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CHAPTER 1 
Introduction 

1.1 Purpose 
This Response to Comments document is the finalizing addendum to the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (Draft EIR) prepared by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) for 
consideration of Southern California Edison’s (SCE’s) application to construct the Devers-Mirage 
115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project (Proposed Project).  

The Draft EIR detailed the Proposed Project, evaluated and described the potential environmental 
impacts associated with the construction, operation, and maintenance of SCE’s Proposed Project, 
identified those impacts that could be significant, and presented mitigation measures, which, if 
adopted by the CPUC or other responsible agencies, could avoid or minimize these impacts. The 
Draft EIR also evaluated alternatives to the Proposed Project, including the No Project 
Alternative, as required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  

The Proposed Project would serve projected electrical demand in the Electrical Needs Area, 
which includes the cities of Palm Springs, Rancho Mirage, Cathedral City, Palm Desert, Indian 
Wells, and unincorporated areas of Riverside County, including the Thousand Palms community. 
The primary components of the Proposed Project include two new 115 kV subtransmission line 
segments and a loop-in of the existing Devers-Coachella Valley 220 kV transmission line into 
Mirage Substation. Other components include rearrangements and modifications of 
subtransmission line connections, construction of substation modifications in the cities of Palm 
Springs, Rancho Mirage, Indian Wells, Cathedral City, Palm Desert, and unincorporated areas of 
Riverside County, including the Thousand Palms community, and minor modifications to existing 
telecommunications equipment at the Edom Hill Communications site and the Palm Springs 
Service Center.  

This Response to Comments document, together with the January 2010 Draft EIR, constitutes the 
Final EIR for the Proposed Project. The CPUC, as the Lead Agency for this process, is required 
by CEQA Guidelines Section 15089 to prepare a Final EIR. The Final EIR will be used by the 
CPUC as part of its application approval process, which includes selecting project alternatives, 
adopting mitigation measures, and reviewing project costs. 
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1.2 Organization of the Final EIR 
As required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15132, the Final EIR consists of the following elements:  

(a) The Draft EIR or a revision of the draft; 

(b) Comments received on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in summary; 

(c) A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies that commented on the Draft EIR; 

(d) The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review 
and consultation process; and 

(e) Any other information added by the lead agency.  

The Final EIR for the Proposed Project contains information in response to concerns that were 
raised during the public comment period (January 8, 2010 through February 22, 2010). 

This Response to Comments document consists of the following six chapters.  

• Chapter 1 is an introductory chapter that describes the purpose as well as the organization 
of the Final EIR.  

• Chapter 2 describes the organization of the comment letters, and the coding system used to 
identify individual comments. It also describes the organization of the responses to the 
comments received on the Draft EIR, and includes a list of all organizations and agencies 
that submitted comments.  

• Chapter 3 contains copies of the comment letters received on the Draft EIR after 
publication of the Draft EIR. 

• Chapter 4 contains responses to comments and also contains text changes to the Draft EIR 
that resulted from changes made in response to comments.  

• Chapter 5 contains all text changes to the Draft EIR which include both (1) changes to 
correct errors or to clarify information presented in the Draft EIR, and (2) text changes as a 
result of responding to comments, as presented in Chapter 4. 

• Chapter 6 lists all agencies, organizations, and persons that are receiving the Final EIR. 
This includes all those that submitted comments on the Draft EIR. 

• Appendices, provides supporting documentation for information presented in the Response 
to Comments Document. A digital copy of the Draft EIR, published January 2010, and this 
Response to Comments document is included on a compact disc (CD) at the end of this 
document. 
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CHAPTER 2 
Introduction to Comments and Responses 

2.1 Opportunities for Public Comment on the Draft EIR 

Notification 
On January 7, 2010, the CPUC published and distributed the Notice of Availability (NOA) of a 
Draft EIR to advise interested local, regional, State, and federal agencies, and the interested public, 
that a Draft EIR had been prepared and published for the Proposed Project. The NOA solicited both 
written and verbal comments on the Draft EIR during a 45-day comment period (January 8, 2010 
through February 22, 2010), and provided information on a forthcoming public comment meeting. 
Additionally, the NOA presented the background, purpose, description, and location of the 
Proposed Project, as well as the contact name for additional information regarding the project.  

In addition to the NOA, the CPUC notified the public about the public comment meeting through 
two newspaper legal advertisements and the project website. The NOA, newspaper legal 
advertisements, and the project website are presented in Appendices A, B, and C, respectively. 
Notifications provided basic project information, the date, time, and location of the public 
comment meeting, and a brief explanation of the public meeting process.  

The CPUC published legal advertisements in The Desert Sun on January 9 and January 16, 2010. 
Additionally, an electronic copy of the NOA and the Draft EIR were posted on the CPUC’s 
website at: http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/esa/devers-mirage/deir_toc.html. 

The public was encouraged to submit written comments and concerns regarding the Proposed 
Project and the adequacy of the Draft EIR by mail, facsimile, or electronic mail to the CPUC.  

Public Comment Meeting 
The CPUC conducted a public comment meeting on Friday, January 29, 2010, from 6:30 to 
9:30 p.m. at the California State University San Bernardino (CSUSB) Palm Desert Campus, at 
37-500 Cook Street, Palm Desert, California. Three agency representatives attended the public 
meeting, including Eric Chiang of the CPUC, and Doug Cover and Matthew Fagundes of 
Environmental Science Associates. A presentation (Appendix D) was prepared that included an 
overview of the environmental review process, the regional context, project background, project 
objectives, project description, project alternatives, and role of the public comments. No members 
of the public attended the comment meeting. 
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2.2 Comments on the Draft EIR 

Written Comments 
Two (2) comment letters were received during the Draft EIR public review period, one from the 
Native American Heritage Commission and one from Southern California Edison. These 
comment letters were designated as letter O1 and O2, respectively, with the ‘O’ indicating that 
the letter was from an organization. Individual comments within letter O1 are marked 
sequentially with numbers, such as O1-1, O1-2, etc. Comments from letter O2 are divided into 
two sections; the first includes global comments that are marked alphabetically (e.g., O2-a, O2-b, 
etc.) and the second includes discrete comments on the document that are marked numerically 
(e.g., O2-1, O2-2, etc.). Copies of both letters are provided in Chapter 3. 

Public Meeting Comments 
As noted above, a public meeting was held on Friday, January 29, 2010, at the CSUSB Palm 
Desert Campus in Palm Desert, California. No members of the public attended and therefore no 
comments were received at the meeting. 

2.3 Responses to Comments 
As required by Section 15132 of the Guidelines for CEQA, the responses in Chapter 4 address 
issues raised by commenters during the review period. They are intended to provide clarification 
and refinement of information presented in the Draft EIR and, in some cases, to correct or update 
information in the Draft EIR. In some instances, the text of the Draft EIR has been revised in 
response to a comment, and the revised text is included as part of the response. Where responses 
have resulted in changes to the text of the Draft EIR, these changes are shown within the Draft 
EIR text using the following conventions: 

1) Text added to the wording in the Draft EIR is shown in underline,  
2) Text deleted from the wording in the Draft EIR is shown in strikeout, and 
3) Text changes are shown in indented paragraphs. 

These text changes also appear in Chapter 5, Revisions to the Draft EIR, of this document. 

2.4 List of Commenters and Comment Letters on the 
Draft EIR 

The following table provides a list of all organizations that provided written comments on the 
Draft EIR during the public comment period (January 8, 2010 through February 22, 2010). No 
late comments or comments from public members were received. 
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TABLE 2(RTC)-1 
ORGANIZATIONS THAT SUBMITTED COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

Comment 
Letter ID Name of Commenter Title Organization/Affiliation 

Copy of 
Letter on 

Page 

O1 Dave Singleton Program Analyst Native American Heritage 
Commission 

3.1-1 

O2 Milissa Marona Project Manager Southern California Edison 3.1-3 
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CHAPTER 3 
Comment Letters 
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To:     Eric Chiang 

Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project 
c/o Environmental Science Associates 
1425 N. McDowell Boulevard, Suite 200 
Petaluma, CA 94954 

 
From: Milissa Marona, Project Manager 
 
RE:  Southern California Edison’s Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for 

the Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project (A.08-01-029) 
 
 
Dear Mr. Chiang: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) 
for the Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project (A.08-01-29) (Project). 
 
This letter and attachments contain Southern California Edison’s (SCE’s) comments on the 
DEIR.   
 
SCE’s comments are divided into two parts:  Global Comments and Specific Comments.  The 
Global Comments, included in the text of this letter, contain a general discussion of SCE’s views 
regarding the DEIR selection of the environmentally superior alternatives. These Global 
Comments apply generally to the DEIR. 
 
Specific Comments, attached to this letter in table format, apply to specific portions of the 
document. (Please see attached Specific Comments.) 
 

Comment Letter O2

3-5
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GLOBAL COMMENT:  AS COMPARED TO ALTERNATIVES 3 AND 5,1 SCE’S 
PROPOSED PROJECT DOES NOT RESULT IN MORE LONG-TERM, LESS-THAN-
SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS; IS ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR; IS 
APPROXIMATELY 20-24 MILLION DOLLARS LESS COSTLY AND SHOULD BE 
THE ROUTE APPROVED FOR CONSTRUCTION. 
 
SCE disagrees with the DEIR’s analysis and conclusion that Alternatives 3 and 5 are the 
environmentally superior routing options.  First, although the DEIR analysis concludes that 
Alternatives 3 and 5 have greater air quality impacts than the Proposed Project, the analysis gives 
short shrift to the fact that Alternatives 3 and 5 result in much greater land disturbance than the 
Proposed Project.  Although air quality impacts are significant and unavoidable for both 
Alternatives 3 and 5 and the Proposed Project, it is SCE’s position that the Proposed Project is 
preferred because of the much less land disturbance that would be required. Second, the DEIR 
asserts that Alternatives 3 and 5 would have fewer long-term impacts in the areas of aesthetics, 
biology, and cultural resources and are thus environmentally preferred.  SCE does not believe 
that the Proposed Project would result in more long term impacts in these areas, and, in fact, 
likely has fewer long-term aesthetic impacts and potentially fewer cultural resource impacts than 
Alternatives 3 and 5. In any event, all long-term impacts other than air quality are all less than 
significant. Further, SCE believes that the Proposed Project is the preferable alternative in the 
resource areas of noise, public services, traffic and transportation, and utilities and service 
systems.  Finally, it should be noted that Alternatives 3 and 5 would cost approximately five 
times more than the Proposed Project, approximately $20-24 million dollars greater cost.  
 
As referenced above, the DEIR acknowledges that air quality impacts would be worse for 
Alternatives 3 and 5 as compared to the Proposed Project because of the trenching needed for the 
underground portions of those alternatives, but nevertheless concludes that the “varying degree 
between alternatives is not material enough to determine a preferred alternative from an air 
quality perspective.” (DEIR, p. 5-9.)  Further, the DEIR states that since all alternatives have 
significant unmitigable impacts on air quality during construction, the “selection of the 

                                                 
1 Alternative 3: The Alternative 3 route between Farrell Substation and Garnet Substation would be comprised of 
both an underground and overhead portion.  Approximately 3.6 miles of new underground facilities would be 
constructed from Farrell Substation along Vista Chino, Sunrise Way, San Rafael Drive, and a portion of Indian 
Canyon.  Approximately 2.9 miles of subtransmission overhead facilities would be constructed along Indian Canyon 
Drive into Garnet Substation; this overhead section would be constructed in an area that has existing distribution, 
but no existing subtransmission. The Alternative 3 proposed overhead facilities would be approximately 80-to-90-
feet in height as compared to the approximately 34-to-48-foot-height of the existing facilities. Alternative 3 would 
also require a 95-foot-tall riser pole at the transition from overhead to underground on Indian Canyon.  In contrast, 
the Proposed Project between Farrell-Garnet would be constructed by replacing/reconfiguring existing overhead 
subtransmission facilities. 
Alternative 5:  The Alternative 5 route would consist of approximately 3.1 miles of underground facilities along 
Varner Road, Monterey Avenue, and Ramon Road into the Mirage Substation.  In comparison, the Proposed Project 
would require only 1.5 miles of reconfiguration on existing subtransmission overhead facilities, adjacent to existing 
access roads. 

Comment Letter O2
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environmentally superior alternative is based on differences in intensity and type of impacts that 
would be less than significant with mitigation.” (DEIR, p. 5-3, emphasis added.) The DEIR 
further states that for several resources “there are no material environmental impact differences 
between the Proposed Project and alternatives including : agricultural resources; air quality; 
geology and soils; hazards and hazardous materials; hydrology and water quality; land use, 
planning and policies; mineral resources; noise; population and housing; public services; 
recreation; and utilities and service systems.”  (DEIR, p. 5-3, emphasis added.)   
 
Even though the DEIR states that (1)Alternatives 3and 5 have greater air quality impacts than the 
Proposed Project; (2) the Proposed Project has the least traffic impacts compared to either 
Alternative 3 or 5; and that (3) there are no material differences between environmental impacts 
of the Proposed Project and Alternatives 3 and 5, the DEIR nevertheless concludes that 
Alternatives 3 and 5,2 as compared to the Proposed Project, will result in fewer already less than 
significant impacts, and are thus environmentally superior.  Specifically, the DEIR asserts that 
Alternative 3 would result in fewer long-term aesthetics and biological impacts3 and that 
Alternative 5 would result in less-intense, less-than-significant long-term impacts as compared to 
the Proposed Project in the areas of aesthetics, biological resources, and cultural resources.   
 
SCE disagrees with this analysis and with the selection of Alternatives 3 and 5 as the 
environmentally superior routes. SCE believes that a review of the differences in intensity and 
type of impacts that would be less than significant with mitigation reveals that the Proposed 
Project does not result in more long-term, less than significant impacts and also reveals that the 
Proposed Project should be selected as the environmentally superior route.  In addition to these 
reasons, SCE believes that the Proposed Project should be approved by the California Public 
Utilities Commission (CPUC) for construction because it is also $20-24 million dollars less 
costly for ratepayers than Alternatives 3 and 5. 
 
SCE’s Proposed Project does not result in more long-term, less-than-significant impacts as 
compared to Alternatives 3 and 5.  
 
As stated above, the DEIR asserts that, as compared to the Proposed Project, Alternative 3 would 
result in fewer long-term less-than-significant aesthetics and biological impacts and that 
Alternative 5 would result in fewer long-term less-than-significant impacts in the areas of 
aesthetics, biological resources, and cultural resources.  SCE disagrees with these assertions.   
 
