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Responses to Comment Set CC7 
Southern California Edison Company 
CC7-1 In order to fully understand environmental baseline conditions associated with the DCPP, 

environmental issues associated with facility operations at the time of the NOP were dis-
closed throughout the Draft EIR as part of the environmental setting.  Numerous comments 
were received on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) related to existing baseline “impacts” with 
commenters stating that continued operation of the DCPP would result in environmental 
impacts.  Section D.3.1.5 of the EIR clearly states that “. . .existing thermal plume, impinge-
ment and entrainment issues would not change under this Proposed Project, and therefore, 
would be considered part of the baseline conditions of the project.”  Given the need for full 
disclosure under CEQA, the Draft EIR correctly identified baseline conditions associated 
with the DCPP cooling water system (in Section D.3.1.5), but did not identify these issues 
as project impacts. 

CC7-2 The State statutes covering CEQA maintain that the purpose of an EIR is to provide public 
agencies and the public in general with detailed information about the effect that a proposed 
project is likely to have on the environment; to list ways in which the significant effects of 
such a project might be minimized; and to indicate alternatives to such a project (Pub. Re-
sources Code §21061).  In the area of safety, the Draft EIR clearly states that this is the 
sole jurisdiction of the NRC, and NRC has been identified as the agency that could imple-
ment additional mitigation measures associated with safety.  However, in order to meet the 
intent of CEQA as discussed above, issues associated with safety and radiological health have 
been addressed in the EIR as they have the potential to impact the environment.  Please also 
see Master Response MR-3 (Jurisdiction) for more information on how NRC jurisdiction 
is handled. 

If the Lead Agency does not have jurisdiction over portions of a project, that does not mean 
that the CEQA document should not address the issues.  The CEQA Guidelines clearly limit 
the ability of an agency to require mitigation measures consistent with expressed or implied 
limitation provided by other laws (CEQA Guideline §15040(e)).  This provision of CEQA 
limits the ability of the CPUC to impose any mitigation measures on the Proposed Project 
that would affect nuclear safety and radiological health, as the CPUC is preempted by Federal 
law.  However, there are no provision in CEQA that limit the scope of the EIR to only 
those issue areas where the Lead Agency has legal authority to impose mitigation measures. 

CEQA Guidelines §15002(a) requires the CPUC to fully disclose potential environmental 
effects associated with the Proposed Project, identify mitigation measures to avoid or lessen 
potential impacts and to disclose this information to the public.  In areas where the CPUC does 
not have jurisdiction over the implementation of a mitigation measure, the agency with respon-
sibility can take the measure under consideration. 

CC7-3 The Applicant recommended similar revisions to this measure.  See Response PG-137. 
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