
In the future. The Draft EIR Report is also misleading on pages D.3-14 which B4-7
Show characteristic landscape in segments C-3 and C-4. If you go by the
photo’s Submitted you would assume nobody lives in the area.

Enclosed are actual photo’s of Segments C-3 and C-4. When viewing the
Pictures | have supplied you will notice they are not the best but do show
homes in segments C-3 and C-4 unlike the DEIR report that only shows empty
Roads and no residents. There are many more resident that are not shown.

| am also sending 97 signatures from residents in the area that do not want B4-8
The Ivyglen project going thru our area.
Next issue is the fiber optic lines to be installed. They are included in project. | g4.9
But there is no mention of how many lines there will be, what height they will
be installed at or a reference photo. The DEIR report needs to address the B4-10
above mentioned issues as it is incomplete as presented. | have lived in the

Warm Springs for 38 years and know the area. | could continue pointing out

other problems with report but hope the issues cited will keep the project out .

Sincerely, 951-471-3464
Terrence Smith
28281 Rostrata Ave.

Lake Elsinore, Ca. 9253
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iy
phA 7(” .
B % Notice of Protest
' ]0‘)4 } S1Gr445 lyyglen Project

Proposed by Southern California Edison Company
Application No.’s A. -01-031 and A. 07-04-028

vifss - C -
__To: Al Int érested Partles
The undersigned residents Protest the Ivyglen Project running thru their
neighborhood. The project would negatively affect their quality of life and
destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power
poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property
values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a potential fire
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Notice of Protest
prge @ Ivyglen Project

Proposed by Southern California Ed:sori Company
A::II;at!on No.’s A, 07~01-031 and A. 07-04-028

- - - =
*

____To: Al lnt ested Parties 4 -

The undersigned residents Protest the Ivyglen Project running thru their
neighborhood. The project would negatively affect their quality of life and
destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power
poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property
values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a potential fire
hazard running over a heavily wooded area. Dated starting 7-8-
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Ph—?ﬁ. % Notice of Protest

Ivyglen Project

Proposed by Southern California Edison Company
Application No.’s A. 07-01-031 and A. 07—04-028 '

~S€ MQ.N+S C- 3 C*“,L' s

_To: All nterested Parties S

The undersigned residents Protest the Ivyglen Project running thru their
neighborhood. The project would negatively affect their quality of life and
destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power
poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property
values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a potential fire
hazard running over a heavily wooded area. Dated star_@ 7-8-Q9
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page * -
Notice of Protest
lvyglen Project

Proposed by Southern California Edison Company
Application No.'s A. 0?—01-031 and A 07-04-028

Se mean 4'5- L= 3 C ~ "}
To: Al Interested Partles

'he undersigned residents Protest the [vyglen Project running thru their
neighborhood. The project would negatively atfect their quality of life and
destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power
poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property
values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a potential fire

~ hazard running over a heavily wooded area. Dated ing 7-8-09
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Phcje 5’
Notice of Protest

lvyglen Project

Proposed by Southern California Edison Company
Applicatmn No.'s A, D?~01-031 and A. 07-04-028

To: Al Interested Parﬂes

I'he undersigned residents Protest the Ivyglen Project running thru their
aeighborhood. The project would negatively atfect their quality of life and
destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power
poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property

values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a poteptial fire
‘hazard minning over a heavily wooded area. Dated s mg,?;fg—/
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page G .
Notice of Protest
Ivyglen Project
Proposed by Southern California Edison Company
Application No.’s A. 07—01-031 and A. 07-04-028

Seqments s € - W et b
To: All Interested E'artles o

The undersigned residents Protest the Ivyglen Project running thru their
neighborhood. The project would negatively affect their quality of life and
destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power
poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property
values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a potential fire
__hazard running over a heavily wooded area. Dated starting 7-8-09
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Address: 774 [/ 6 RosTrata Alle L aKe ff/? CAF2522
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prge. 4