Aesthetics 

 For Alternative 3, the new overhead line would be constructed along Indian Canyon 
Drive, where there are only existing distribution lines but no existing subtransmission 

                                                 
2 The DEIR selected Alternative 3 for the Farrell-Garnett portion of the route and Alternative 5 for the Mirage-Santa 
Rosa portion of the route.  (DEIR, p. 5-10.) 
3 Note that the DEIR states that Alternative 7 would have fewer cultural impacts than either Alternative 3 or the 
Proposed Project, but due to the length of the line, Alternative 3 was chosen as the environmentally superior 
alternative for the Farrell-Garnet study area.  (DEIR, p. 5-10.)   
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line. According to the DEIR, Alternative 3 would require removing existing distribution 
facilities on wooden poles that are approximately 34-to-48-feet high and installing 
approximately 96 new LWS poles and 10 TSP structures, approximately 80-to-98-feet 
high and a 95-foot-tall-riser pole.  However, construction of the overhead portion of 
Alternative 3 might require the use of single circuit TSPs due to the number of 
distribution circuits that would be installed on these facilities.  Also, Indian Canyon Drive 
is the main entrance into Palm Springs, and therefore viewers from the road would be 
visually sensitive. There is also a neighborhood bordering Indian Canyon Drive that 
would be able to see the new subtransmission conductor and the new 95-foot-tall riser 
pole.  
 
In contrast, the Proposed Project would likely result in fewer long-term visual impacts 
because the new facilities would be constructed within an existing corridor, replacing an 
existing subtransmission line on similar facilities.  Since the Proposed Project would be 
collocated with an existing subtransmission line with similar visual elements, contrast, or 
discernable change to the landscape, would be substantially less when compared to 
Alternative 3, where the project would be constructed immediately adjacent to Indian 
Canyon Drive overbuilt above a smaller scale distribution line. Therefore, the 
construction and operation of Alternative 3 may result in substantially more long-term, 
less-than-significant visual impacts when compared to the Proposed Project.  

 With Alternative 5, there would be two new 95-foot-tall-riser poles, one inside of Mirage 
Substation and one at the intersection of Varner Road and Vista De Oro. (DEIR, p. 3-22.)  

 In contrast to Alternatives 3 and 5, where Alternative 3 would result in new, larger 
structures close to a major road and neighborhood and Alternative 5 that would include 
construction of two 95-foot riser poles, the Proposed Project would rebuild/reconfigure 
existing lines on the Farrell-Garnet and the Mirage-Santa Rosa portions. Both of these 
areas of the Proposed Project have existing SCE subtransmission lines that SCE would 
rebuild/reconfigure and then string a new set of conductors on.  In other words, it would 
be very difficult to tell the difference between pre- and post- project visual conditions for 
a majority of the Proposed Project.  It is therefore, SCE’s belief that the Proposed Project 
would not result in more long-term less-than significant impacts as compared to 
Alternatives 3 and 5, but in fact, could result in fewer.   

 
Biological Resources 

 The DEIR concludes that Alternatives 3 and 5 would result in fewer long-term less than 
significant impacts as compared to the Proposed Project.  Alternative 3 contains potential 
habitat for the fringe-toed lizard, but surveys did not find the area occupied.  However, 
Alternative 3 would still require mitigation for loss of habitat, but, like the Proposed 
Project in this area, would also be less than significant.  Further, if Alternative 3 were 
approved for construction, the existing line traversing BLM would remain, and SCE 
would need to still maintain the line and replace deteriorated poles; a few of these poles 
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would likely need to be replaced in the near future.4 
 
The Proposed Project along the Farrell-Garnet portion of the route traversing Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM) land is confirmed that it is occupied for fringe-toed lizard; 
however, all impacts would be less than significant with mitigation, and the actual impact 
would be primarily construction-related rather than long-term.  For the Proposed Project, 
SCE would be replacing poles in areas that poles already exist.  Further, the replacement 
of poles would take place in areas alongside an existing road where the habitat is already 
somewhat degraded.  For these reasons, SCE does not believe that the Proposed Project 
would result in more long-term biological resources as compared to Alternative 3. 

 The DEIR concludes that because Alternative 5 would result in only a short span of 
overhead line across I-10 and the UPRR, compared to the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa 
Rosa line, which would include approximately 1.5 miles of overhead line, Alternative 5 is 
more favorable than the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line for biological impacts.  
(DEIR, p. 5-9.)  However, both options, Alternative 5 and the Proposed Project, have 
very limited biological impacts that are less-than-significant.  For these reasons, SCE 
does not believe that the Proposed Project would result in more long-term biological 
resources as compared to Alternative 5. 

 
Cultural Resources 

 The Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet 115kV line would be built in the existing alignment 
of the Devers-Farrell-Wildland 115kV subtransmission line along the north side of 
Garnet Hill.  The line is currently in an existing easement which is at least 30-feet wide.  
SCE would utilize an existing access road already in place.  No new roads would need to 
be cut through Garnet Hill and any necessary grading would be minimal.  The Proposed 
Farrell-Garnet overhead line would have point-specific paleontology impacts and non-
physical impact on Native American topographical resource Hoon wit ten ca va /Garnet 
Hill. 
 
Similarly, the overhead segment of Alternative 3 would also have point-specific 
paleontology impacts where poles would be located and non-physical impact on Native 
American topographical resource Hoon wit ten ca va /Garnet Hill .  Further, the 
underground segment would have greater paleontological impacts and possibly 
archaeological impacts to currently unknown resources than the overhead Farrell-Garnet 
line because Alternative 3 involves a trench that would potentially intrude below existing 
disturbed areas. In addition, Alternative 3 would still require SCE to install poles through 
a portion of the Garnet Hill in areas where new access roads may be required. For this 
reason, the DEIR states that the “ranking for the Farrell-Garnet study area (most to least 

                                                 
4 SCE has been in the process for the past few years of working with BLM to obtain necessary environmental 
approvals.  Please note that if Alternative 3 is approved for construction, it could result in a delay in this process, as 
BLM would no longer be involved in the project.  
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favorable) is as follows:  Alternative 7, Alternative 6, Alternative 3, the Proposed Project 
Farell-Garnet line, and Alternative 2.”  (DEIR, p. 5-9.)   

 With the exception of two locations, the Proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa line would be built 
in the existing Mirage-Tamarisk 115kV and/or the existing Mirage-Concho 115kV 
alignments.5  The Proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa line would have point specific 
paleontological impacts where poles would be located and physical impacts to one 
archaeological site (CACRV 785).  Sites 33-15430 and 33-15429 might be avoidable or 
could potentially not be impacted by the Proposed Project. Alternative 5, in contrast, 
would have physical impacts on Varner Road, cultural resource 33-8408, due to linear 
trenching within the length of roadway.  Alternative 5 would also result in potentially 
greater paleontological impacts and possibly archaeological impacts to currently 
unknown resources due to the trenching required for the 3.1 miles of undergrounding that 
might intrude below currently disturbed areas.  Therefore, it is not likely that the 
Proposed Project would have more long-term, less-than-significant impacts as compared 
to Alternative 5, and could result in fewer long-term impacts.  (DEIR, pp. 5-6, 5-9.)   

 
In sum, the DEIR asserts that one of the main reasons Alternatives 3 and 5 were chosen over the 
Proposed Project as environmentally superior, is due to increased long-term, less-than-significant 
impacts of the Proposed Project as compared to Alternatives 3 and 5, particularly in the areas of 
aesthetics, biological resources, and cultural resources.  As discussed above, SCE disagrees with 
this determination.  The Proposed Project would result in very similar or even fewer long-term 
visual/aesthetics impacts; similar long-term biological impacts, and similar or potentially fewer 
long-term cultural impacts.  In any event, all of these impacts are less-than-significant and the 
minute differences between them do not justify the choice of Alternatives 3 and 5 
environmentally superior.   

 
SCE’s Proposed Project is the environmentally superior routing option because it is less 
impactful than Alternatives 3 and 5 in several resource areas. 
 
Air Quality 

 The DEIR acknowledges that the Proposed Project would have fewer significant air 
quality impacts than Alternatives 3 and 5 due to the extensive trenching required for 
Alternatives 3 and 5, yet the DEIR concludes this difference is “not material enough to 
determine a preferred alternative from an air quality perspective” and concludes that there 
is “no preference” between the Proposed Project and Alternatives 3 and 5 regarding air 
quality impacts.  (DEIR, pp. 5-9 and 5-4.)  SCE disagrees with this analysis and believes 
that there is a difference material enough to determine that the Proposed Project is the 
preferred alternative regarding air quality.   

                                                 
5 Exception 1: a new single circuit pole line will be built west of the existing Mirage-Concho 115kV line adjacent to 
an existing access road and further west of the culturally sensitive areas adjacent to the existing Mirage-Concho 
115kV line. Exception 2: a new single circuit wood pole line would be built east of the existing double circuit wood 
pole line through the Tri-Palms Estates Country Club.  No cultural resources appear to be within the golf course as it 
is on developed property.   
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 The 5.8 miles of overhead line that would be constructed for the Proposed Farrell-Garnet 
line would result in approximately 116,790 cubic feet of ground disturbance.6  In 
contrast, the 3.6 miles of underground construction and 2.9 of overhead construction 
required for Alternative 3 would result in approximately 320, 288 cubic feet of 
disturbance, nearly three times the disturbance of the Proposed Farrell-Garnet line, with 
correlating increases in fugitive dust.7  This is material enough in SCE’s opinion to 
determine that the Proposed Farrell-Garnet line is superior to Alternative 3. 

 The 1.5 miles of overhead line that would be constructed for the Proposed Mirage-Santa 
Rosa line would result in only 5,633 cubic feet of disturbance, due in part to this portion 
being constructed on existing alignments, and no new access roads would be required.8  
In contrast, the 3-foot-wide, at least 5.5-foot-deep, 3.1-mile long trench that would be 
required for Alternative 5 would result in a total of 270,072 cubic feet of land 
disturbance, approximately 48 times the disturbance and corresponding fugitive dust 
impacts as compared to the Proposed Project.9  In SCE’s opinion, this is a material-
enough difference in disturbance area to determine that the Proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 
line is superior to Alternative 5.   

 
Noise 

 Construction of underground facilities requires approximately 100-days per mile to 
complete.  In comparison, construction of overhead facilities requires approximately 30-
days-per mile to complete.  Thus, the estimated construction time for the Proposed 
Farrell-Garnet line would be approximately 6 months (roughly one month per mile on a 
total of approximately 5.8 mile-long route).   
 
In contrast, the construction of Alternative 3 would be approximately 100 days per mile 
of undergrounding, which would be about 360 days, or approximately one year.  The 
overhead portion of Alternative 3 would take approximately 3 months construction time, 
which could possibly be performed in parallel with the underground construction work.   
Similarly, the estimated construction time for the Proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa line 
would also be less than Alternative 5.  The 1.5-mile-long Proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 
line would take approximately 1.5 months to construct, while the construction of 
Alternative 5 would be approximately 10 months (roughly 100 days per mile for 3.1 

                                                 
6  Calculations for volume of earth disturbed are back-of-the-envelope estimates used to demonstrate quantitative 
differences in earth disturbance.  For the Proposed Farrell-Garnet line:  142 LWS poles x area disturbance (пr2 ; 
where r= 1 foot) x depth of disturbance = 10ft;   disturbed volume = 4460ft3 ; 15 TSPs x пr2 (r=2.5 ft) x 30 ft deep= 
8840 ft3 ; 0.7 miles access road x 5280 x 14 ft wide x 2 ft deep= 103490 ft3 ; Total Volume Disturbed= 116790 ft3. 
7 Disturbance calculations for Alternative 3:  3 ft wide underground trench x 5.5 feet deep x 3.6 miles x 5280 = 
313632 ft3 ; 2.90 miles overhead= ½ disturbance of 5.8 miles of proposed overhead without access road= 6650 ft3 ; 
Total Disturbance= 320288 ft3 . 
8 Disturbance calculations for Proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa:  37 LWS + 11 wood poles x area of disturbance x depth 
of disturbance= 10ft; Disturbed volume = 1508 ft3 ;7 TSPs x пr2 (r=2.5ft) x 30 ft deep= 4125 ft3 ; 0.0 new access 
roads; Total Disturbance= 5633 ft3. 
9 Disturbance calculations for Alternative 5:  3 ft wide underground trench x 5.5 ft deep x 3.1 miles x 5280=270072 
ft3 . 
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miles underground construction).  In other words, construction of Alternatives 3 and 5 
would require significantly longer construction times than the Proposed Project. 

 The DEIR acknowledges that “underground portions would have greater noise and 
vibration impacts from construction” and asserts that Alternatives 3 and 5 would result in 
“less impacts from corona noise.”  (DEIR, p. 5-7.)  First, SCE agrees that the 
underground portions would result in greater noise and vibration from construction and 
would like to reiterate that these portions would take a 100-days-per-mile to construct, 
compared to a lesser construction period for the Proposed Project.  Second, as 
acknowledged in the DEIR regarding the overhead construction associated with the 
Proposed Project, “because newer conductors typically have less surface imperfections 
than aging conductors, the conductors associated with the new circuit would likely result 
in lower corona noise levels than the existing circuit.”10 (DEIR, p. 4.11-16.)  Further, the 
DEIR states that in any event, most sensitive receptors for the Proposed Project are 
between 100-to-150-feet away from the proposed alignment.  (DEIR, p. 4.11-16.)  
Finally, the DEIR concludes that corona noise impacts of the Proposed Project would be 
a less-than-significant impact and no mitigation is required.  (DEIR, p. 4.11-17.)  SCE, 
therefore, disagrees with the conclusion in the DEIR that there is no preference between 
the alternatives regarding noise impacts.  Because of the greater noise impacts from 
underground construction, the increased construction related to underground routing, 
because the Proposed Project would likely result in lower corona noise levels as 
compared to the existing baseline and because most sensitive receptors to the Proposed 
Project are at least 100-feet away from the alignment, SCE concludes that the Proposed 
Project should be the preferred route regarding noise impacts.    

 
Public Services 

 The DEIR acknowledges that the “additional lane closure required for the underground 
portion[s of Alternatives 3 and 5] could lead to slightly higher impacts to emergency 
response times.” (DEIR, p. 5-8.) The DEIR nonetheless concludes that there is no 
preference between alternatives for public service impacts.  SCE disagrees with this 
conclusion and believes that due to the additional potential for disruption to public 
services from extensive, prolonged road/lane closures, even though these impacts would 
remain less than significant, the Proposed Project is superior to Alternatives 3 and 5 in 
this area. 

 
Traffic and Transportation 

 The DEIR acknowledges that as “[c]ompared to the alternative lines, the Proposed 
Project lines would involve the least amount of construction work within or above roads.  
Compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 3 would result in the 
most amount of underground line construction within roads” and that as “[c]ompared to 
the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line, which would result in no underground line 

                                                 
10 Please note that the noise level analysis for corona noise may be assuming corona noise levels for 220 kV 
facilities rather than levels for 115 kV facilities, which are normally less.   
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work, Alternative 5 would result in approximately three miles of underground line.” 
(DEIR, pp.5-9 to 5-10.)  Therefore, the DEIR concludes that the Proposed Project is more 
favorable than either Alternative 3 or 5.  SCE agrees and believes that this is an 
additional reason that the Proposed Project is the environmentally superior alignment.   
 
