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Responses to Comment Set B0001 
Potrero Community Planning Group 

B0001-1 The commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project and to the Modified Route D 
Alternative and concern regarding environmental justice impacts of the 
Modified Route D are acknowledged. Environmental justice was analyzed in 
Section F.1 in Volume 5 of the Draft EIR/EIS. In the screening analysis, the 
percentages of minority and low-income populations were examined for each 
jurisdiction. For purposes of consistency and in compliance with U.S. BLM 
guidelines, U.S. Census data is used to determine minority and low-income 
population percentages along the entire ROW. The unit of analysis in the 
Environmental Justice Section of potential impact on minority populations and 
low-income populations is the block census tract. After an initial screening level 
analysis of the project area to determine low-income and minority percentage 
areas, a jurisdictional screening level analysis is conducted. If the jurisdiction 
has a population of 50 percent or greater for either the low-income or minority 
categories, it is identified for more detailed analysis. If a jurisdiction's minority 
and low-income populations are less than 50 percent for any of these categories, 
no further environmental justice analysis was performed on the jurisdiction. 

The Modified Route D Alternative has a total of five census block groups from 
three jurisdictions with either low-income or minority that lie within 0.5 miles 
of the alternative route, the Viejas Reservation, Campo Reservation and La Posta 
Reservation. Of these three jurisdictions, there would be a disproportionate 
impact to low-income populations on the La Posta Reservation resulting in a 
significant environmental justice impact because there is a corresponding Class I 
impact in Section D. Two significant and unmitigable impacts would occur 
within the La Posta Reservation. Significant and unmitigable impacts were 
identified in Section D.8 (Noise) and Section D.11 (Air Quality). The 
communities mentioned by the commenter were not found to have envi-
ronmental justice impacts. 

The Draft EIR/EIS does not state that there is a clear correlation between high 
voltage lines and a loss of property values. The significance criteria listed in 
Section D.14.4.1 state that the impact would be significant if the project would 
“cause a substantial decrease in property values.” Where Proposed Project 
impacts in other issue areas that can contribute to reduction in property values 
are less than significant or have been mitigated to less than significant levels, 
then they would not cause considerable property value changes. Therefore, any 
associated property value impacts would also be less than significant and no 
mitigation measure is recommended (Class III). It is concluded, then, that the 
project would not generate effects that would significantly impact property 
values in these circumstances. Please see General Response GR-11 regarding 
property values. 
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The commenter suggests that SDG&E would use eminent domain to remove homes 
or businesses within the project ROW. This is true. If the project is approved by 
the CPUC, SDG&E would have eminent domain rights in California. 
Therefore, if a parcel is required for the Proposed Project or for an alternative 
route that is approved, SDG&E would initiate negotiations with landowners and 
attempt to reach a mutually agreeable settlement. If an agreement cannot be 
reached, then SDG&E would be forced to initiate a condemnation action in 
which fair market value of the property required for the project would be 
determined by the court. It should be noted that landowners of any private 
parcels that would be crossed by the Proposed Project would be compensated by 
SDG&E for use of its easement across the property based on the fair market 
value of the property taken.1

B0001-2 The commenter suggests the Proposed Project would impact the scenic views of 
the region. This conclusion is consistent with the findings of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

As stated in Section E.4.3.1 in Volume 4 of the Draft EIR/EIS the landscape 
along this alternative is predominantly natural in appearance though there are 
rural residences in proximity to the route in the east (Cameron Valley) and west 
(Deerhorn, Lyons, and Japatul Valleys). The southern east-west segment is 
more remote. There are existing utility lines along this alternative route, though 
they tend to be of simple wood-pole construction, which is not uncharacteristic 
of the typical rural landscape. However, there are minimal built features 
exhibiting industrial character. The valleys are shallow and narrow and the 
bordering angular ridges are steep and rocky. Views of the Modified Route D 
Alternative would be very limited east of Cameron Valley but available from 
I-8, I-8 Ellis Wayside Vista Point, Old Highway 80, local paved roads (Buckman 
Springs Road, Lyons Valley Road, Japatul Valley Road, Japatul Road), local 
graded roads (Cameron Truck Trail, Big Potrero Truck Trail, Cottonwood 
Road, Barrett Lake Road, Cinnamon Drive, Skye Valley Road), and nearby 
residences. The key viewpoints chosen for the Modified Route D Alternative 
were selected as representative of the type and extent of visual impacts along this 
alternative. Impact V-82, Impact V-83, and Impact V-84 all analyze the impact 
of the project on key viewpoints and conclude they would be significant and 
unmitigable. 

B0001-3 The commenter suggests the tower height would pose a significant risk to 
Border Patrol and Drug Enforcement aircraft and helicopters. There have been 
two incidents on the Southwest Powerlink (SWPL) between the Imperial Valley 
and Miguel Substations that involved an aircraft flying into the lines. These 
incidents occurred soon after the SWPL was built (over 20 years ago). Since 

 
1 “Fair market value” is a term in both law and accounting to describe an appraisal based on an estimate of what 

a buyer would pay a seller for any piece of property. It is a common way of evaluating the value of property 
when assessing damages to be awarded for the loss of or damage to the property, generally in a claim under 
tort or a contract of insurance. 
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that time SDG&E has worked to ensure additional incidents do not occur by 
placing aerial marker balls on portions of the line which serve as line detectors 
to warn pilots of the transmission lines.2 This practice would be also be 
implemented along portions of any approved transmission line route where 
aircraft risk is identified. Please see Response to Comment D0019-6 for 
additional discussion, including new recommended Mitigation Measure T-11b 
(Consult with and inform U.S. Customs and Border Protection). 