Notice of Protest

Ivyglen Project

Proposed by Southern California Edison Company
Application No.'s A.. o7~o1-oa1 and A. 07—04-020

Sequnit €3 €
_____To: All Interésted Parties -

The undersigned residents Protest the Ivyglen Project running thru their
. neighborhood. The project would negatively affect their quality of life and
destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power
poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property
values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a potential fire
hazard runnmg over a heavily wooded area. Dated /g_t_a_n_in 7-8-09
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Notice of Protest

Ivyglen Project

Proposed by Southern California Edison Company
Application No.’s A. 07—01-031 and A. 07-04-028

Se mends 7 C - Z (=gl -ov i
___To: ’All Intérested Partles =

The undersigned residents Protest the Ivyglen Project running thru their
neighborhood. The project would negatively affect their quality of life and
destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power
poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property
values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a potential fire

hazard runmng over a heavily wooded area. Dated starting 7-8-09
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Notice of Protest

Ilvyglen Project

Proposed by Southern California Edison Company
Application No.'s A. 07-01-031 and A. 07-04-028

To: All Interested Parties

The undersigned residents Protest the Ivyglen Project running thru their

neighborhood. The project would negatively affect their quality of life and

destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power

poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property

values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a potential fire
~ hazard running over a heavily wooded area. Dated starting 7-8-09
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Notice of Protest
Ivyglen Project

Proposed by Southern California Edison Company
Application No.’s A. 07-01-031 and A. 07-04-028

To: All Interested Parties

The undersigned residents Protest the [vyglen Project running thru their
neighborhood. The project would negatively affect their quality of life and
destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power
poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property
values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a potential fire
‘hazard running over a heavily wooded area. Dated starting 7-8-09
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951 -6 #
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Name: Sign:

Address:

Name: Sign:

Address

Name: Sign:

Address:

Name: Sign:

Address:

Name: - Sigﬂl

Address:
Name: Sign:
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Name: Sign:
Address:
Name: Sign:
Address

May 2010 3-60 Final Environmental Impact Report



Valley-lvyglen Subtransmission Line and Fogarty Substation Project
3. DRAFT EIR COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

pAge I
Notice of Protest

Ivyglen Project

Proposed by Southern California Edison Company
Application No.’s A. 07-01-031 and A. 07-04-028

____To: All Interested Parties

The undersigned residents Protest the Ivyglen Project running thru their
neighborhood. The project would negatively affect their quality of life and
destroy the visual landscape of the area. Replacing 26’foot existing power
poles with 65 foot to 100 foot tall poles would negatively affect property
values. The lines would also create undo noise and would be a potential fire
hazard running over a heavily wooded area. Dated starting 7-8-09
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CONCLUSION
In summary | hope enough information was presented to keep
The IVYGLEN PROJECT from going thru SEGMENTS C-3 and
C-4. There are superior alternatives that will not affect residents
or sensitive species. The DEIR report is incomplete and uses
information that is outdated as the area has changed considerately
in the last 5 years. Hopefully those issues can be addressed and

Standardized as information presented does not seem to be.

q-53% 09
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Responses to B4 Comments
Terrence T. Smith

B4-1

B4-2

B4-3

B4-4

B4-5

B4-6

B4-7

B4-8

B4-9

May 2010

Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken into account by decision-makers
when they consider the proposed Project.

