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Responses to Comment Set F0001 
Imperial County Planning & Development Services 
F0001-1 Please refer to General Response GR-7 regarding Mexican power generation and Responses 

F0001-2 through F0001-13 for responses to the commenter’s individual concerns. 

F0001-2 The impacts of dust and other emissions during construction of facilities (Impact AQ-1) 
are disclosed in Section 2.11.2 of the RDEIR/SDEIS, and mitigation measures are iden-
tified to address the impact. The attainment status of the area is noted in Section 
D.11.3.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

F0001-3 The commenter states that the analysis of the rerouted transmission line routes needs to 
consider additional towers and new ROW and access roads. The analysis of the trans-
mission line reroutes in the RDEIR/SDEIS considered the location of proposed tower 
structures. The proposed tower locations are identified on the figures in Section 3 (Revi-
sions to Proposed and Alternative Transmission Line Routes) in the RDEIR/SDEIS. 
The analysis also considered the impacts from any new ROW and access roads. 

The commenter also states that the document should be recirculated for review by the 
U.S. Navy, Naval Air Station El Centro and Imperial County Airport Land Use Com-
mission. Notices regarding the RDEIR/RDEIS were provided to the U.S. Navy, includ-
ing four CDs with an electronic version of the document and Notices of Availability 
(NOA) were sent to four different U.S. Navy representatives and two additional NOAs 
were sent to two different Navy representatives at the El Centro Naval Aux Air Station. 
Navy representatives received six notices regarding the recirculated draft document. A 
hard copy of the RDEIR/RDEIS along with a separate NOA was sent to the Director of 
the Imperial County Planning and Development Department, who serves as the contact 
for the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) according to a website list of ALUC 
contacts. (http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/planning/aeronaut/documents2/ALUC_Contact_
List_8-20-08.pdf) With regard to review by the County ALUC, SDG&E is not required 
to obtain discretionary permits or review from local agencies because the CPUC has 
preemptive jurisdiction over utility projects.  However, SDG&E will coordinate with 
local and regional agencies for ministerial permits such as building, grading, and air 
permits. 

The U.S. Navy submitted written comments of their concerns with the Sunrise 
Powerlink Project (see Responses to Comment Set A0017).  The military contact office 
included on the Navy comment letter will receive a Notice of Availability for the Final 
EIR/EIS. 

In addition, the RDEIR/SDEIS was circulated for public and agency review for a 
45-day public review period from July 11 to August 25, 2008. The CPUC and BLM 
circulated the Notice of Availability to government agencies, interested organizations, 
community groups, and property owners. The document was also available at 27 
repository sites and on the project website. 

F0001-4 The N6 Private Land Revision would be a minor revision of the Proposed Project in the 
Imperial Valley Link, which would minimize land use impacts by moving the route to 
BLM land instead of bisecting a privately owned parcel. Bullfrog Farm is located sev-
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eral miles southwest of the reroute. This reroute would also avoid cultural resources 
and no new impacts would be created. Therefore, the N6 Private Land Revision has 
been incorporated into the Proposed Project as a mitigation reroute, as well as into 
SDG&E’s “Enhanced” Northern Route and the Final Environmentally Superior North-
ern Route. Please see Response to Comment E0004-140 for more information on this 
reroute. Please see Responses to Comments D0152-1 through D0152-6 and D0198-1 
through D0198-11 for more information on the transmission line route and dairy farms. 

F0001-5 Impact S-1 (Project construction and/or transmission line presence would cause a 
change in revenue for businesses, tribes, or governments) in Section D.14.5 of the 
Draft EIR/EIS discusses revenue impacts to agricultural operations in the Imperial 
Valley Link. As described in Section B.2.1 and Section D.4.5 of the Final EIR/EIS, the 
N6 Private Land Revision would move the proposed route to BLM land instead of 
bisecting a privately owned parcel. The revision around MP 20 would not increase any 
economic impacts to Bullfrog Farm, which is located several miles southwest of the 
reroute. 

F0001-6 Comments regarding the potential for the project to result in temporary disruption of 
traffic flow, transit services, and rail services are acknowledged. The Draft EIR/EIS 
evaluates the project’s impact on local roads and other transportation services. Mitiga-
tion Measure T-9a (Prepare Construction Transportation Management Plan) requires 
that SDG&E coordinate with local agencies and identify transportation and traffic issues 
during construction including the need and location of lane and road closures, traffic 
routes, parking and other traffic-related issues. 

F0001-7 The commenter states that single poles are less intrusive than lattice-type towers and 
should be evaluated in the RDEIR/SDEIS. The Draft EIR/EIS includes consideration of 
the type of towers that will be used in the project. Section 3.1 (Structures) in the project 
Description states that the Imperial Valley Link includes the use of 47 steel poles between MP 
4 and 20 along the western edge of agricultural land. Exact locations of the towers would be 
determined during final engineering after negotiations with agricultural landowners. 
With implementation of Mitigation Measure AG-1a (Avoid interference with agricul-
tural operations), SDG&E would be required to coordinate with property owners and 
tenants to ensure that project construction would avoid or minimize interference with agri-
cultural operations. Agricultural operations include, but are not limited to, the use of farm 
vehicles and equipment, access to property; water delivery, drainage, and irrigation. 