B0001-4 The commenter suggests electric and magnetic fields (EMF) may pose a threat 
to the residents of Potrero, including residents with Multiple Chemical 
Sensitivity (MCS). While the CPUC and BLM are sensitive to the residents of 
Potrero and elsewhere with MCS, the scientific field has yet to reach a 
consensus regarding MCS, including what causes MCS.3 Until more 
information is known about MCS and its relation, if any, to EMF, the CPUC 
will rely on leading scientific data regarding EMF. Please see General Response 
GR-10 regarding EMF. 

B0001-5 The commenter’s concern regarding corona noise caused by the transmission 
line is acknowledged. Impact N-3 in Section E.4.8.2 analyzed if permanent 
noise levels would increase due to corona noise from operation of the transmission 
lines and noise from other project components and concluded this would be a 
significant and unmitigable impact. 

B0001-6 The commenter suggests the cost of the Proposed Project is still being debated 
and should not be the responsibility of the ratepayers. Please see General 
Response GR-12 regarding the costs and benefits of the Proposed Project. The 
commenter’s support for solar energy, improving power plants within San 
Diego County, and peaker plants is acknowledged. The New In-Area All-
Source Alternative includes solar PV and conventional power plants within San 
Diego County. Please see GR-1 and GR-2 regarding the non-wires alternatives 

B0001-7 The commenter suggests the Proposed Project would impact wildlife and that 
the access roads will be aesthetically unpleasing and would impact the public’s 
use of the Cleveland National Forest and BLM land. Impacts to wildlife along 
the Proposed Project route are analyzed in Section D.2 in Volume 1 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS. Impacts to wildlife along the Modified Route D Alternative are 
analyzed in Section E.4.2.2 in Volume 4 of the Draft EIR/EIS. A new 
mitigation measure has been included in the wilderness and recreation sectors to 
address impacts caused by access roads on federal, State, or local lands. 
Mitigation Measure WR-2a would require that SDG&E coordinate with the 
authorized officer before construction in order to determine if gates shall be 
installed on access roads, especially trails that would be dually used as access 

 
2 SDG&E Performance Category Upgrade Request for Imperial Valley–Miguel 500 kV and Imperial Valley–

Central 500 kV. December 19, 2007. 
3 U.S. Department of Labor, Occupational Safety & Health Administration. Multiple Chemical Sensitivities. 

http://www.osha.gov/SLTC/multiplechemicalsensitivities/index.html May 2008. 
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roads, to prevent unauthorized vehicular access to the ROW. Gate installation 
shall be required at the discretion of the land management agency. Please see 
Response to Comment A0018-39 for further discussion and the full text of the 
mitigation measure. 

The commenter suggests the energy for the Proposed Project would not come 
from renewable energy in Imperial Valley but rather from LNG fired power plants 
in Mexicali. Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the status of 
renewable energy in Imperial Valley and General Response GR-7 regarding the 
Sunrise Powerlink Project connection to Mexican generation. 

The commenter’s concern regarding an increase in fire risk is acknowledged. 
Please see General Response GR-9 regarding fire risk and the comparison of 
alternatives. 

B0001-8 The commenter suggests need for the Proposed Project has not yet been 
established. Please see General Response GR-12 regarding the purpose and 
need of the project. The Potrero Planning Group opposition to the Proposed 
Project and the Modified Route D is acknowledged. 

B0001-9 Please see Response to Comment B0001-2 regarding visual impacts. 

B0001-10 Please see General Response GR-9 regarding fire risk and the comparison of 
alternatives. 

B0001-11 Please see Response to Comment B0001-3 regarding the risk of the Proposed 
Project to low flying aircraft. 

B0001-12 Please see General Response GR-3 regarding the reliability of the southern 
route alternatives versus the northern route alternatives including fire issues. 
Also please see General Response GR-9 regarding fire risk. 

B0001-13 Impact G-4 in Section E.4.13.2 in Volume 4 of the Draft EIR/EIS analyzes 
whether the project would expose people or structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects as a result of seismically induced groundshaking and/or ground 
failure. The analysis concludes that this would be a less than significant impact 
with the implementation of mitigation that would require geotechnical 
investigations for liquefaction, geotechnical surveys for landslides, and protect 
against slope stability. Additionally please see General Response GR-3 regarding 
the reliability comparison of the northern and southern routes. 

B0001-14 Please see General Response GR-7 regarding the Sunrise Powerlink Project 
connection to Mexican generation. 

B0001-15 Please see General Response GR-12 regarding the purpose and need for the 
Proposed Project. 
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B0001-16 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the status of renewable energy in 

Imperial Valley. 

B0001-17 Please see General Response GR-12 regarding the cost-benefit of the Proposed 
Project. 
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