It is acknowledged that visual resources in the project area have been altered by development in
the interim time between the date aerials and other photos were taken for the visual resource
analysis and the date the Draft EIR was released. Thirty-three representative photos were
included in the analysis to characterize the proposed 25-mile transmission route and Fogarty
Substation site. These representative photos were chosen to characterize the variety of visual
resources present within the project area, including industrial development (segments 1A and 3E),
transportation infrastructure (segments 1B, 2B, 2E, 3B, 3C, and 3D), residential development
(segments 1B, 1C, 2B, 2C, 3A, and 3B), commercial development (segment 2B and 2C), and
rural or natural landscapes (segments 2D, 2E, 2F, 3B, 3C, and 3D and figures D.3-2, D.3-3, and
D.3-5). While development may have occurred at specific locations along the route, the analysis
of impacts to visual resources remains valid. The analysis considered potential impacts to the
broad spectrum of visual resource settings along the route and does not base the overall result on
one or two of the viewpoints, which no doubt will see dynamic changes prior to construction of
the proposed Project. Additionally, please refer to the more recent aerial used as the base map for
Figure C.2-6 of the Draft EIR. Figure C.2-6 shows route segments C-3 and C-4.

Table D4.4 in the Draft EIR did not include all of the survey results, including the results of
surveys conducted more recently by the Applicant in 2008 and 2009. Special status species
occurrences from all of the surveys performed to date (2006 through 2009) have been
incorporated into the revised Biological Resources section (Chapter 5 of the Final EIR). This
information was also used to update species analyses. Table D4.4 has been incorporated into the
text of Section D.4.1.6 in the revised Biological Resources section.

Public participation is an essential part of the EIR process, which is directed by the California
Environmental Quality Act. Public hearings were held on July 15 and July 16, 2009 during the
45-day comment period. Formal responses are made to all comments received during this period.
Additionally, the Draft EIR and other project documentation are available on the Internet at
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/ene/ivyglen/ivyglen.html.

See response to comment B4-1.
See response to comment B4-1.
See response to comment B4-2.

All of the signatures collected are included in Chapter 3, Section B4, of the Final EIR. It is
acknowledged that all of the signatures collected were on a form titled, “Notice of Protest,” that
indicates opposition to the Project. In addition, your statement is included in the public record
and will be taken into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed Project.

Please refer to Section B.3.2 of the Draft EIR. The telecommunications lines will be installed on
the proposed subtransmission line poles with the exception of telecommunications line that would
be installed underground at the entrance to the Ivyglen Substation. Telecommunications line
would also be installed underground for 1,200 feet to existing wood poles between the Ivyglen
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and Elsinore Substations. Additionally, please refer to the edits made to page B-26 (Section 4.3 of
the Final EIR).

B4-10 See response to comment B4-1.
B4-11 Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken into account by decision-makers

when they consider the proposed Project. In addition, please refer to the response to comment B4-
2.
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B5 Comments

Jul 30 2009 11:53PM Fickett & Associates 925-258-0227 page 1

8 El Sereno
ORINDA, CA 94563
Tel: (925) 258-0773 Fax: (925) 258-0227

May 2010

July 30, 2009

Valley-Ivyglen Sub transmission Line/Fogarty Substation
California Public Utilities Commission

130 Battery St., Suite 400 5
San Francisco, CA 94111

Re: g ley-Ivvgl transmissio e and
consi roject ive Project Objectives
i

To Whom It May Concern: |

As a property owner in Riverside County I wish to express my serious concerns about the
failure of the draft EIR to address a No Project Alternative that meets the Project Objectives,
is less impacting to local citizens and the environment and reduces cost impacts to ratepayers,
This alternative does not require the rebuild of the 115kV Valley to Ivyglen substation sub
transmission line. This option consists of two existing proposed projects, one of which is an
SCE project! i

I respectfully request that this qew option be fully evaluated.
|

Proposed No Project Option ~ Proposed SCE Alberhill 500/115 Kv loop substation. Please see
the first attachment — SCE’s SnP Jacinto Transmission Assessment Plan dated July 31,2008, On
page 8 it states: !
|

San Jacinto - Alberhill Substation

3 Project Objectives .

- Provide additional capacity to serve projected load growth.

— Transfer approx. 250 from Valley in 2012,

— Serve the Lake Elsi area and vicinity in western Riverside County.

O Project Scope

— Construct a new 500/ # 15 kV substation southwest of the existing Valley

Substation.