Alternatives 3 and 5 would require significantly more traffic control measures than the 
Proposed Project does.  Both Alternatives 3 and 5 would require various lane closures for 
the duration of the underground portions, approximately 12 months for Alternative 3 and 
10 months for Alternative 5.  The lane closures associated with Alternative 3 may affect 
access for nearby residential area.  Additionally, the route along Alternative 5 has been  
recently widened by the County of Riverside and may be subject to a moratorium on any 
street projects for five years.  In order for SCE to be able to obtain permission to install 
the underground system along this portion of the route, it is possible that SCE may be 
required to grind and recap the entire street from curb to curb.  Also, SCE would need to 
update information regarding buried utilities/services in order to determine where, if at 
all, the underground facilities could be placed.  It is possible that additional services have 
been recently added to this area (e.g., potential water line along Monterey).  This could 
result in a non-linear pattern of undergrounding, with corresponding lane/road closures, 
or the potential that the underground portions would need to be trenched deeper than 
expected, or, worst-case, that there might not be room for the underground facilities in 
some areas due to constraints of existing underground utilities/services.   
 
In comparison, a portion of the Proposed Farrell-Garnet line might require a two-week 
lane closure, but would be intermittent and would not disturb road service; other portions 
of the Proposed Farrell-Garnet line are on access roads or off major roadways and would 
not require lane closures.  Similarly, the Proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa line would result in 
temporary road closures and limited lane closures, but would not disturb roads 
themselves.   

 
Utilities and Service Systems 

 The DEIR determines that impacts to Utilities and Service Systems for Alternatives 3 and 
5 are “similar to the Proposed Project” and that there is no preference between 
Alternatives 3 and 5 as compared to the Proposed Project.  SCE disagrees with this 
conclusion.  Because Alternatives 3 and 5 both require construction of substantial 
underground portions, approximately 6.7 miles total undergrounding for both 
alternatives, a greater potential for hitting, disrupting utilities and service systems exist 
than compared to the Proposed Project.  In order to avoid existing underground utilities 
when trenching, SCE might be required to construct deeper trenches, which would likely 
increase air impacts as well. In comparison, the Proposed Project, with no underground 
portions, would be less likely to disrupt utilities and service systems.  Thus, SCE believes 
that the Proposed Project is superior to Alternatives 3 and 5 in this resource area as well.   
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Alternatives 3 and 5 would cost approximately five times more than SCE’s Proposed 
Project. 
 
The overhead portions of the Proposed Project would cost approximately $627,000 dollars per 
mile.11  For the Proposed Farrell-Garnet line and the Proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa line, this 
would result in approximately $4.5 million dollars total for these overhead portions of the 
project.12   
 
In comparison, the approximate cost for undergrounding is $3.5 million per mile.  The cost for 
Alternatives 3 and 5 would be approximately $25-28 million. 13  In addition to these costs, there 
are possible moratoriums in place on roads that have been recently repaved, such as Monterey 
Road.  If such moratoriums are in place at the time SCE would need to construct in those areas, it 
is possible that SCE would be required to repave the entire road from curb-to-curb, rather than 
just repaving the trenching area.  This could result in additional cost to the project. In sum, 
Alternatives 3 and 5 would cost at least approximately five times more (between $20-24 million 
dollars) than the Proposed Project and, as discussed above, would not result in any material 
environmental benefits as compared to the Proposed Project.   
 
In conclusion, the Proposed Project does not result in more long-term, less-than-significant 
impacts as compared to Alternatives 3 and 5, and in fact, likely results in fewer long-term 
impacts in the areas of aesthetics and cultural resources.  Further, the Proposed Project is 
environmentally superior to Alternatives 3 and 5 in the areas of air quality, noise, public services, 
traffic and transportation, and utilities and service systems.  Finally, the cost of the Proposed 
Project is approximately $20-24 million dollars less than that of Alternatives 3 and 5.  
 
For all of these reasons, SCE believes that the differences in intensity and type of impacts that 
would be less than significant justify choosing the Proposed Project as the environmentally 
superior and approving the Proposed Project for construction.   
 
 
Sincerely, 
/s/Milissa Marona 
Milissa Marona 
                                                 
11 Please note that these cost estimates are conceptual estimates without the benefit of final engineering.  
12 Approximate cost calculations for the Proposed Project.  For the Proposed Farrell-Garnet line (5.8 miles of 
overhead x $627,000 per mile = $3.6 million).  For the Proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa line (1.5 miles of overhead x 
$627,000 per mile = $940,500).  The total for the overhead portions of the Proposed Project would be $3.6 million + 
$940,500= $4.5 million. 
13 Approximate cost calculations for Alternatives 3 and 5:  Alternative 3 (2.9 miles of overhead (between $2million 
and $5 million per mile [depending on final engineering] + 3.6 miles of underground x $3.5 million per mile=range 
between $14 million and $18 million).  Alternative 5 (3.1 miles of underground x $3.5 million per mile= $10.8 
million).  For Alternative 3 ($14-18 million) and Alternative 5 ($10.8 million) the total cost for the undergrounding 
portion would be a range between $25 million and $28 million.  Therefore, Alternatives 3 and 5 would cost 
approximately 5 times more than the Proposed Project, approximately $20-24 dollars more.   
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t p
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 d
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 c
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 c
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 m
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 e
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 re
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at
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r c
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s s
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ra
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 re
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 c
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at
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C
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C
od

e 
an

d 
co

nt
ai

ns
 p
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at
io

na
l B

ui
ld

in
g 

C
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 c
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 c
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n 
St

an
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w
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 C
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rn
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ui
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in
g 
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e 
 Th
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C

al
ifo

rn
ia
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ui
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C
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B
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00
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ov
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 b
ui
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de
s a
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 d
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 C
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 b
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in

g 
C

od
e 

w
ith

 th
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 p
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 p
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 d
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 c
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 c
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 c
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 D
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s p
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 d
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ia

 o
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ic
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lly
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C
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C
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C
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of

 th
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C
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C
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 p
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m
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, p

ro
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an
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 w
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tin
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 q
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 m
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ia
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us
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up
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 a
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 m
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nt
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ru
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ne

t H
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t i
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A
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ui

st
 -P

rio
lo

 
Ea
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l S
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e 
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e 
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e 
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ly

 fa
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t w
ou

ld
 in

te
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ny
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 P
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Pr

oj
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t 
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po

ne
nt
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s t
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 G
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ne
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ill

 fa
ul

t, 
w

hi
ch

 is
 m
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as

 b
ur

ie
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w
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 lo

ca
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n 
th

at
 is

 p
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tu
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te
d 

ac
ro

ss
 th
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pr
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ed
 F
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ll-
G
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t 
al
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nm

en
t. 
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he
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 se
is

m
ic
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ct

iv
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 n
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e 

fa
ul

ts
, 

gr
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nd
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e 
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te
d 

w
ith
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ct

iv
e 

fa
ul
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. H
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ev

er
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gr
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nd
 fr
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d 
w

ith
 th
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19

86
 N

or
th

 P
al

m
 S
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in
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qu
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e 
w

er
e 
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rte
d 
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e 
tra
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f t
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ar

ne
t H

ill
 fa
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bu
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he
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ac
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e 
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su
lt 

of
 g
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un

d 
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in

g 
ra

th
er

 th
an

 fa
ul

t 
ru

pt
ur

e.
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 a
dd

iti
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ur
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an

t t
o 

A
PM

 G
EO

-2
, t

ow
er

 lo
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 (i
n 

th
e 
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se

 o
f t
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 p
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po

se
d 

Fa
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el
l-G
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t s
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tra
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m
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si
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 li
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, p
ol

e 
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ns
) w
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ld

 b
e 
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le

ct
ed

 to
 a
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om

m
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at
e 
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tic
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ed
 fa
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t 

of
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et
, a

nd
 m

in
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iz
e 

ex
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ss
iv

e 
te
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io

n 
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 li
ne

s, 
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ou
ld

 a
 fa

ul
t 

m
ov

em
en

t o
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ur
. T

he
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fo
re

, b
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ed
 o

n 
th

e 
lo

ca
tio

n 
of

 th
e 

pr
op

os
ed
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m
po

ne
nt

s a
nd
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e 
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e 
fa

ul
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 th

e 
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, t
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 p
ot

en
tia

l f
or

 
su
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e 
fa

ul
t r

up
tu
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 a
ff

ec
t t
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 P

ro
po

se
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Pr
oj
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t w
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ld

 b
e 

m
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al
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l g
ro

un
d 

su
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e 

ru
pt
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 b
e 
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w
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: 
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er

e 
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e 

ea
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fa
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 th
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 re
co
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ed
 o

r z
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ed
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 v
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 o
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CHAPTER 4 
Responses to Comments 

Letter O1, Native American Heritage Commission 
Response O1-1 The NAHC comment letter notes that Native American Cultural resources 

were identified within one-half mile of the Proposed Project’s Area of 
Potential Effect (APE), and the NAHC recommends early consultation with 
identified Native American tribes as the best way to avoid unanticipated 
discoveries once a project is underway. The NAHC further recommends that 
a Native American Monitor or Native American culturally knowledgeable 
person be employed whenever a professional archaeologist is needed. The 
NAHC letter does not state a specific concern or question regarding a 
significant environmental impact or the adequacy of the Draft EIR. 

 Potential interested parties recommended by the NAHC were contacted via 
letter. The Draft EIR (Section 4.5, Cultural Resources) notes that prior 
contact has been made to the NAHC and that the NAHC provided a list of 
Native American contacts that may have knowledge of resources in the study 
area. Potential interested parties recommended by the NAHC were contacted 
via letter. The Draft EIR also acknowledges that Native American Cultural 
resources are known to be present within one-half mile of the Proposed 
Project’s APE, and identified five previously recorded resources and five 
newly recorded resources. The Draft EIR further notes that consultation with 
the Cahuilla Indian Tribe has been initiated and would be on going 
throughout the construction of the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV 
subtransmission line. Further, Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs) CUL-1 
through CUL-6 identify how SCE would consult with the Native American 
community prior to and during construction. The Draft EIR also requires 
mitigation measures for avoidance and provisions for accidentally-discovered 
cultural resources, as well as procedures to be followed in the event of 
accidental discovery of human remains. No changes or additions to the Draft 
EIR are necessitated by the NAHC comment letter. 
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Letter O2, Southern California Edison Company 

Global Comments 
Response O2-a The Applicant expresses their disagreement with several areas of analysis in 

the Draft EIR. Each of the material areas of disagreement are addressed in 
the specific comments that follow. 

Response O2-b The Applicant disagrees with the Draft EIR conclusion that Alternatives 3 
and 5 would result in fewer long-term impacts to aesthetics when compared 
to the Proposed Project. With regard to Alternative 3, the Applicant notes 
that the new subtransmission line would be built on structures approximately 
80- to 98-feet high compared to the existing structures that are approximately 
34- to 48-feet high, and asserts that this visual impact would be greater than 
for the Farrell-Garnet segment of the Proposed Project which would 
construct the new subtransmission line on structures that are closer in height 
to the existing structures in that corridor. The Applicant further notes that 
Alternative 3 would be constructed along Indian Canyon Drive, which is a 
main entrance into Palm Springs. However, we note that these considerations 
have to be balanced against the fact that Alternative 3 would have 2.9 miles 
less overhead line (i.e., approximately half) than would the Proposed Project 
for the Farrell-Garnet segment. Nonetheless, we agree with the Applicant 
that the visual sensitivity along Indian Canyon Drive should be afforded 
greater weight in this analysis, and thus the visual impact of Alternative 3 
should be considered slightly greater than that of the Proposed Project for the 
Farrell-Garnet segment. Accordingly, the first bullet on page 5-9 of the Draft 
EIR is revised as follows. Also, Table 5-2 has been updated and is included 
in Section 5 of this Response to Comments document. 

• Aesthetics - Impacts would be potentially significant, but 
mitigable to less than significant for all of the alternatives. 
Alternative 7 would involve the most amount of overhead line in 
the Farrell-Garnet study area, including the most overhead line 
in residential areas and a crossing of I-10. Alternative 3 would 
involve the least amount of overhead line with no I-10 crossings, 
but would result in nearly doubling the height and base diameter 
of structures along Indian Canyon Road which is a major 
entryway to the City of Palm Springs. Alternative 2 is 
considered the most favorable for aesthetics because the 
overhead portion of that line would be in an area with low visual 
sensitivity. The ranking for the Farrell-Garnet study area (most 
to least favorable) is as follows: Alternative 3, Alternative 6, 
Alternative 2, the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, 
Alternative 6, Alternative 7, and Alternative 73. For the Mirage-
Santa Rosa study area, Alternative 5 would result in only a short 
span of overhead line across I-10 and the UPRR, compared to 
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the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line, which would 
include approximately 1.5 miles of overhead line. Therefore, 
Alternative 5 is more favorable than the Proposed Project 
Mirage-Santa Rosa line. 

 With regard to Alternative 5, the Applicant notes that this alternative would 
result in two 95-foot riser poles – one inside the Mirage Substation and one 
at the intersection of Varner Road and Vista De Oro. The Applicant claims 
that these two riser poles would have greater visual impact than would the 
Mirage-Santa Rosa segment of the Proposed Project which would involve the 
removal of 29 structures and the installation of 55 structures, seven of which 
would be bolted-based TSPs between 70 and 100 feet above ground, 
depending on their specific location. We disagree with the Applicant’s 
assertion that the two riser poles associated with Alternative 5 would have 
greater impacts to aesthetics than would the proposed Project for the Mirage-
Santa Rosa segment. As a result, no changes are being made to the Draft EIR 
analysis or conclusions for aesthetics for the Mirage-Santa Rosa segment. 

Response O2-c The CPUC has considered the Applicant’s points related to the ranking of 
alternatives in the Draft EIR with regard to biological resources. In order for 
a more robust ranking of alternatives with respect to biological resources, the 
CPUC has decided to include more weight to the integrity of the habitat 
along the proposed and alternative alignments, in combination with the 
amount of permanent impacts that would result (i.e., the amount of overhead 
line that would occur under each alignment). Therefore, the second bullet on 
Draft EIR page 5-9 is revised as follows. Also, Table 5-2 has been updated 
and is included in Section 5 of this Response to Comments document. 

