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Responses to Comment Set B0009 
Julian Community Planning Group 
B0009-1 The commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project and support of the Alternative 4 

Southern Route if a transmission line is found to be needed is acknowledged. Please refer 
to General Response GR-12 (CEQA, NEPA and the Decision-Making Process) and 
Section A.2 in the Draft EIR/EIS for discussion of Purpose and Need of the project. 

B0009-2 Please refer to Response to Comment B0009-1. 

The commenter’s views and concerns that the visual impacts to the Santa Ysabel region 
would affect tourism, especially in the town of Julian, are acknowledged; however, the 
presence of the proposed route would be more than five miles from the Town of Julian 
and would not cause a significant change in tourism or associated revenues. The route 
would be installed underground in SR79 for the length of the Santa Ysabel Valley and all 
operational visual impacts would be eliminated. Grazing and cultural impacts to the area 
are discussed under the Central Link in Sections D.6 (Agricultural Resources) and D.7 
(Cultural Resources). As stated in the RDEIR/SDEIS, the Santa Ysabel All Underground 
Alternative (replacing the Proposed Project from MP 100 to MP 109) is the 
environmentally preferred alternative. However, if the Santa Ysabel All Underground 
Alternative is determined to be infeasible, the Mesa Grande Alternative with the northern 
portion only of SDG&E Santa Ysabel Partial Underground Revision (near the Santa 
Ysabel Mission) and the remainder of the Santa Ysabel Partial Underground Alternative 
would be constructed to replace the Santa Ysabel All Underground Alternative (see 
discussion in Section 3.2.2). 
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Sunrise Powerlink Project 
3. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ON THE DRAFT EIR/EIS 

 
Responses to Comment Set B0010 
Jamul Dulzura Community Planning Group 
B0010-1 Please see General Response GR-9, relating to fire risk amongst alternatives, and General 

Response GR-3, relating to reliability and wildfire. 

B0010-2 The commenter notes that new access roads, material handling areas/helicopter landing 
pads, and tower locations along the Modified Route D would cause soil erosion that would 
require filling and re-grading, causing widening of roads and increased access to non-
authorized visitors in the Jamul/Dulzura region. In order to reduce unlawful use of the 
access roads, Mitigation Measure B-1a (Provide restoration/compensation for affected 
sensitive vegetation communities) includes a provision that gates shall be provided to 
prevent unauthorized access. 

This mitigation measure would ensure SDG&E coordinate with the authorized officer for 
the applicable federal, State, or local landowner/administrator before construction in order 
to determine if gates shall be installed on access roads, especially trails that would be 
dually used as access roads, to prevent unauthorized vehicular access to the ROW. Gate 
installation would be required at the discretion of the land management agency. 

The commenter also notes that the erosion caused by this grading would impact the 
seasonal stream beds and cause increased pollution. Impact H-1 in Section E.4.12 in 
Volume 4 of the Draft EIR/EIS addresses erosion during construction and concludes this 
would be a less than significant with the inclusion mitigation that would require that the 
construction comply with Forest Service Conditions, and have site-specific SWPPP and 
sediment control plan for construction on Forest Service land. It should also be noted that 
the Applicant Proposed Measure WQ-APM 4 addresses erosion through the preparation 
and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan which would be 
designed with the approval of the water district for the region and as such would be 
specific to that region. Additionally, silt fencing, straw mulch, and straw bale check dams 
would be installed to contain sediment within construction work areas and staging areas. 
Should soils and slopes exhibit high erosion potential, erosion control blankets, matting, 
and other fabrics and/or other erosion control measures would be used. Applicant 
Proposed Measure WQ-APM-14 would also be required; this measure requires 
compliance with General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with 
Construction Activity (NPDES permit) authorization from the State Water Resources 
Control Board and/or the RWQCB for construction activities. Compliance would require 
development of a SWPPP which would describe implementation of erosion control best 
management practices which would include measures such as soil binders, hydroseeding, 
siltation control structures such as geotextiles and mats, and streambank stabilization. 
Compliance and best management practices would be according to RWQCB guidelines. 

B0010-3 The commenter suggests SDG&E should retrofit existing power plants rather than build 
the Proposed Sunrise Powerlink and that currently there are not renewable energy plants 
in the Imperial Valley. Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the status of renew-
able energy in Imperial Valley and General Response GR-1 regarding the feasibility of 
the in-basin conventional generation. The commenter’s opposition to the entire Proposed 
Sunrise Powerlink is acknowledged. 
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