F0001-8 The commenter states that the recirculated document should address how impacts to pri-
vate landowners and County roads will be mitigated, offset, or avoided by SDG&E. As 
noted in the RDEIR/SDEIS, the recirculated document presented new information that 
was not evaluated in the Draft EIR/EIS. Only those portions of the Draft EIR/EIS that 
were modified based on new information were discussed in the RDEIR/SDEIS; the 
RDEIR/SDEIS supplements information presented in the original Draft document. The 
Draft EIR/EIS includes the assessment of direct and indirect impacts to private land-
owners and adjacent County roads. Section B of the Draft EIR/EIS indentifies the 
Applicant Proposed Measures (APM) that would be implemented by SDG&E to reduce 
impacts. Each issue area discussion, such as Traffic, considered the APMs in the 
impact analysis and if necessary additional measures were identified in the Draft 
EIR/EIS and the RDEIR/SDEIS to further reduce impacts. Refer to Section E of the 
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Draft EIR/EIS for more information on impacts from the Proposed Project and Project 
alternatives and applicable mitigation measures. 

F0001-9 Impact PS-5 in Section D.10.20 in Volume 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS analyzes impacts 
that the transmission (230 kV or 500 kV) or substation facilities could suffer an outage. 
If the Sunrise Powerlink transmission line or a substation along the transmission line 
were damaged (e.g., from terrorism or a major wildfire) and this resulted in a power 
outage, SDG&E would reroute electricity using other components of the regional trans-
mission system. This was demonstrated in the October 2007 wildfires, when the 500 kV 
Southwest Powerlink was out of service for several days due to the proximity of the 
Harris Fire. Even though this transmission line generally imports the majority of San 
Diego’s power, SDG&E was able to maintain service (to areas not directly burned) by 
rerouting electricity to lines that connect its system to the Southern California Edison 
system. The regional transmission system is interconnected in such a way that it is not 
possible to say that a single line outage would cause an outage at a specific hospital, 
airport, security facility, etc. In addition, although most facilities of this type may 
receive power from the SDG&E transmission system supplied by the proposed Sunrise 
line, major facilities would also have back-up power/generators to prevent electricity 
interruptions in the event of an outage. Therefore, this impact is considered to be 
adverse, but less than significant. 

Section D.13 in Volume 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS addresses faults and seismicity within 
the region of the Proposed Project. Impact G-4 (Project would expose people or struc-
tures to potential substantial adverse effects as a result of seismically induced ground-
shaking and/or ground failure) addresses the risk that the project will expose people or 
structures to adverse effects because of groundshaking and/or ground failure and 
concludes it is significant but mitigable along the entire length of the Proposed Project 
and alternatives with the implementation of mitigation measures that would reduce the 
effects of groundshaking and conduct testing for and then avoid areas of liquefaction. 

Information on future emergency response procedures by Mexican authorities is not 
available and not required at this time because no actions would be taken to approve 
Mexican projects using the Sunrise Powerlink EIR/EIS. The Department of Energy’s 
analysis of the Sempra Rumorosa Wind Energy Project may address this issue. 

F0001-10 Generating electricity with new wind and solar power plants in Mexico would not result 
in notable quantities of emissions that would affect Imperial County, as shown in Sec-
tion 2.11.2 of the Recirculated Draft EIR/Supplemental Draft EIS (Impact AQ-3, 
Class IV). Please see General Response GR-7 for information on conventional (fossil-
fuel) power plants in Mexico near Imperial County. 

F0001-11 The Final EIR/EIS includes information on impacts to dairy farms. Please see Response 
to Comment F0001-4 and Responses to Comments D0152-1 through D0152-6 and 
D0198-1 through D0198-11 for more information on the transmission line route and 
dairy farms. 

F0001-12 Please see Response to Comment F0001-9 regarding earthquake impacts. 

F0001-13 All mitigation measures for the project and alternatives are listed in Appendix 12 of the 
Draft EIR/EIS. The commenter’s comment and contact information is acknowledged. 
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Responses to Comment Set F0002 
Imperial County Air Pollution Control District 
F0002-1 The commenter notes a concern that the Sunrise Powerlink may allow further fossil fuel 

burning facilities to be built in Mexico. See General Response GR-7 for information on 
conventional (fossil fueled) power plants in Mexico near Imperial County. 

F0002-2 The Proposed Project, connected actions, and/or indirect effects would not involve 
building any electrical generation facilities without the Best Available Control 
Technology (BACT) or emission offsets required by law. 

Please refer to General Response GR-7 for a discussion of Mexican generation and 
LNG import and why they are not a connected action or indirect effect of the Proposed 
Project. 

F0002-3 Please see also Responses to Comment Set A0013. 
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