• Biological Resources - Impacts would be potentially significant, 
but mitigable to less than significant for all of the alternatives. 
The Proposed Project alignments contain more suitable habitat 
for special status species than do the alternative alignments. 
Compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, 
Alternative 37 would result in the least most amount of overhead 
line and associated long-term impacts; however, Alternative 7 
would be constructed in the least suitable habitat for special 
status species, making it the most favorable alternative, followed 
by Alternative 6, Alternative 3, Alternative 2, and the Proposed 
Project Farrell-Garnet line, and Alternative 7. Compared to the 
Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line, which would result in 
approximately 1.5 miles of new overhead line in more suitable 
habitat for special status species, Alternative 5 would result in 
only a short segment of overhead line associated with the I-10 
and UPRR crossings and it would be in less suitable habitat for 
special status species. 
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Response O2-d  The CPUC has considered the Applicant’s points related to the ranking of 
alternatives in the Draft EIR with regard to cultural resources. The CPUC has 
decided to include more weight to potential impacts associated with 
discovery of previously unknown archeological and paleontological 
resources for the ranking of alternatives. Therefore, the following revisions 
have been made to the cultural resources environmentally superior alternative 
discussion on Draft EIR page 5-9. Also, Table 5-2 has been updated and is 
included in Section 5 of this Response to Comments document. For other 
revisions that have been made to Draft EIR Section 4.5, Cultural Resources, 
refer to Responses 52 to 60. 

• Cultural Resources - Impacts would be potentially significant, 
but mitigable to less than significant for all of the alternatives. 
Alternative 6 and Alternative 7 would have no impact on the 
Garnet Hill cultural resource compared to the Proposed Project 
Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 2, and Alternative 3. It should be 
noted that Alternative 2 is the only alignment that would include 
direct impacts to Garnet Hill. Between Alternatives 6 and 7, 
Alternative 6 Alternatives 2, 3, and 6 would include a higher 
potential for an undiscovered find compared to the Proposed 
Project Farrell-Garnet line and Alternative 7 due to the one-mile 
underground line construction work that would be associated with 
Alternative 6 those alternatives. The ranking for the Farrell-Garnet 
study area (most to least favorable) is as follows: Proposed Project 
Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 7, Alternative 6, Alternative 3, the 
Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, and Alternative 2. Compared 
to the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa line, Alternative 5 would 
avoid CA-RIV-785, and 33-15429, and 33-15430. However, 
Alternative 5 would result in substantially more subsurface 
disturbance associated with trenching for the underground line 
compared to the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line, which 
would result in more severe of an impact related to undiscovered 
cultural and paleontological resources. Therefore, Alternative 5 is 
more favorable than the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line 
is more favorable than Alternative 5. 

Response O2-e  For revised text related to the rankings of alternatives with regard to aesthetics, 
biological resources, and cultural resources, refer to Responses O2-b through 
O2-d, above. 

Response O2-f  The CPUC agrees with the Applicant that the amount and duration of air 
emissions should be considered in ranking the alternatives within the air 
quality resource area even though the impact would be Class I for each. 
Therefore, the following revisions have been made to the first two paragraphs 
of the discussion of the environmentally superior alternatives on Draft EIR 
page 5-3. 
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As discussed in the previous section, the Proposed Project and all five 
alternatives would have significant unmitigable impacts on air quality 
during construction. The extent of the unmitigable impacts on air quality 
varies slightly by alternative but could not be mitigated to less than 
significant levels for the Proposed Project or any alternative. 
Consequently, the selection of an environmentally superior alternative is 
based on differences in intensity of air quality impacts and type of as 
well as the differences in intensity of the other environmental issue area 
impacts that would be less than significant with mitigation (Table 5-2). 
Based on these differences the identified environmentally superior 
alternative is the Proposed Project for both the Farrell-Garnett study area 
is Alternative 3 and the identified environmentally superior alternative 
for and the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area is Alternative 5. 

All five alternatives studied in this EIR were variations of alignments 
that would use existing ROW. The alternatives studied would 
substitute one component of the Proposed Project (i.e., Alternatives 2, 
3, 6, or 7 would be used in lieu of the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV 
subtransmission line and Alternative 5 would be used in lieu of the 
proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line). For a 
number of resources, there are no material environmental impact 
differences between the Proposed Project and alternatives including: 
agricultural resources; air quality; geology and soils; hazards and 
hazardous materials; hydrology and water quality; land use, planning, 
and policies; mineral resources, noise; population and housing; public 
services; and recreation; and utilities and service systems. 

In addition, the following revisions have been made to the first paragraphs of 
Draft EIR page 5-9. Also, Table 5-2 has been updated and is included in 
Section 5 of this Response to Comments document. 

Implementation of the Proposed Project or any of the five alternatives 
would result in a significant unmitigable (Class I) impact on air quality 
during construction. Although impacts to air quality would be of 
varying degree (i.e., alternatives with an underground component 
would be slightly more adverse than the Proposed Project due to 
emissions during trenching activities), the impacts would be short term 
and temporary in nature; therefore, impacts of varying degree between 
alternatives is not material enough to determine a preferred alternative 
from an air quality perspective. 

Resource categories where environmental impacts would either be 
materially lessened or increased by implementing an alternative to the 
Proposed Project are discussed below. 
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• Air Quality - Implementation of the Proposed Project or any of 
the five alternatives would result in a significant unavoidable 
(Class I) short-term impact on air quality during construction. 
The short-term impacts to air quality would be of varying degree 
(i.e., alternatives with an underground component would be 
slightly more adverse than the Proposed Project due to emissions 
during trenching activities, and Alternative 7 would be slightly 
more adverse than the Proposed Project due to the longer length 
of the alternative compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-
Garnet line). Based on these varying degrees of impact, the 
ranking for the Farrell-Garnet study area (most to least 
favorable) is as follows: the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet 
line, Alternative 7, Alternative 6, Alternative 3, and Alternative 
2. For the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area, the Proposed Project 
Mirage-Santa Rosa line is more favorable than Alternative 5. 

Response O2-g  The CPUC has considered the Applicant’s points related to the ranking of 
alternatives in the Draft EIR with regard to noise. The CPUC has decided to 
include more weight to potential impacts associated with the duration of 
construction activity noise that would occur in the vicinity of sensitive 
receptors. Therefore, the following paragraph has been added to the 
environmentally superior alternative discussion before the first complete 
paragraph on Draft EIR page 5-10. Also, Table 5-2 has been updated and is 
included in Section 5 of this Response to Comments document. 

• Noise - Impacts would be potentially significant, but mitigable to 
less than significant for all of the alternatives. Compared to the 
alternative lines, the Proposed Project lines would involve the 
least duration of construction work in the vicinity of sensitive 
receptors (i.e., residences). Compared to the Proposed Project 
Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 3 would result in the highest 
duration of construction activity in the vicinity of sensitive 
receptors due to the longest length of underground line work that 
would occur near residences, followed by Alternative 2 and 
Alternative 6. Alternative 7 would not include underground line 
work, but would affect more sensitive receptors than the 
Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line. The ranking for the Farrell-
Garnet study area (most to least favorable) is as follows: the 
Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 7, Alternative 
6, Alternative 2, and Alternative 3. Compared to the Proposed 
Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line, Alternative 5 would result in a 
longer duration of construction activity in the vicinity of more 
sensitive receptors. Therefore, the Proposed Project Mirage-
Santa Rosa line is more favorable than the Alternative 5 line. 

Response O2-h  The CPUC has considered the Applicant’s points related to the ranking of 
alternatives in the Draft EIR with regard to public services. The CPUC has 
decided to include more weight to potential impacts associated with emergency 
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response times. Therefore, the following paragraph has been added to the 
environmentally superior alternative discussion before the first complete 
paragraph on Draft EIR page 5-10. Also, Table 5-2 has been updated and is 
included in Section 5 of this Response to Comments document. 

• Public Services - Impacts would be potentially significant, but 
mitigable to less than significant for all of the alternatives. 
Compared to the alternative lines, the Proposed Project lines 
would involve the least potential for construction activities to 
affect vehicle access and fire department response times because 
the alternatives with underground components would require 
lengthier lane closures that could more severely affect emergency 
response times, and Alternative 7 would be slightly more adverse 
than the Proposed Project due to the longer length of the 
alternative and more lane closures associated with overhead road 
crossings compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line. 
The ranking for the Farrell-Garnet study area (most to least 
favorable) is as follows: the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, 
Alternative 7, Alternative 6, Alternative 2, and Alternative 3. For 
the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area, the Proposed Project Mirage-
Santa Rosa line is more favorable than the Alternative 5 line. 

Response O2-i  The Applicant expresses support for the Draft EIR conclusion that the 
Proposed Project lines would be more favorable than the alternatives with 
regard to short-term impacts associated with traffic and transportation. No 
revisions to the Draft EIR are requested. 

Response O2-j  The CPUC has considered the Applicant’s points related to the ranking of 
alternatives in the Draft EIR with regard to utilities and service systems. The 
CPUC has decided to include more weight to potential impacts associated 
with disturbing utilities during construction activities. Therefore, the 
following paragraph has been added to the environmentally superior 
alternative discussion before the first complete paragraph on Draft EIR 
page 5-10. Also, Table 5-2 has been updated and is included in Section 5 of 
this Response to Comments document. 

• Utilities and Service Systems - Impacts would be less than 
significant for all of the alternatives. Compared to the alternative 
lines, the Proposed Project lines would involve the least potential 
for construction activities to disturb utilities because the 
alternatives with underground components would have a higher 
potential to disturb underground utilities, and Alternative 7 would 
be slightly more adverse than the Proposed Project due to the 
longer length of the alternative and the greater potential for the 
additional pole excavations to disturb underground utilities 
compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line. The ranking 
for the Farrell-Garnet study area (most to least favorable) is as 
follows: the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 7, 
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Alternative 6, Alternative 3, and Alternative 2. For the Mirage-
Santa Rosa study area, the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa 
line is more favorable than the Alternative 5 line. 

Response O2-k  The Applicant states that construction of Alternatives 3 and 5 would cost 
approximately five times more than would construction of the project as 
proposed, and that such a substantial increase in cost would not result in any 
material environmental benefits. Construction cost is not a factor that is 
considered in CEQA when determining the environmentally superior 
alternative. The CPUC may consider cost and other factors when making a 
decision on the project, and, if warranted and justified, may approve an 
alternative that is not the Environmentally Superior Alternative. 

Response O2-l  The Applicant summarizes the points raised in the preceding comments O2-b 
through O2-k, and concludes by saying that the Proposed Project should be 
identified as the Environmentally Superior Alternative. As discussed in 
Responses O2-b through O2-j, above, the Applicant has clarified various 
aspects of the Proposed Project and the alternatives which resulted in minor 
shifts in how the impacts in several resource areas were considered, or in the 
weight that certain resource areas should be afforded in the overall 
determination of the Environmentally Superior Alternative. It should be 
emphasized that these clarifications and refinements are insignificant 
modifications under CEQA in that they do not create any new significant 
impacts or increase the severity of a previously identified environmental 
impact. Rather, the clarifications and refinements result in changes to the 
ranking of alternatives for resource areas in which only less than significant 
(or less than significant with mitigation) impacts have been identified. 

 As described on page 5-2 of the Draft EIR, there would be significant 
unavoidable (Class I) impacts, although temporary, in air quality for the 
Proposed Project and all alternatives arising from construction emissions. As 
discussed above in Response O2-f, above, we agree that the amount and 
duration of air emissions should be considered in ranking the alternatives with 
the air quality resource area even though the impact would be Class I for each. 

 Also as noted on page 5-2 of the Draft EIR, the only other differentiating 
impacts are within resource areas for which only less than significant (or less 
than significant with mitigation) impacts have been identified. It therefore is 
reasonable to give greater weight to the alternative ranking within air quality 
(which has the only significant impact) and lesser weight to the alternative 
ranking within the other resource areas. 

 To implement this refinement in ranking the alternatives, we assigned a 
weighting factor to each resource area for which at least some differentiation 
between alternatives was discernable. Air quality was assigned the highest 
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weighting because it had the only significant impact. Resource areas wherein 
the impacts would be long term, though admittedly less than significant, were 
assigned the next highest weighting. Aesthetics, biological resources, and 
cultural resources fall into that category. Next, resources areas wherein the 
impacts would be short term but most noticeable to many people (i.e., noise, 
and transportation and traffic) were assigned the third highest weighting. And 
finally, resource areas wherein the impacts would be short term but generally 
not noticeable to many people (i.e., hazards/hazardous materials, public 
services, and utilities and service systems) were assigned the lowest 
weighting. No weighting was assigned to resources areas for which no 
discernable distinction could be made from the Draft EIR analysis (i.e., 
agriculture resources, geology and soils, hydrology and water quality, land 
use and planning, mineral resources, population and housing, and recreation). 

 Within each weighted resource area, the alternatives (including the Proposed 
Project) were ranked from most favorable to least favorable based on the 
Draft EIR analysis and considering any refinements discussed above in 
Responses O2-b through O2-j. For the Farrell-Garnet Subtransmission Line, 
for which Alternatives 2, 3, 6, and 7 apply, the most favorable alternative 
was assigned a rank of 1 and the least favorable alternative was assigned a 
rank of 5. For the Mirage-Santa Rosa Subtransmission Line, for which only 
Alternative 5 applies, the most favorable alternative was assigned a rank of 1 
and the least favorable alternative was assigned a rank of 2. The resource 
weighting and alternatives rankings were compiled in a matrix and a total 
weighted score was calculated for each alternative by multiplying its ranking 
within a resource area times the weighting of the resource area, then 
summing up the total for all the resource areas. In this way, the alternative 
with the best (lowest) overall total score is the Environmentally Superior 
Alternative. The ranking matrices are shown below. 

Alternatives Ranking Matrix for the Farrell-Garnet Line 

     /-------------------------- Alternatives Rankings ---------------------------/ 

Resource Area 
Resource
Weighting 

Proposed 
Project Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Alt. 6 Alt. 7 

Air Quality 10 1 5 4 3 2 

Aesthetics 7 2 1 5 3 4 

Biological Resources 7 5 4 3 2 1 

Cultural Resources 7 1 5 4 3 2 

Noise 5 1 4 5 3 2 

Transportation and Traffic 5 1 4 5 3 2 

Hazards/Hazardous Materials 1 1 5 4 3 2 

Public Services 1 1 4 5 3 2 

Utilities and Service Systems 1 1 5 4 3 2 

Weighted Ranking   79 174 187 125 95 
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Alternatives Ranking Matrix for the Mirage-Santa Rosa Line 

    
  

/- Alternatives Rankings -/ 

Resource Area 
Resource
Weighting 

Proposed 
Project Alt. 5 

Air Quality 10 1 2 

Aesthetics 7 2 1 

Biological Resources 7 2 1 

Cultural Resources 7 1 2 

Noise 5 1 2 

Transportation and Traffic 5 1 2 

Hazards/Hazardous Materials 1 1 2 

Public Services 1 1 2 

Utilities and Service Systems 1 1 2 

Weighted Ranking   58 74 
 

 Based on the clarifications and refinements described above, the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative is the Proposed Project for both the 
Farrell-Garnet Subtransmission Line and the Mirage-Santa Rosa 
Subtransmission Line. Accordingly, the last paragraph under Section 5.3, 
Environmentally Superior Alternative, on Draft EIR page 5-10, has been 
replaced with the following paragraphs. 

