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Responses to Comment Set C63 –  
Edward H. Leonhardt 

C63-1 Please refer to General Response GR-1 for a detailed explanation of the change to the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative. The CPUC determined that the El Casco System 
Project EIR should be recirculated in light of new noise information provided by SCE and the 
change in the determination of the Environmentally Superior Alternative. It is within the 
CPUC’s discretion as Lead Agency to determine what is “significant” and to allow every 
opportunity for the public to comment on this new information and the changes to the 
originally published Draft and Final EIRs, thus complying with CEQA §15088.5(a). Nothing 
in CEQA limits what the Lead Agency may circulate for public review. 

C63-2 Like the original Draft and Final EIRs, the Recirculated Draft EIR was prepared by Aspen 
Environmental Group pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21082.1(a) and CEQA Guidelines 
§15084(d). All iterations of the EIR have been independently reviewed and analyzed by the 
CPUC and reflect the CPUC’s independent judgment. (See Pub. Res. Code §21082.1(c)(1), 
(2); CEQA Guidelines §15084(e).) Where, as here, the revisions to the original EIR are 
limited to a few chapters or portions of the EIR, only those sections that have been modified 
must be recirculated per CEQA Guidelines §15088.5(c). Originally published Draft EIR 
Section K (List of Preparers) identified all individuals and their associated firm who prepared 
all Draft and Final EIR documents. As no changes to this section occurred as a result of the 
new information provided by SCE to CPUC, it was not included in the Recirculated Draft 
EIR.  Therefore, the Recirculated Draft EIR was in full compliance of CEQA Guidelines 
§15129. 

C63-3 Please refer to Response to Comment C63-1 and General Response GR-1 regarding the legal 
requirements for recirculation under CEQA and the specific reasons for recirculating the 
Draft EIR for the Proposed Project in compliance with CEQA regulations. The inclusions of 
certain provisions of the CEQA Guidelines in the comment is acknowledged. 

C63-4 The CPUC, as the Lead Agency, has complied with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines in 
preparing and circulating the EIR. 

C63-5 The comment correctly notes that the CPUC has determined that there are significant and 
unavoidable (Class I) impacts associated with the Proposed Project and the alternatives, as 
analyzed throughout the EIR.   

C63-6 Please refer to General Response GR-1 for a detailed explanation of the change to the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative and updates to the information and preferences denoted 
in Recirculated Draft EIR Tables ES-2 and E-2, Proposed Project vs. CPUC’s Northerly 
Route Alternative Option 3 and Partial Underground Alternative (replaces original Draft EIR 
Table ES-3 and E-2, Proposed Project vs. CPUC’s Northerly Route Alternative Option 3 and 
Partial Underground Alternative). Section E.2.2 (Environmentally Superior Alternative), 
under subheading “Conclusion,” does acknowledge that the Partial Underground Alternative 
“would improve existing conditions by removing the existing 115 kV subtransmission line 
wood poles along a one mile portion of the route through the Sun Lakes Community”; 
however, the improvement in existing conditions is not considered in the determination of the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative for the reasons explained in General Response GR-1 
and Recirculated Draft EIR Section E.1 (Comparison Methodology). 



El Casco System Project 
3.  DRAFT EIR COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

 

Recirculated Final EIR 3C-242 October 2008 

C63-7 If the CPUC approves a project that will result in one or more significant environmental 
impacts, it must prepare a statement of overriding considerations and make certain findings 
required by Public Resources Code §21081. The Recirculated Draft EIR, Subsection A.3.3 
(Decision-Making Process), explains that: 

The recirculated Final EIR will be used by the CPUC, in conjunction with 
other information developed in the CPUC’s formal record, to act on SCE’s 
application for a Permit to Construct. Under CEQA requirements, the CPUC 
will determine the adequacy of the recirculated Final EIR and, if adequate, will 
certify the document as complying with CEQA. 

It should be noted that environmental impacts identified for a project may not 
always be mitigated to a less-than-significant level. When this occurs, impacts 
are considered significant and unavoidable. If a public agency approves a 
project that has significant unavoidable impacts, the agency shall state in 
writing the specific reasons for approving the project, based on the Final EIR 
and any other information in the public record for the project. This is termed a 
“statement of overriding considerations” and is used to explain the specific 
reasons why the benefits of a proposed project make its significant unavoidable 
impacts acceptable. The statement is prepared, if required, after the Final EIR 
has been completed but before action to approve the project has been taken. 
The statement of overriding considerations and the CEQA required Findings of 
Fact (CEQA Guidelines §15091) would be included in the CPUC’s Proposed 
Decision on the El Casco System Project.  

C63-8   Your opposition to the Proposed Project has been noted. It is important to note that the El 
Casco System Project recirculated EIR is an informational document; it does not make a 
recommendation regarding the approval or denial of the project. The purpose of the EIR is to 
inform the public on the environmental setting and impacts of the Proposed Project and 
alternatives.  The EIR will be used by the CPUC in conducting the proceeding to determine 
whether to grant SCE’s requested “Permit to Construct” (PTC).  

C63-9 The decision to recirculate the Draft EIR was made by the CPUC as the Lead Agency as 
required by CEQA Guidelines §15088.5(a). Commissioner, Dian M. Grueneich and ALJ, 
Victoria S. Kolakowski were fully informed of this decision. The final hearing on SCE’s PTC 
for the El Casco System Project will be open to the public and public comment will be 
considered at that time. Notice of this hearing will be provided by mail to parties on the 
proceeding’s service list and to the general public by way of the Commission’s Daily 
Calendar which is available on the Commission’s website: http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/PUC/ 
events.htm.   

C63-10 As discussed in Recirculated Draft EIR Section A.1.2 (Public Noticing Requirements), the 
Recirculated Draft EIR was noticed in the same manner as the previously circulated Draft EIR 
(December 2007) (CEQA Guidelines § 15088.5(d)) and consultation was completed pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines §15086. Notice of the Recirculated Draft EIR was provided to all 
organizations and individuals who previously requested notice in writing and by at least one of 
the methods specified in CEQA Guidelines §15087(a); i.e., publication in a newspaper of 
general circulation, posting, and/or direct mailing to neighboring property owners. All of the 
noticing procedures set forth in CEQA Guidelines §15087 for circulation of a draft EIR has 
been complied with for the Recirculated Draft EIR as well. Additionally, the Lead Agency 
provided notice to every agency, person, or organization that commented on the original Draft 
EIR.  
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 It is important to note that the El Casco System Project recirculated EIR is an informational 
document; it does not make a recommendation regarding the approval or denial of the 
Project. The purpose of the EIR is to inform the public on the environmental setting and 
impacts of the Proposed Project and alternatives. The EIR will be used by the CPUC in 
conducting the proceeding to determine whether to grant SCE’s requested “Permit to 
Construct” (PTC). 

 