— Loop in existing Vallll;y - Serrano 500kV T/L.
Proposed on line date is 2012. This project is currently being reviewed by the CAISO. It would
eliminate the need for the Valley-Fogerty Substation sub transmission upgrade.

B5-1
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Jul 30 2009 11:53PM Fickett & Associates 925-258-0227 page 2

In addition to this proposal, a new generation project is being proposed near Temecula (see B5-1
attachment 2). This 49 MW plant will provide peak power to the Valley 115 sub transmission Cont'd
system (according to the County the plant will interconnect into the Auld Moraga #2 line). Iam | “°"
told that on peak generation in/the 115Kv sub transmission system in this location reduces local
load demand and line losses.

So a combination of this newplant, energy conservation and solar electric installations on
commercial building or homesin the area in the 2011-2012 period, will provide the time needed
to complete the Alberhill 500/115 Kv substation and connect it to the Ivyglen substation (see
attachment 3, photo showing a*l substation locations). ;

This No Project option needs to be fully evaluated and included in the Final EIR

Further as a ratepayer I am very concerned about the apparent redundancy in transmission B5-2
projects both doing the same thing. If the proposed Valley-Ivyglen sub transmission line is
approved and built for 2011 ion, 1-2 years later the Alberhill 500/1 15Kv substation will be
built and basically provide to the Ivy-glen area, thereby eliminating the need for the
original Valley Ivyglen 115Kv rebmld. Sounds like getting paid twice for “solving” the load
growth need. r

|
It would appear that the Alberhill option, in combination with new peaking generation, energy | 5.3
efficiency and solar pv in the I115 corridor south of Ivy-glen and Valley, would reduce the need
for a number of 115Kv transmiission upgrade projects being pushed through the CPUC process.

Why isn’t the CPUC conducting a CEQA process for the SCE sub transmission 115Kv 10 year

plan? This seems like piecemealing under CEQA to me. Three years ago there was the Auld

Moraga upgrade; last summer there was the Valley-Auld to Pauba upgrade with the new Triton

substation in Temecula (which| lare two separate projects?). And now we have the Valley-Ivyglen
“oops we forgot Alberhill 500/ F 15Kv substation” project.

The CPUC should consider loujcing at the entire Valley 115 KV sub transmission system as a
part of this EIR to confirm that/rate payer dollars are not being spent when less impacting
altematives such as increased load management, energy conservation, new peaking generation
and aggressive efforts to install new solar pv in the area are considered.

Just building more wire for haridling peak loads (which might happen 5% of the time), seems to | B5-4
be making a ratepayer investment for a single purpose. And making it twice for the same basic
purpose is not good government.

Respectfully submitted, '
‘Qloooas- %&ou—m__
Rebecca L. Beemer

Cc: Michael P. Florio, TURN '
Michael Shames, UCAN :
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Agenda

Area System Diagrams =~

Area Base Cases Preparation and Study Assumptions
Power Flow Results

Transient and Post Transient Results

Mitigations / Future Projects In the Area

Next Steps
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Area Base Case Study Scenarios

— 2013:
-+ 2013 Heavy Summer Pre and Post Alberhill
— Peak Generation and Peak Load case

» 2013 Heavy Spring Pre and Post Alberhill

~ Peak Generation and Off Peak Load case

— 2018:
» 2018 Heavy Summer Pre and Post Auld

— Peak Generation and Peak Load case
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Study Assumptions
Load Assumption

2013 2018

Peak Off Peak Peak
(1-in10)  (65% of 1-in-2) (1-in10)

Valley 1758 1078 1360

Alberhill 258 159 310

Auld - - 608
Total 2016 1237 2278
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Total San Valley
Jacinto  500/115 kV
Load (MW) (MW)

Station

Capacity aae

Alberhill

500/115kV  500/115 kV

(MW)

Auld

(MW)

2008 1755 1755 | 87% ’ .
2013 Pre 2017/
Alberhill 100° i i
20138Post i =
Alberhil 1758 | 87% 259 ”
2018 Pre Auld 1669/ 83% 310 -
2018 Post 1669 E
Anid 751/ 37% 310 608
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Transient & Post-Transient Study Results