While the Proposed Project subtransmission lines would result in the 
least amount of transportation and traffic impacts compared to the 
alternatives, these impacts would be primarily short-term and would 
conclude at the end of construction period. Because the Alternative 5 
subtransmission line would result in less long-term aesthetics, 
biological resources, and cultural resources impacts compared to the 
Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line, Alternative 5 is selected as 
the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Mirage-Santa Rosa 
study area. With regard to the Farrell-Garnet study area, Alternative 3 
would result in the least amount of long-term aesthetics and biological 
resources impacts compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet 
subtransmission line and Alternatives 2, 6, and 7; however, Alternative 
7 would result in the least amount of impacts to cultural resources 
compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line 
and Alternatives 2, 3, and 6. After considering all impacts, and the long 
length of Alternative 7, Alternative 3 is selected as the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Farrell-Garnet study area.   

For the ranking of alternatives to support the identification of the 
Environmentally Superior Alternatives for each geographical study 
area, a weighting factor was assigned to each resource area for which 
at least some differentiation between alternatives was discernable. Air 
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quality was assigned the highest weighting because it had the only 
significant and unavoidable impact. Resource areas wherein the 
impacts would be long term, though admittedly less than significant, 
were assigned the next highest weighting. Aesthetics, biological 
resources, and cultural resources fall into that category. Resource areas 
wherein the impacts would be short term but most noticeable to many 
people (i.e., noise, and transportation and traffic) were assigned the 
third highest weighting. And finally, resource areas wherein the 
impacts would be short term but generally not noticeable to many 
people (i.e., hazards/hazardous materials, public services, and utilities 
and service systems) were assigned the lowest weighting. No 
weighting was assigned to resources areas for which no discernable 
distinction could be made from the Draft EIR analysis (i.e., agriculture 
resources, geology and soils, hydrology and water quality, land use and 
planning, mineral resources, population and housing, and recreation). 

The Proposed Project subtransmission lines would result in the least 
severe air quality, cultural resources, noise, transportation and traffic, 
hazards and hazardous materials, public services, and utilities and 
service systems impacts compared to the alternatives, and in the 
Farrell-Garnet study area the Proposed Project would result in the 
second least severe impacts related to aesthetics. However, the 
Proposed Project would result in the most severe impacts related to 
biological resources in both study areas and would result in the most 
severe impacts related to aesthetics in the Mirage-Santa Rosa study 
area. Because the Proposed Project subtransmission lines would result 
in less severe significant and unavoidable air quality construction 
impacts than the alternatives, with the exception of biological 
resources and aesthetics, and would result in less severe impacts 
compared to the alternatives for all of the other resource areas where a 
preference is identified, the Proposed Project subtransmission lines 
(i.e., the proposed Farrell-Garnet Subtransmission line and the Mirage-
Santa Rosa Subtransmission lines) are selected as the Environmentally 
Superior Alternatives for both the Farrell-Garnett and Mirage-Santa 
Rosa study areas. 

In addition, the text under Section 5.4.2, Summary of the Environmentally 
Superior Alternative and its Impacts, beginning on Draft EIR page 5-10, has 
been revised as follows: 

The Environmentally Superior Alternatives are defined in Section 5.3 
as Alternative 3 the Proposed Project for both the Farrell-Garnet study 
area and Alternative 5 for the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area. The 
impacts of Alternatives 3 and 5 the Proposed Project are defined in 
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each resource area’s impact analysis in Sections 4.1 through 4.16, and 
are also summarized in Table 5-2, above. The Environmentally 
Superior Alternatives would each have the same short-term 
construction related significant and unmitigable (Class I) impacts on 
air quality. As discussed in Sections 4.1 through 4.16, other types of 
impacts would also occur under the Proposed Project, but they would 
be either less than significant or mitigable to less than significant 
levels. 

 Also, the text under Section 5.4.3, Conclusion: Comparison of the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative with the No Project Alternative, 
beginning on page 5-11, is revised as follows: 

The Environmentally Superior Alternatives (Alternatives 3 and 5) as 
defined above would reduce long-term aesthetics and biological 
resources impacts and would have minimal long-term impacts on 
residences or other sensitive land uses. Under the No Project 
Alternative scenario, SCE may be required to construct new 
subtransmission and transmission lines and/or additional power 
generation in or near the study area to supply power to the Electrical 
Needs Area. It would be overly speculative for this EIR to assume 
where the new subtransmission and transmission facilities and/or 
power generation facilities would be sited; however, it is reasonable to 
assume that at a minimum, environmental impacts associated with the 
No Project Alternative scenario would not be less than those from the 
Environmentally Superior Alternatives. Therefore, the 
Environmentally Superior Alternatives are preferred over the 
No Project Alternative. 

The third paragraph on page ES-1 has been revised as follows: 

This Draft EIR has been prepared pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and considers the potential 
environmental impacts from the Proposed Project and identifies and 
evaluates a range of alternatives. Based on this evaluation and the 
documentation which follows, this Draft EIR identifies Alternative 5 
the Proposed Project as the Environmentally Superior Alternative for 
both the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area and Alternative 3 as the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Farrell-Garnet study area. 

The text under Section ES.4.3, Environmentally Superior Alternative, 
beginning on page ES-20, is revised as follows: 

Table ES-3 summarizes the environmental impact conclusions of the 
Proposed Project and alternatives. Implementation of the Proposed 
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Project and all five alternatives would result in significant and 
unmitigable (Class I) impacts on air quality during construction., 
Aalthough impacts to air quality would be of varying degrees (i.e., 
alternatives with an underground component would be slightly more 
adverse than the Proposed Project due to emissions during trenching 
activities), the impacts would be short term and temporary in nature; 
therefore, impacts of slightly varying degree between alternatives is not 
material enough to determine a preferred alternative from an air quality 
perspective. 

However, impacts to aesthetics, biological resources, cultural 
resources, and traffic and transportation, while all mitigable to less 
than significant, do vary enough to determine a preferred alternative 
from the perspective of these issue areas. Consequently, the selection 
of an Environmentally Superior Alternative is based on differences in 
intensity and type of impacts that would be less than significant with 
mitigation. Based on these differences the identified Environmentally 
Superior Alternative for the Farrell-Garnett study area is Alternative 3 
and the identified Environmentally Superior Alternative for the 
Mirage-Santa Rosa study area is Alternative 5. 

To determine the Environmentally Superior Alternative, resource 
weighting factors were assigned and a ranking matrix was used to 
calculate a weighted score for the Proposed Project and each alternative. 
The Proposed Project subtransmission lines would result in the least 
severe air quality, cultural resources, noise, transportation and traffic, 
hazards and hazardous materials, public services, and utilities and 
service systems impacts compared to the alternatives, and in the 
Farrell-Garnet study area the Proposed Project would result in the 
second least severe impacts related to aesthetics. However, the 
Proposed Project would result in the most severe impacts related to 
biological resources in both study areas and would result in the most 
severe impacts related to aesthetics in the Mirage-Santa Rosa study 
area. Because the Proposed Project subtransmission lines would result 
in less severe significant and unavoidable air quality construction 
impacts than the alternatives, with the exception of biological 
resources and aesthetics, and would result in less severe impacts 
compared to the alternatives for all of the other resource areas where a 
preference is identified, the Proposed Project subtransmission lines 
(i.e., the proposed Farrell-Garnet Subtransmission line and the Mirage-
Santa Rosa Subtransmission lines) are selected as the Environmentally 
Superior Alternatives for both the Farrell-Garnett and Mirage-Santa 
Rosa study areas. 
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The text under Section ES.4.4, Environmentally Superior Alternative vs. No 
Project Alternative, beginning on page ES-21, is revised as follows: 

The Environmentally Superior Alternatives (Alternatives 3 and 5) as 
defined above would reduce long-term aesthetics and biological 
resources impacts and would have minimal long-term impacts on 
residences or other sensitive land uses. Under the No Project 
Alternative scenario, SCE may be required to construct new 
subtransmission and transmission lines and/or additional power 
generation in or near the study area to supply power to the Electrical 
Needs Area. It would be overly speculative for this EIR to assume 
where the new subtransmission and transmission facilities and/or 
power generation facilities would be sited; however, it is reasonable to 
assume that at a minimum, environmental impacts associated with the 
No Project Alternative scenario would not be less than those from the 
Environmentally Superior Alternatives. Therefore, the 
Environmentally Superior Alternatives are preferred over the 
No Project Alternative. 

Tables 5-2 and ES-4 have been revised accordingly and are included in 
Section 5 of this Response to Comments document. 

Specific Comments 
Response O2-1 The Applicant correctly notes that General Order (GO) 131-D states that 

local jurisdictions acting pursuant to local authority are preempted from 
regulating electric power line projects, distribution lines, substations, or 
electric facilities constructed by public utilities subject to the Commission’s 
jurisdiction. The Applicant requests that the GO 131-D preemption language 
be inserted in all Draft EIR resource sections that include discussion of local 
plans, policies, and ordinances. 

 It is unnecessary to place the same insert in each resource section; rather, a 
single insert has been made in Section 4.0, Introduction to Environmental 
Analysis, at the bottom of Page 4-2, as follows: 

With regard to the discussion of local plans, policies, and ordinances in 
each of the resource sections 4.1 through 4.16, CPUC General Order 
131-D clarifies that local jurisdictions acting pursuant to local authority 
are preempted from regulating electric power line projects, distribution 
lines, substations, or electric facilities constructed by public utilities 
subject to the Commission’s jurisdiction. However, in locating such 
projects, the public utilities shall consult with local agencies regarding 
land use matters. In instances where the public utilities and local 
agencies are unable to resolve their differences, the Commission shall 
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set a hearing no later than 30 days after the utility or local agency has 
notified the Commission of the inability to reach agreement on land 
use matters. 

Response O2-2 In response to the clarification provided by the Applicant, the first sentence 
in the Executive Summary under ES.1.1 on page ES-1 has been clarified as 
follows: 

The Proposed Project consists of a number of distinct project 
components that together make up the entire Proposed Project, including 
two new 115 kV subtransmission lines, three seven 115 kV 
subtransmission line reconfigurations, a 220 kV transmission line loop-
in, substation modifications, . . . 

Response O2-3 Figures ES-1 and ES-2 have been revised to show that Alternative 3 would 
continue into Farrell Substation. The revised figures are included in Section 5 
of this Response to Comments document. 

Response O2-4 The second bullet under Mirage Substation in Table ES-1 has been revised as 
follows: 

• Install five new 220 kV circuit breakers and five three new 
115 kV circuit breakers 

Response O2-5 The first bullet under Santa Rosa Substation in Table ES-1 has been replaced 
with two bullets for clarity: 

• Connect the Mirage-Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV 
subtransmission line and the new Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV 
subtransmission line 

• Convert the existing Santa Rosa-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission 
line to the new Mirage-Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV 
subtransmission line 

• Convert the existing Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV 
subtransmission line to the new Mirage-Santa Rosa 115kV 
subtransmission line 

Response O2-6 The first bullet under Thornhill Substation in Table ES-1 has been revised as 
follows: 

• Install the new Devers-Eisenhower-Thornhill 115 kV 
subtransmission line Convert the existing Thornhill-Tamarisk 
115kV subtransmission line to the new Devers-Eisenhower-
Thornhill 115kV subtransmission line 
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Response O2-7 The fifth bullet under Mirage Substation in Table ES-1 has been revised as 
follows: 

• Install the new Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line 
and relocate the existing Mirage-Concho and Mirage-Tamarisk 
115 kV subtransmission lines 

Response O2-8 The Applicant has requested that Table ES-4 in the Executive summary be 
revised to reflect the Applicant’s assessment of potential impacts to 
paleontological, cultural, and archaeological resources due to 
undergrounding. It is noted that a number of minor refinements to the 
Proposed Project and Alternatives (identified in Comments O2-10 through 
O2-32, below) have resulted in the need to update Table ES-4 for several 
resource areas. The revised table is included in Section 5 of this Response to 
Comments document. 

Response O2-9 The text on page 1-2 in Section 1.2, Project Objectives, Purpose and Need, 
has been clarified as follows: 

Splitting the existing 115 kV system is necessary to relieve thermal 
overload conditions on the existing Mirage-Concho leg of the Devers-
Capwind-Concho-Mirage 115 kV subtransmission line and the Mirage-
Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission lines. 

Response O2-10 The first bullet on page 2-13 has been clarified as follows: 

• Split the existing Garnet-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission 
line at the intersection of Bob Hope Drive and Dinah Shore 
Drive by removing the span of wire that connects the southwest 
and northeast corner poles and transfer it to the southeast corner 
pole (see Figure 2-5, Existing and Proposed 115 kV Line 
Configurations at Bob Hope and Dinah Shore Drives). 

Response O2-11 The second bullet on page 2-13 has been clarified as follows: 

• Split the Santa Rosa-Tamarisk at the same intersection by dead-
ending and grounding the Santa Rosa leg at the northwest 
southeast corner pole. The portion of the Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 
line between Bob Hope Drive east to Portola Avenue would 
become idle. 

Response O2-12 The third bullet on page 2-13 has been clarified as follows: 

• Connect the open Tamarisk leg of the existing Santa Rosa-
Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line to the open Garnet leg of 
the existing Garnet-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line at 
the northwest southeast corner pole of Bob Hope Drive and 
Dinah Shore Drive. 
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Response O2-13 The Applicant has provided an updated drawing depicting the changed 
conductor configuration at Bob Hope and Dinah Shore Drives (Figure 2-5 in 
the Draft EIR). The updated drawing is provided as Attachment 2 to 
Comment Letter O2. No substantive changes to the environmental analysis 
are made necessary by this minor change. 

Response O2-14 The first bullet on page 2-18 has been clarified as follows: 

• Install a span of conductor between the existing north segment of 
the Garnet-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line and the 
existing west segment of the Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV 
subtransmission line at the northwest southeast corner of 
Bob Hope Drive and Dinah Shore Drive. 

Response O2-15 The Applicant has provided an updated drawing depicting the changed TSP 
profile at Bob Hope Drive (Figure 2-8 in the Draft EIR). The updated 
drawing is provided as Attachment 3 to Comment Letter O2. No substantive 
changes to the environmental analysis are made necessary by this minor 
change. 

Response O2-16 The third full paragraph on page 2-22 has been clarified as follows: 

The TSPs would be installed on top of cylindrical concrete footings 
approximately six to eight feet in diameter and approximately 20 to 25 
at least 22 feet deep. After holes for the footings have been bored, a 
steel rebar cage would be inserted into the hole, and then concrete 
would be poured into the hole to a level up to two feet above the 
ground surface. After the concrete has cured, the TSP would be bolted 
onto the footing. Excess bore spoils would be distributed at each pole 
site, used as backfill to fill holes left after removal of nearby wood 
poles, or removed from the pole sites. 

Response O2-17 The fourth paragraph on page 2-22 has been clarified as follows: 

Both LWS poles and TSPs consist of separate base and top sections for 
ease of construction. Steel pole installation would begin by 
transporting the poles from the staging area and laying the individual 
sections on the ground at each new pole location. While on the ground, 
the top section would be pre-configured with the necessary insulators 
and wire-stringing hardware. A line truck with a boom on it for LWS 
poles, or a crane for TSPs would be used to position each pole base 
section into previously augured holes for the LWS poles or on top of 
previously prepared foundations for the TSPs. When the base section is 
secured, the top section would be placed above the base section. The 
two sections may be spot-welded together for additional stability. 
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While on the ground, the top and bottom sections of the LWS poles 
would be pulled together and preconfigured with the necessary 
insulators and wire stringing hardware. For LWS poles, a line truck 
with a boom on it would be used to position each pole into previously 
augured holes. 

The TSPs would require a crane to set the pole bases on top of 
previously installed concrete foundations. Once secured, the top, and if 
necessary middle, sections of the TSP would then be set on the base of 
the TSP. For both structures, all sections may be spot welded together 
for added stability.  

Response O2-18 The first paragraph under Conductor Pulling on page 2-23 has been clarified 
as follows: 

Conductors would be installed on 115 kV polymer insulator assemblies 
attached to each crossarm in a horizontal configuration or suspension 
assemblies consisting of single polymer insulators attached to each 
crossarm in a vertical configuration. Overhead ground wires would be 
installed on the top of the steel poles. Conductors would be attached to 
115 kV polymer post style insulators, that would be attached to each 
pole head for LWS poles, and suspended, or dead ended, to steel 
crossarms mounted on TSPs. Depending on location, the insulator 
configurations may be mounted vertically, or in a triangular pattern. 
With the exception of certain locations near substations, the overhead 
ground wire would be installed in accordance with G.O. 95 Table II. 
Distribution lines transferred to the new steel poles would typically be 
installed on standard wood crossarms with polymer insulators. 

Response O2-19 The second paragraph under Conductor Pulling on page 2-23 has been 
clarified as follows: 

Conductor pulling includes all activities associated with the installation 
of conductors onto the LWS and wood poles and TSPs. These 
activities include installing three 115 kV 954 SAC conductors, one 
221 kcmil ACSR ground conductor, ground wire, vibration dampeners, 
weights, and post, suspension, and or dead-end hardware assemblies 
for the entire length of the proposed subtransmission lines. 

Response O2-20 The first paragraph on page 2-41 has been clarified as follows: 

Devers Substation is a staffed, 500/220/115 kV substation located in 
the unincorporated area of Riverside County, north of the City of Palm 
Springs. The proposed improvements at Devers Substation include the 
conversion of Devers-Mirage 220 kV transmission line to Devers-
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Mirage No. 1 220 kV transmission line, reconfiguration of the 
Coachella Valley-Devers 220 kV transmission line to the Devers-
Mirage No. 2 220 kV transmission line, relay upgrades, replacement of 
two 115 kV circuit breakers in existing Position No. 7 for the new 
Devers-Eisenhower-Thornhill 115 kV subtransmission line and 
replacement of two 115 kV circuit breakers in existing Position No. 4 
for the new Mirage-Capwind-Devers-Tamarisk 115 kV 
subtransmission line. Improvements at the substation would also 
include installation of new line-protection relays. 

Response O2-21 The first bullet on page 2-41 has been clarified as follows: 

• Four 115 kV, 1,200 Amp, 40 kiloannum Amperes (kA) duty, 
circuit breakers 

Response O2-22 The first paragraph under Engineering Plan on page 2-42 has been clarified 
as follows: 

Mirage Substation is an unstaffed, 220/115 kV substation located in 
unincorporated Riverside County in the general vicinity of the 
community of Thousand Palms. The proposed improvements at Mirage 
Substation include the installation of one 280 MVA, 220/115 kV 
transformer bank, one new 220 kV bank position, one new 115 kV bank 
position, and one new 220 kV breaker-and-a-half configuration position 
for two new 220 kV line positions, and the relocation of the existing 
Mirage-Ramon 220 kV transmission line, the existing Julian Hinds-
Mirage 220 kV transmission line, and the existing Devers-Mirage 220 
kV transmission line. Other work at the substation would include 
looping of the Devers-Coachella Valley 220 kV transmission line into 
the Mirage 220 kV switchrack, installation of the new Mirage-Santa 
Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line, relocation of existing Mirage-Concho 
115 kV subtransmission line, renaming the existing Mirage-Capwind- 
Devers 115 kV subtransmission line to Mirage-Capwind-Tamarisk-
Devers 115 kV subtransmission line, renaming the Mirage-Concho 
115 kV subtransmission line to Mirage-Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV 
subtransmission line, and installation of new line protection relays. 

Response O2-23 This text clarification has been included in Response O2-22, above. 

Response O2-24 The bullets under Major Equipment on page 2-42 have been clarified as 
follows: 

Major Equipment 
• One 280 MVA 220/115 kV transformer bank;  
• Five 220 kV, 3,000 amp, 50 kA duty, circuit breakers;  



4. Responses to Comments 
 

Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project 4-20 ESA / 207059 
(A.08-01-029) Final Environmental Impact Report  April 2010 

• Ten 220 kV, 3,000 amp, center-side-break disconnect switches;  
• Fifteen Eighteen 220 kV station post insulators; 
• Six 220 kV metering potential transformers Three 220 kV 

coupling capacitor voltage transformers; 
• Three 220 kV metering units;  
• Two 115 kV, 3,000 amp, 40 kA duty circuit breakers;  
• Three One 115 kV, 2,000 amp, 40 kA duty circuit breakers; 
• Four 115 kV, 3,000 amp, center-side-break disconnect switches; 
• Six Two 115 kV, 2,000 amp, center-side-break disconnect 

switches;  
• Nine Six 115 kV potential transformers; and  
• Twenty-seven Twelve 115 kV post insulators.  

Response O2-25 The bullets under Switchrack Configurations on page 2-42 to 2-43 have been 
clarified as follows: 

Switchrack Configurations 
• One new 220 kV transformer bank position No. 6S designed 

with a double-breaker configuration; 
• One new 220 kV line position No. 5 designed with a breaker-

and-a-half configuration for relocation of the existing Julian 
Hinds-Mirage 220 kV transmission line (Pos. No. 5N) and 
relocation of the existing Mirage-Ramon 220 kV transmission 
line (Pos. No. 5S); 

• Renaming the Devers-Mirage 220 kV transmission line to 
Devers-Mirage No. 1 transmission line; 

• Existing 220 kV transmission line Position No. 3 would be 
upgraded and remain a breaker-and-a-half configuration for the 
installation of the new Devers-Mirage No. 2 220 kV transmission 
line (Pos. No. 3N) and the installation of the new Mirage-
Coachella Valley 220 kV transmission line (Pos. No. 3S); 

• Existing Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line would be 
relocated to line position 1N to create the Devers-Capwind-
Mirage-Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line; 

• Vacated existing line position No. 1S would be for the new 
Mirage-Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line; 

• One new 115 kV transformer bank position (No. 6N) designed 
with a double-breaker configuration; 

• One new 115 kV line position (No. 7N) designed with a double-
breaker configuration; and 

• Convert existing 115 kV line position (No. 4) from a double-
breaker configuration to a breaker-and-a-half configuration for 
relocated Concho 115 kV line Position (No. 4S) and new Santa 
Rosa 115 kV line Position (No. 4N); and  

• Install one 220/115 kV transformer bank. 
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Response O2-26 This text clarification has been included in Response O2-25, above. 

Response O2-27 This text clarification has been included in Response O2-25, above. 

Response O2-28 The first paragraph under Construction Plan on page 2-59 has been clarified 
as follows: 

The existing fiber optic cables would be transferred from existing poles 
to the new 115 kV subtransmission poles that would be installed within 
existing ROWs or franchise locations. The All-Dielectric Self-
Supporting (ADSS) fiber optic cables would be attached to a support 
block beneath the end of each 10-foot wood cross-arm on each new 
pole as shown in Figure 2-3. Telecommunications equipment 
installation would occur within existing SCE substation buildings and 
at the Edom Hill Communications Site. IID equipment and circuit 
installation would occur at is expected to be in the IID’s mechanical-
electrical equipment room (MEER). 

Response O2-29 The typographical error in Table 2-7 on page 2-60 has been corrected as 
follows: 

Indian Wells, Equipment/Circuit Installation 
Equipment 
Installation 

3 35 5 2 – Pick-Up 
(Gasoline) 

 
Response O2-30 The last sentence in the second paragraph under Electric and Magnetic Fields 

on page 2-62 has been corrected as follows: 

Additional information on electric and magnetic fields generated by 
transmission lines is presented in Appendix D B. 

Response O2-31 The third paragraph under Electric and Magnetic Fields on page 2-62 has 
been corrected as follows: 

After several decades of study regarding potential public health risks 
from exposure to power line EMF, research results remains 
inconclusive. Several national and international panels have conducted 
reviews of data from multiple studies and state that there is not 
sufficient evidence to conclude that EMF causes cancer. Most recently 
the World Health Organization (WHO) International Agency for 
Research on Cancer (IARC) and the California Department of Health 
Services (DHS) both classified EMF as a possible carcinogen.  

Response O2-32 The Applicant has made an engineering refinement to Alternative 2 to be in 
compliance with FAA regulations. Accordingly, the text in the first 
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paragraph, third sentence on page 3-13 (Section 3.4.2, Alternative 2) has 
been revised as follows: 

At Sunrise Way, the line would turn north, and proceed along Sunrise 
Way to approximately 1,265 feet north of Four Seasons Boulevard, 
where the underground segment would end and the subtransmission 
line would transition to overhead at a riser pole . . . 

Response O2-33 The second sentence of Mitigation Measure 4.1-6 has been revised as follows 
to provide a more reasonable lead time for submission of the Construction 
Lighting Mitigation Plan. The same revision has been incorporated in the 
Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance Program (see 
Appendix E). 

SCE shall submit a Construction Lighting Mitigation Plan to the 
CPUC for review and approval at least 90 30 days prior to the start of 
nighttime construction or the ordering of any exterior lighting fixtures 
or components, whichever comes first. 

Response O2-34 Mitigation Measure 4.1-8 has been revised as follows to allow for the 
possibility that some equipment may not be commercially available in 
non-specular finish. The same revision has been incorporated in the 
Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance Program (see 
Appendix E). 

Mitigation Measure 4.1-8: A non-reflective or weathered finish shall 
be applied to all All new structures and equipment installed at the 
Devers, Mirage, Concho, Indian Wells, Santa Rosa, Eisenhower, 
Farrell, Garnet, Thornhill, and Tamarisk Substations shall have non-
specular (reduced glare) surface finishes, except for structures or 
equipment for which such finishes are not commercially available to 
reduce potential glare effects. 

Response O2-35 A description of Indian Canyon Drive has been added to the Local Major 
Roadways discussion at the bottom of page 4.1-3 of Section 4.1, Aesthetics, 
as follows: 

Indian Canyon Drive. Indian Canyon Drive is an existing north-south 
roadway into Palm Springs with access from/to the I-10. Views from 
this roadway include open space and the San Jacinto Mountains. 

Response O2-36 The following discussion of potential impacts to recreational users of Desert 
Highland Park that would occur under Alternative 3 has been added after the 
first whole paragraph on Draft EIR page 4.1-50: 

Recreational viewers potentially affected by the Alternative 3 
subtransmission line would include those associated with Desert 
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Highland Park, located approximately 0.3 mile west of where the 
Alternative 3 subtransmission line would be located along Indian 
Canyon Drive and approximately 0.6 mile northwest of the where the 
Alternative 3 riser pole would be located. Views of the subtransmission 
line and riser pole would be achieved from certain locations at the east 
side of the park and would range from partially to fully screened, 
dependent on the presence of the recreational facilities and vegetation 
at the park. Therefore, visual sensitivity would be low, overall visual 
change would be low, and impacts would be less than significant 
requiring no mitigation (Class III). Visual impacts to recreational 
viewers that would be associated with Alterative 3 at the Desert 
Highland Park would be approximately the same as those that would 
be associated with the proposed Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line at 
Palm Springs Country Club Golf Course. 

Response O2-37 Figure 4.1-1 in Section 4.1, Aesthetics, has been updated and clarified. The 
updated figure is included in Section 5 of this Response to Comments 
document. 

Response O2-38 The Applicant asserts that the SCAQMD methodology should be followed 
for determining the significance of the Proposed Project’s GHG emissions, 
and doing so would eliminate the need for Mitigation Measure 4.3-6. 
However, as the lead agency under CEQA, the CPUC has the authority to 
establish its own significance criteria and assessment methodology to ensure 
that the cumulative impacts of a project’s GHG emissions are reduced to a 
less than significant level. Page 4.3-35 of Section 4.3, Air Quality, clearly 
lays out the three considerations the CPUC has taken to evaluate the GHG 
emissions from this project. The third consideration in that list is “The 
project’s potential to conflict with GHG reduction goals set forth in AB32.” 
The Draft EIR analysis for this consideration is clearly stated at the bottom of 
page 4.3-37: “While the annualized GHG emissions associated with the 
Proposed Project would be substantially less than CARB’s preliminary draft 
threshold amount of 7,000 metric tons CO2e, significance for this project is 
also based on whether the Proposed Project would be consistent with the 
State’s GHG reduction goal under AB 32, which would require a minimum 
reduction of 30 percent of GHG emissions by 2020 compared to business as 
usual conditions.” The analysis concludes that Mitigation Measure 4.3-6 is 
necessary to ensure that the Proposed Project is consistent with the GHG 
reduction goals set forth in AB32. Because the Draft EIR clearly laid out the 
evaluation criteria, and it followed a documented methodology for assessing 
the Proposed Project’s GHG emissions against those criteria, no changes will 
be made in the Draft EIR approach for determining GHG significance and 
Mitigation Measure 4.3-6 will remain. 
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 However, it should be noted that Mitigation Measure 4.3-6 allows the 
Applicant to submit to the CPUC a finalized calculation of net GHG 
emission increases and a determination of the amount to be offset. This 
provides the Applicant with the opportunity to refine not only the GHG 
emission calculations in the Draft EIR to account for final engineering design 
and construction plans, but also to refine the calculations for the net increase 
over business as usual. 