~ = No Transient or Post Transient violations were
found with the addition of Alberhill and Auld
500/115 kV substations
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Planned Projects in San Jacinto Area

= Alberhill 500/115 Substation (OD-2012)

— Looping into the existing Valley — Serrano 500kV T/L

= Auld 500/115 kV Substation (OD 2017)
— Connecting to Valley 500 kV Substation via two 15 miles T/L
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San Jacinto - Alberhill Substation

* Project Objectives

~ Provide additional capacity to serve projected load growth.

- Transfer approx. 250 MW from Valley in2012.

— Serve the Lake Elsinore area and vicinity in western Riverside County.
* Project Scope

— Construct a new 500/115 kV substation southwest of the existing Valley
Substation.

— Loop in existing Valley - Serrano 500kV T/L.
= Need Date
- 2012
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San Jacinto - Auld Substation

» Project Objectives

— Provide additional capacity to serve projected load growth.
— Transfer 600 MW of Valley load.

= Project Scope

— New Auld 500 kV Substation near the existing Auld 115 kV.

— Construct two (2) new 500 kV T/L from Valley to Auld approx. 10 miles each.
= Need Date

- 2017

¥8-€
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- Relieves Valley load further, in addition to the relief provided Alberhill project.
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Next Steps

= Seek CAISO approval for the Method of
Service for Alberhilt 500 kV station and Auld
500 kV Station
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Responses to B5 Comments
Rebecca L. Beemer

B5-1

May 2010

As required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15126.6,
the “no project” alternative along with its impact is analyzed in Section C.2.3 and Section E.2.1
of the Draft EIR. Additionally, a reasonable range of alternatives was analyzed as required by
CEQA Section 15126.6. Prior to evaluation in the EIR, an alternatives screening process was
carried out that considered a range of alternatives. The alternatives were reviewed for their ability
to meet Project objectives and feasibility to be implemented. A refined list of alternatives from
the screening process was then carried forward for evaluation in the EIR (Draft EIR Chapters C
and E).

The *“no project” alternative analyzed (Alternative 1) is the circumstance under which the project
would not proceed. The purpose of describing and analyzing a no project alternative is to allow
decision-makers to compare the impacts of approving the proposed Project with the impacts of
not approving the proposed Project. The “no project” alternative is not a different or replacement
project or set of projects, as the commenter suggests (i.e., the Applicant’s Alberhill System
Project, referred in the comment letter as the San Jacinto — Alberhill Substation, and the proposed
new generation project near Temecula).

Further, while CEQA requires analysis of a no project alternative in an EIR, there is no
requirement that it either (1) meet project objectives, (2) result in fewer impacts to local citizens
and the environment, or (3) reduce cost impacts on ratepayers. As stated in Section E.2.1 of the
Draft EIR, Alternative 1 would not achieve Project objectives (Section A.1), such as providing
safe and reliable service to the customers in the Fogarty and Valley-lvyglen Electrical Needs
Area.

Furthermore, it cannot be concluded with any degree of certainty that if the proposed Project is
not constructed, either the Applicant’s Alberhill System Project or the new generation project
being proposed near Temecula would be constructed. In other words, disapproval of the proposed
Project does not indicate that the Applicant’s Alberhill System Project or the new generation
project being proposed near Temecula would be constructed; therefore these other projects are
not consequences of Alternative 1.

Alternatives must meet most or all of the project objectives and be feasible. The projects
discussed in the comment letter, either independently or together, fail to meet most of the project
objectives. As stated in Section A.1, which has been revised to clarify the underlying purpose of
the proposed Project, one of the specified Project objectives is to provide a direct connection
between the Applicant’s Valley 500/115 kV Substation and lvyglen 115/12 kV Substation for
safe and reliable service to the customers in the Fogarty and Valley-lvyglen Electrical Needs
Area. Neither the Alberhill System Project nor the new generation project being proposed near
Temecula would achieve this objective, which is needed for system reliability. In addition,
improved system reliability is needed prior to 2014—the date the Applicant proposes that the
Alberhill System Project would be operational.