Response O2-39 The Applicant’s requested change to Table 4.4-1 regarding the proposed 
critical habitat for the Casey’s June beetle being more than five miles away 
from the project area is unnecessary. The table already concludes a Low 
Potential for the beetle because there have been no recent records for that 
species in the project vicinity. 

Response O2-40 The Applicant requests that Table 4.4-1 be revised to reflect that the flat-
tailed horned lizard has recently been changed to a Federal Candidate 
Endangered Species. This is not correct. According to the most recent 
(January 2010) update of the State and Federally Listed Endangered & 
Threatened Animals of California, published by the State of California 
Department of Fish and Game, the flat-tailed horned lizard has no Federal 
listing or candidate status. This species had previously been listed as a 
Federally Proposed Threatened species by the USFWS, but the USFWS 
determined that the proposed listing was not warranted and the proposed rule 
was withdrawn on June 28, 2006. Therefore, no changes to Table 4.4-1 are 
required for this species. 

Response O2-41 Please see Response O2-40, above. No changes to the text are required. 

Response O2-42 Please see Response O2-40, above. No changes to the text are required. 

Response O2-43 The last sentence in the 2nd paragraph of Impact 4.4-1 on page 4.4-47 of the 
Draft EIR is clarified as follows. 

Although this location is predominantly composed of ruderal species, 
and no CV milkvetch was observed during the spring and summer 
2009 surveys, there is still potential for this species to occur. 

 The last sentence in the 3rd paragraph of Impact 4.4-1 on page 4.4-47 of the 
Draft EIR is clarified as follows. 

Although both of these locations are currently predominantly 
composed of ruderal species, and no CV milkvetch was observed 
during the spring and summer 2009 surveys, there is still potential for 
the CV milkvetch to occur. 
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Response O2-44 In response to this comment, the second paragraph of Mitigation Measure 
4.4-1 on page 4.4-48 of the Draft EIR has been clarified as shown below. The 
same clarification has been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, 
Reporting, and Compliance Program (see Appendix E). 

Temporary and permanent impacts to habitat for the CV milkvetch 
shall be compensated for through conservation of suitable habitat for 
this species. The calculated replacement for habitat loss for the CV 
milkvetch shall be based on a ratio of 3:1 (compensation to impact) per 
acre for temporary impacts and 9:1 for permanent impacts, for an 
estimated total of 6 acres. These ratios Ratios reflect the limited habitat 
and low populations of this species across its range, and the loss of 
habitat available for this species in the project area, and are consistent 
with compensation ratios established in the CVMSHCP. Greater or 
lesser compensation ratios may be substituted as determined though 
USFWS and CDFG consultation and/or permitting, considering the 
quality of the habitat being affected. The replacement habitat shall be 
within the Whitewater Floodplain Conservation Area of the 
CVMSHCP. Total compensation funds shall include the costs of 
acquisition and long-term management, and shall be paid prior to the 
start of project operations. This replacement habitat shall mitigate for 
both direct and indirect impacts of construction and 
operations/management on this species, as well as the CV fringe-toed 
lizard (see Mitigation Measure 4.4-2, below), Palm Springs pocket 
mouse, Palm Springs round-tailed ground squirrel, CV giant sand-
treader cricket, and Le Conte’s thrasher. 

Response O2-45 The first sentence of the third bullet of Mitigation Measure 4.4-2 on page 
4.4-50 is clarified as shown below. The same clarification has been 
incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance 
Program (see Appendix E). 

• SCE and/or its construction contractors shall retain and have 
available, the services of a CPUC authorized qualified biologist 
who shall perform the duties of the biological monitor. 

Response O2-46 In response to this comment, the final bullet of Mitigation Measure 4.4-2 on 
page 4.4-51 has been clarified as shown below. The same clarification has 
been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance 
Program (see Appendix E). 

• Temporary and permanent impacts to CV fringe-toed lizard 
habitat shall be mitigated through conservation of suitable 
habitat for this species. The calculated replacement for habitat 
loss for this species shall be based on a ratio of 3:1 
(compensation to impact) per acre for temporary impacts and 9:1 
for permanent impacts, for an estimated total of 6 acres. These 
ratios Ratios reflect the limited habitat and low populations of 
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this species across its range, and include both the loss of habitat 
use by the species, and the adverse effect of raptor predation 
caused by the new raptor perch availability at the new poles, and 
are consistent with compensation ratios established in the 
CVMSHCP. Greater or lesser compensation ratios may be 
substituted as determined though USFWS and CDFG 
consultation and/or permitting, considering the quality of the 
habitat being affected. The replacement habitat shall be within 
the Whitewater Floodplain Conservation Area of the 
CVMSHCP. Total compensation funds shall include the costs of 
acquisition and long-term management, and shall be paid prior to 
the start of Proposed Project operations. This replacement habitat 
shall mitigate for both direct and indirect impacts of construction 
and operations/management on this species, as well as the Palm 
Springs pocket mouse, Palm Springs round-tailed ground 
squirrel, CV giant sand-treader cricket, Le Conte’s thrasher, flat-
tailed horned lizard, and CV milkvetch (habitat conserved 
through this measure may be the same as that conserved through 
Mitigation Measure 4.4-1 for the CV milkvetch). 

Response O2-47 The Applicant requests that a discussion be added to Impact 4.4-8 on page 
4.4-56 regarding the role of sand fences as perches for raptors and other 
avian predators. However, the discussion in Impact 4.4-8 deals with new 
structures being added as part of the Proposed Project. The presence of sand 
fences is part of the existing baseline, and the Proposed Project would neither 
add nor remove any sand fences. So a discussion of the role of sand fences as 
perches for avian predators would be purely academic and would not affect 
the analysis or conclusions regarding the new structures that would be added 
by the Proposed Project.  

Response O2-48 The Applicant asserts that the term “wetlands” is incorrect and misleading 
and requests that the term “wetlands” be changed to “jurisdictional waters.” 
However, we note that the Applicant used the term “Jurisdictional Wetlands” 
in its own Applicant Proposed Measure (APM) BIO-3 (see Draft EIR 
page 4.4-42), so that term was used for consistency in this impact discussion. 

Response O2-49 The second sentence of the fifth bullet of Mitigation Measure 4.4-2 on 
page 4.4-51 is clarified as shown below. The same clarification has been 
incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance 
Program (see Appendix E).  

Each plant that is destroyed due to construction in the ROW along the 
east and west side of Gene Autry Trail roadway shall be replaced and 
monitored for at least ten five years, or other period of time approved 
by the USFWS, . . . 
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Response O2-50 In response to this comment, the first bullet of Mitigation Measure 4.4-10 on 
page 4.4-58 has been clarified as shown below. The same clarification has 
been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance 
Program (see Appendix E). 

• Purchase or dedication of land to provide wetland preservation, 
restoration, or creation. If restoration is available and feasible, 
then a mitigation replacement ratio of at least 2:1 shall be used. 
If a wetland needs to be created, at least a 3:1 ratio shall be 
implemented to offset losses. Where practical and feasible, 
onsite mitigation shall be implemented. Greater or lesser offset 
ratios may be substituted through consultation and/or permitting 
with the appropriate wildlife agency (USFWS or CDFG). 

Response O2-51 The clarifications to Mitigation Measures 4.4-1 and 4.4-2, described above in 
Response O2-44 and O2-46, respectively, provide the ability to have lower 
compensation ratios based on habitat quality. 

Response O2-52 In order to more clearly state the rational for the list of cultural resources 
discussed in the Draft EIR, the introduction to the Findings discussion on 
page 4.5-7 is clarified as follows: 

Findings 
The cultural resources records search revealed the presence of the 
following five previously recorded cultural resources within a 0.5-mile 
radius of the APE for the proposed and alternative alignments. 

Also, the first sentence of the first indented paragraph under Findings on 
page 4.5-7 is clarified as follows: 

Hoon wit ten ca va (Garnet Hill). This resource is located within the 
viewshed but outside the physical APE for the proposed overhead 
Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line alignment and the 
Alternative 3 alignment, but is within the APE for the Alternative 2 
alignment. 

Response O2-53 The first sentence of the first full paragraph on page 4.5-8 is clarified as 
follows: 

33-8408 (Varner Road). This resource is located within the viewshed 
but outside the physical APE for the proposed overhead reconfigured 
Mirage-Capwind-Devers-Tamarisk 115 kV line, and the proposed 
overhead Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line alignments, 
and Alternative 5, 6 and 7 alignments. 
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Response O2-54 The first sentence of the last paragraph on page 4.5-8 is clarified as follows: 

33-9498/CA-RIV-6381H (Southern Pacific Railroad/Union Pacific 
Railroad line). This resource was relocated during the 2009 
archaeological survey and is within the viewshed of but outside the 
physical APE for the proposed overhead Farrell-Garnet 115 kV 
alignment and the proposed overhead Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV 
alignment and alternative subtransmission line alignments and was 
relocated during the 2009 archaeological survey. 

Response O2-55 The first sentence of the first indented paragraph on page 4.5-9 is clarified as 
follows: 

33-15429. This resource is known to be located adjacent to and outside 
of within the APE for the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV 
subtransmission line alignment. 

Response O2-56 The first sentence of the second indented paragraph on page 4.5-9 is clarified 
as follows: 

33-15430. This resource is located within the viewshed but outside the 
physical APE for the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV 
subtransmission line alignment. 

Response O2-57 The third paragraph under checklist questions a, b) on Draft EIR page 4.5-23 
has been replaced with the following paragraphs to be consistent with the 
changes made above (see Responses O2-52 through O2-56). Note that the 
paragraphs below are not exactly those suggested by the Applicant due to a 
few inconsistencies and errors in the Applicant’s suggested revisions. For 
example, the first sentence of the third paragraph of the suggested revisions 
indicates that archaeological site 33-15429 would not be impacted by the 
Proposed Project, which is in direct conflict with the first sentence of the 
fourth paragraph of the suggested revisions. Therefore, the revisions to the 
Draft EIR include no changes with regard to the potential for impacts at 
site 33-15429.  

Historic resource 33-4808 (Varner Road), Native American cultural 
resource Hoon wit ten ca va and prehistoric archaeological sites CA-
RIV-785, 33-15429, and 33-15430, could be impacted by the Proposed 
Project. Impacts are described in detail below. 

Historic resource 33-4808 (Varner Road) would not be impacted by the 
Proposed Project. It would be spanned by the proposed overhead 
reconfigured Mirage-Capwind-Devers-Tamarisk 115 kV line and the 
proposed overhead Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line, 
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and no ground-disturbing activity would occur within the roadway. 
Therefore, there would be no impacts to this resource (No Impact). 

Native American cultural resource Hoon wit ten ca va (Garnet Hill) 
would not be physically impacted by the Proposed Project. The 
proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV line would be installed overhead on 
poles constructed along an existing dirt road north of Garnet Hill, and 
no ground disturbing activity would occur within the limits of this 
topographical feature. For the potential indirect impacts to this 
resource, see the Impact 4.5-2 discussion. 

The proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV line would be constructed on 
overhead poles west of 33-15429 and east of 33-15430, and all access 
would be from an existing dirt road located immediately west of the 
poles that currently carry the Mirage-Tamarisk and Mirage-Concho 
lines, which in this area would be reconfigured using the dirt access 
road for access. Prehistoric archaeological site 33-15429 would not be 
directly impacted by the Proposed Project. The resource is located east 
of the existing subtransmission line and adjacent to and outside of the 
APE for the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line 
alignment. However, it is not known if there is a subsurface component 
to this resource, and if so, whether it might extend into the area that is 
within the Proposed Project’s APE. Prehistoric archaeological site 33-
15430 would not be impacted by the Proposed Project. 

Prehistoric archaeological site CA-RIV-785 could be impacted by the 
Proposed Project. A portion of it is located within the APE for the 
proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV line. 

Response O2-58 The Impact 4.5-1 heading on Draft EIR page 4.5-23 has been revised as 
follows to indicate that there would be no direct impact associated with the 
Proposed Project to historic site 33-8408, Varner Road.  

Impact 4.5-1: Project construction could adversely affect historic 
site 33-8408, Varner Road. Less than significant (Class III) 

The last sentence of the second paragraph on Draft EIR page 4.5-24 has been 
revised as follows to indicate that there would no direct impact associated 
with the Proposed Project to historic site 33-8408, Varner Road. 

Impacts There would be no impact to Varner Road at this location 
would be less than significant. 
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Impact 4.5-1 in the Executive Summary Table ES-5 on Draft EIR 
page ES-24 has been removed to reflect this revision. 

Cultural Resources    

4.5-1: Impacts to historic site 33-
8408, Varner Road 

Class 
III 

None required Less than 
Significant 

 

Response O2-59 Although SCE’s PEA indicates that the Proposed Project would potentially 
impact site 33-15430 (see PEA page 4.5-11, third paragraph), the CPUC 
concurs with SCE’s current assessment of site 33-15430 in that it is located 
outside of the APE for the Proposed Project and would consequently not be 
impacted by the Proposed Project. Therefore, Draft EIR Impact 4.5-3 and 
associated mitigation measures have been revised as indicated below to 
delete discussion of site 33-15430.  

The title of Impact 4.5-3, which appears on Draft EIR page 4.5-25 has been 
renamed as follows. 

Impact 4.5-3: Project construction could adversely affect cultural 
resources CA-RIV-785, and 33-15429, and 33-15430. Less than 
Significant with Mitigation (Class II) 

The second paragraph on Draft EIR page 4.5-26 has been revised as follows. 

Construction of the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV 
subtransmission line could also impact sites 33-15429 and 33-15430. 
These sites This site may be related to site CA-RIV-785 and may be 
eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR under Criterion D/4, ability 
to provide information important to prehistory. Neither site, however 
However, the site does not appears to be within the direct APE for the 
proposed alignment. These sites This site should be avoided to ensure 
that any adverse effects are minimized. Implementation of APM CUL-3 
(Construction Monitoring) as well as Mitigation Measures 4.5-3a, 4.5-
3b, and 4.5-3c would reduce potential impacts to less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures 4.5-3a and 4.5-3b on Draft EIR page 4.5-26 has been 
revised as follows. The same revisions have been incorporated in the 
Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance Program (see 
Appendix E). 

Mitigation Measure 4.5-3a: Avoid and protect archaeological 
resources. SCE shall narrow the construction zone to avoid potentially 
significant archaeological resources CA-RIV-785, and 33-15429, and 
33-15430 if feasible. The resources shall be designated as 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) to ensure avoidance. Protective 
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fencing or other markers shall be erected around ESAs prior to any 
ground disturbing activities; however, such ESAs shall not be identified 
specifically as cultural resources, in order to protect sensitive 
information and to discourage unauthorized disturbance or collection of 
artifacts.  