While the projects suggested in the comment letter were not considered as alternatives to the
proposed Project, there is a potential that these projects may be constructed independent of the
proposed Project. As such, they were instead considered for their potential to contribute to the
proposed Project’s cumulative effects. The proposed new generation project near Temecula is
considered to be too distant from the proposed Project to contribute significantly to cumulative
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effects. However, the Cumulative Section of the Draft EIR has been updated to include the
Applicant’s Alberhill System Project and other SCE projects in the analysis of the proposed
Project’s cumulative effects (Chapter 5 of the Final EIR).

According to the Applicant, if the Alberhill System Project is constructed, the need for the
Valley-lvyglen Subtransmission Line and Fogarty Substation Project is not eliminated and the
two projects are not redundant. The underlying purpose of the Applicant’s Alberhill System
Project is to relieve the load on the Valley South System by transferring five 115/12 kV
substations (Ivyglen, Fogarty [proposed], Elsinore, Skylark, and Newcomb Substations) to the
proposed Alberhill 500/115 kV Substation. On February 11, 2010, the California Independent
System Operator finalized its approved motion which stated the Alberhill 500/115 kV Substation
Project is a “necessary and cost-effective long-term transmission addition to the CAISO
Controlled Grid” (California Independent System Operator [CAISQO] 2010).

The underlying purpose of the Valley-lvyglen Subtransmission Line and Fogarty Substation
Project is to provide a direct connection between the Valley 500/115 kV Substation and the
Ivyglen 115/12 kV Substation while also increasing reliability by providing a second 115 kV line
to the lvyglen Substation.

Reference: California Independent System Operator (CAISO). 2010. General Session Minutes:
ISO Board of Governors Meeting, December 16 to 17, 2009. Finalized February 11, 2010.

Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken into account by decision-makers
when they consider the proposed Project.

Investor-owned utilities are required to obtain a permit from the CPUC for construction of certain
specified infrastructure listed under Public Utilities Code sections 1001. The CPUC reviews
permit applications under two concurrent processes: (1) an environmental review pursuant to
CEQA, and (2) the review of project need and costs pursuant to Public Utilities Code (PU Code)
sections 1001 et seq. and General Order (G.O.) 131-D (Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity or Permit to Construct). The Applicant’s 10-year plan for subtransmission projects is
not submitted to the CPUC as an application for authority to undertake a project and is therefore
not subject to separate analysis under CEQA.

The Draft EIR does not evaluate the entire Valley 115 kV subtransmission system because the
Applicant did not request a permit application for that project. Alternatives must meet most or all
of the Project objectives and be feasible. Load management, energy conservation, new peaking
generation, and aggressive efforts to install new solar photovoltaic systems in the area do not
meet most Project objectives, and some may not be feasible.

In addition, the Applicant applied for a Permit to Construct the Project and not a Certificate of
Public Convenience and Necessity. Under PU Code section 1002.3, a non-wire alternative (e.g.,
rooftop solar photovoltaic and other resources for distributed generation) is required for a
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity. A non-wire alternative analysis is not required
for a Permit to Construct.

Investor-owned utilities are mandated to serve all of the electrical load within their respective
service territories in a safe and reliable manner. In order to fulfill the reliability portion of this
mandate, a utility must be prepared to serve its customers in the full amount and at the time the
customer demands service. This requires the utility to construct facilities that are designed to
meet the maximum demand (peak demand) that may be placed upon the utility that is reasonably
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foreseeable. These facilities include generation, transmission and distribution equipment. As the
load increases in various sections of a utility’s service territory, new projects such as distribution
substations and the transmission to bring energy to these distribution facilities must be
constructed and placed into service.
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