Mitigation Measure 4.5-3b: Preparation of treatment plan if 
avoidance is not feasible. If avoidance of sites CA-RIV-785, and 
33-15429, and 33-15430 is not feasible, prior to issuing any grading or 
excavation permits and prior to any project-related ground disturbing 
activities, a detailed Historic Properties Treatment Plan (HPTP) shall be 
prepared... 

Response O2-60 The following paragraphs under the Alternative 2 impact discussion on Draft 
EIR page 4.5-31 have been revised as follows to reflect direct impacts under 
Alternative 2 to Hoon wit ten ca va (Garnet Hill) as well as the higher 
severity of impacts under Alternative 2 that would be associated with 
trenching for the underground line.  

Similar to the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment, the 
Alternative 2 alignment could potentially impact previously recorded 
resource, Hoon wit ten ca va (Garnet Hill). However, unlike the 
proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment, Hoon wit ten ca va (Garnet 
Hill) would be directly impacted by Alternative 2 because the 
Alternative 2 alignment would be located on the resource. This 
resource appears significant to the oral histories of the Cahuilla Indian 
Tribe and may be considered a TCP. Construction of Alternative 2 
could result in impacts to Hoon wit ten ca va (Garnet Hill). Potential 
impacts to the resource would be mitigated to a less-than-significant 
level through the implementation of APM CUL-1 and CUL-6 as well 
as Mitigation Measure 4.5-2, described above for the proposed Farrell-
Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line (Class II). This impact would be 
more severe under Alternative 2 compared to the proposed Farrell-
Garnet 115 kV alignment. 

As with the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment, impacts 
associated with Alternative 2 related to undiscovered cultural resources 
would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation 
Measures 4.5-4a, 4.5-4b and 4.5-4c (Class II). However, due to the 
increased ground disturbance that would occur under Alternative 2 
associated with trenching for the underground line, this impact would 
be slightly more severe under Alternative 2 compared to the proposed 
Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment.  
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Impacts to paleontological resources that would be associated with 
Alternative 2 would be essentially have the same impact class as those 
that would result under construction of the proposed Farrell-Garnet 
subtransmission line. With implementation of APMs PA-1 through 
PA-6, impacts would be less than significant (Class III). However, due 
to the increased ground disturbance that would occur under 
Alternative 2 associated with trenching for the underground line, this 
impact would be slightly more severe under Alternative 2 compared to 
the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment. 

The potential impacts to human remains that would be associated with 
Alternative 2 would be essentially have the same impact class as those 
that would result during construction of the proposed Farrell-Garnet 
subtransmission line. Therefore, with implementation of APM CUL-2, 
impacts would be less than significant (Class III). However, due to the 
increased ground disturbance that would occur under Alternative 2 
associated with trenching for the underground line, this impact would 
be slightly more severe under Alternative 2 compared to the proposed 
Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment. 

The following paragraphs under the Alternative 3 impact discussion on Draft 
EIR page 4.5-32 have been revised to reflect the higher severity of impacts 
under Alternative 3 that would be associated with trenching for the 
underground line. 

As with the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line, 
construction impacts associated with Alternative 3 related to 
undiscovered cultural resources would be less than significant with 
implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.5-4a, 4.5-4b, and 4.5-4c 
(Class II). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that 
would occur under Alternative 3 associated with trenching for the 
underground line, this impact would be slightly more severe under 
Alternative 3 compared to the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV 
subtransmission line. 

Impacts to paleontological resources that would be associated with 
Alternative 3 would be essentially have the same impact class as those 
that would result under construction the proposed Farrell-Garnet 
115 kV subtransmission line. With implementation of APMs PA-1 
through PA-6, impacts would be less than significant (Class III). 
However, due to the increased ground disturbance that would occur 
under Alternative 3 associated with trenching for the underground line, 
this impact would be slightly more severe under Alternative 3 
compared to the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. 
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The potential impact to human remains that would be associated with 
construction of Alternative 3 would be essentially have the same impact 
class as those that would result during construction of the proposed 
Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. Therefore, with 
implementation of APM CUL-2, impacts would be less than significant 
(Class III). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that would 
occur under Alternative 3 associated with trenching for the underground 
line, this impact would be slightly more severe under Alternative 3 
compared to the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. 

The following paragraphs under the Alternative 5 impact discussion on Draft 
EIR page 4.5-33 have been revised as follows to reflect the higher severity of 
impacts under Alternative 5 that would be associated with trenching for the 
underground line. 

As with the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line, 
impacts associated with construction of Alternative 5 related to 
undiscovered cultural resources would be less than significant with 
implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.5-4a, 4.5-4b and 4.5-4c (Class 
II). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that would occur 
under Alternative 5 associated with trenching for the underground line, 
this impact would be more severe under Alternative 5 compared to the 
proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line. 

Impacts to paleontological resources that would be associated with 
construction of Alternative 5 would be essentially have the same 
impact class as those that would result under the proposed Mirage-
Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line; impacts would be less than 
significant with implementation of APMs PA-1 through PA-6 
(Class III). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that 
would occur under Alternative 5 associated with trenching for the 
underground line, this impact would be more severe under 
Alternative 5 compared to the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV 
subtransmission line. 

The potential impact to human remains that would be associated with 
construction of Alternative 5 would be essentially have the same impact 
class as those that would result under the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 
115 kV subtransmission line. Therefore, with implementation of 
APM CUL-2, impacts would be less than significant (Class III). 
However, due to the increased ground disturbance that would occur 
under Alternative 5 associated with trenching for the underground line, 
this impact would be more severe under Alternative 5 compared to the 
proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line. 
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The following paragraphs under the Alternative 6 impact discussion on Draft 
EIR page 4.5-34 have been revised as follows to reflect the higher severity of 
impacts under Alternative 6 that would be associated with trenching for the 
underground line. 

Portions of the Alternative 6 alignment were not subject to systematic 
archaeological survey due to lack of access. These segments will be 
surveyed if this alternative alignment is selected, per Mitigation 
Measure 4.5-4c. As with the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV 
alignment, impacts associated with Alternative 6 related to 
undiscovered cultural resources would be less than significant with 
implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.5-4a, 4.5-4b, and 4.5-4c 
(Class II). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that 
would occur under Alternative 6 associated with trenching for the 
underground line, this impact would be more severe under 
Alternative 6 compared to the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV 
subtransmission line. 

Impacts to paleontological resources that would be associated with 
Alternative 6 would be similar to those that would result under the 
proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line, with the 
exception that Alternative 6 would not impact the high-sensitivity 
Imperial Formation. Impacts would be less than significant with 
implementation of APMs PA-1 through PA-6 (Class III). However, 
due to the increased ground disturbance that would occur under 
Alternative 6 associated with trenching for the underground line, this 
impact would be slightly more severe under Alternative 6 compared to 
the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. 

The potential impact to human remains that would be associated with 
Alternative 6 would be essentially have the same impact class as those 
that would result under the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV 
subtransmission line. Therefore, with implementation of APM CUL-2, 
impacts would be less than significant (Class III). However, due to the 
increased ground disturbance that would occur under Alternative 6 
associated with trenching for the underground line, this impact would 
be more severe under Alternative 6 compared to the proposed Farrell-
Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. 

Response O2-61 The first paragraph on page 4.6-2 of Section 4.6, Geology and Soils, is 
clarified as follows: 

The closest known active faults to the study area are associated with 
the San Andreas fault system, with the northwesterly trending Banning 
and Coachella segments of the fault system mapped in the north, just 
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north of Interstate 10 (I-10). The northwesterly trending Garnet Hill 
fault is mapped north of Palm Springs, about a half mile south of I-10. 
The Garnet Hill fault is mapped as a buried fault and is based on a 
gravity anomaly survey of the Coachella Valley by a major oil 
company (Proctor, 1968). The Garnet Hill fault is not mapped as 
offsetting Holocene-age materials (Jennings, 1994) and, therefore, does 
not display evidence of being active (Hart et al., 1979). Although 
Further, the California Division of Mines and Geology (California 
Geological Survey) has not designated it as an active fault, and 
Holocene surface rupture was not documented along the Garnet Hill 
fault in the vicinity of the project area (SCEDC, 2010) the Garnet Hill 
fault can act as a plane of weakness and move in response to an 
earthquake on another nearby fault. Ground fractures associated with 
the 1986 North Palm Springs earthquake were reported along the trace 
of the Garnet Hill fault and indicate that a near-surface response of 
weak surfaces occurred at depth (City of Cathedral City, 2002). The 
north-south trending Palm Canyon fault is mapped as trending towards 
Palm Springs from the south, but the fault is not considered active by 
State maps (Jennings, 1994). 

In addition, the following reference is added to the References section on 
page 4.6-17: 

Southern California Earthquake Data Center (SCEDC), 1986 North 
Palm Springs Earthquake. 
http://www.data.scec.org/fault_index/garnet.html. Accessed 
March 12, 2010. 

Response O2-62 The second sentence of the first paragraph under Seismic Activity on Draft 
EIR page 4.6-3 has been revised as shown below to clarify that fault rupture 
did not occur along the Banning, Mission Creek, and Garnet Hill faults in 
1986. 

The 1986 quake registered a magnitude of 5.6 and caused minor 
ground rupturing cracks along the Banning, Mission Creek, and Garnet 
Hill faults, but these cracks were due to shaking, not surface rupture. 

Response O2-63 The Applicant requests that four sentences be added to the subsidence 
discussion presented on Draft EIR page 4.6-4. However, the comment 
includes no indication of why the sentences should be added, and it is not 
clear what would be achieved by adding the sentences. In addition, the 
suggested sentences appear to be based on a USGS Scientific Investigations 
Report and a press release; however, those reference materials were not 
included with the Applicant’s comment letter. Because the referenced 
documents are not readily available for review and the suggested edits would 
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not add any clear value to the EIR, the CPUC has not included the requested 
sentences in the Final EIR.  

Response O2-64 The following paragraphs have been added to the beginning of the Geology 
and Soils Regulatory Context discussion on Draft EIR page 4.6-5 to reflect 
the federal regulatory context. 

Federal 

Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) 693 
“Recommended Practices for Seismic Design of Substations” 

The Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) 693 
“Recommended Practices for Seismic Design of Substations” was 
developed by the Substations Committee of the IEEE Power 
Engineering Society, and approved by the American National Standards 
Institute and the IEEE-SA Standards Board. This document provides 
seismic design recommendations for substations and equipment 
consisting of seismic criteria, qualification methods and levels, structural 
capacities, performance requirements for equipment operation, 
installation methods, and documentation. This recommended practice 
emphasizes the qualification of electrical equipment. 

IEEE 693 is intended to establish standard methods of providing and 
validating the seismic withstand capability of electrical substation 
equipment. It provides detailed test and analysis methods for each type 
of major equipment or component found in electrical substations. This 
recommended practice is intended to assist the substation user or 
operator in providing substation equipment that will have a high 
probability of withstanding seismic events to predefined ground 
acceleration levels. It establishes standard methods of verifying seismic 
withstand capability, which gives the substation designer the ability to 
select equipment from various manufacturers, knowing that the seismic 
withstand rating of each manufacturer’s equipment is an equivalent 
measure. Although most damaging seismic activity occurs in limited 
areas, many additional areas could experience an earthquake with 
forces capable of causing great damage. This recommended practice 
should be used in all areas that may experience earthquakes. 

International Building Code 

Published by the International Code-Council (ICC), the scope of this 
code covers major aspects of construction and design of structures and 
buildings, the 2006 International Building Code (IBC) replaced the 
1997 Uniform Building Code and contains provisions for structural 
engineering design. Published by the International Conference of 
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Building Officials, the IBC addresses the design and installation of 
structures and building systems through requirements that emphasize 
performance. The IBC includes codes governing structural as well as 
fire- and life-safety provisions covering seismic, wind, accessibility, 
egress, occupancy, and roofs. 

Response O2-65 The following California Building Code paragraphs replace the Design 
Standards paragraph of the Geology and Soils Regulatory Context discussion 
on Draft EIR page 4.6-5 to provide more background on the California 
Building Code. 

California Building Code 

The California Building Code (CBC) has been codified in the 
California Code of Regulations (CCR) as Title 24, Part 2. Title 24 is 
administered by the California Building Standards Commission, which, 
by law, is responsible for coordinating all building standards. Under 
State law, all building standards must be centralized in Title 24 or they 
are not enforceable. The purpose of the CBC is to establish minimum 
standards to safeguard the public health, safety and general welfare 
through structural strength, means of egress facilities, and general 
stability by regulating and controlling the design, construction, quality 
of materials, use and occupancy, location, and maintenance of all 
building and structures within its jurisdiction. The 2007 CBC is based 
on the 2006 IBC published by the International Code Conference. In 
addition, the CBC contains necessary California amendments which 
are based on the American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE) 
Minimum Design Standards 7-05. ASCE 7-05 provides requirements 
for general structural design and includes means for determining 
earthquake loads as well as other loads (flood, snow, wind, etc.) for 
inclusion into building codes. The provisions of the CBC apply to the 
construction, alteration, movement, replacement, and demolition of 
every building or structure or any appurtenances connected or attached 
to such buildings or structures throughout California. 

The earthquake design requirements take into account the occupancy 
category of the structure, site class, soil classifications, and various 
seismic coefficients which are used to determine a Seismic Design 
Category (SDC) for a project. The SDC is a classification system that 
combines the occupancy categories with the level of expected ground 
motions at the site and ranges from SDC A (very small seismic 
vulnerability) to SDC E/F (very high seismic vulnerability and near a 
major fault). Design specifications are then determined according to 
the SDC. 
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Design Standards 
Building codes provide specific standards for design and construction 
of buildings and structures. On January 1, 2008, California officially 
adopted the 2007 California Building Code (CBC). The purpose of the 
CBC is to provide minimum standards to safeguard life or limb, health, 
property, and public welfare by regulating and controlling the design, 
construction, quality of materials, use, occupancy, location, and 
maintenance of all buildings and structures within its jurisdiction. The 
CBC provides criteria for defining expansive soils. 

Response O2-66 Please see Response O2-65, above. 

Response O2-67 As indicated in the first paragraph on Draft EIR page 4.6-2, the Garnet Hill 
fault is not mapped as offsetting Holocene-age materials and, therefore, does 
not display evidence of being active. Geomorphic evidence of the Garnet Hill 
fault may not be available; however, the fault is mapped as a buried fault 
based on a gravity anomaly survey of the Coachella Valley by a major oil 
company.  

 Although the CPUC agrees with this comment; we do not concur with the 
suggested revisions. However, to clarify that fault fracture and/or rupture did 
not occur along the Garnet Hill fault in 1986, the following revisions have 
been made to the Impact 4.6-1 discussion on Draft EIR page 4.6-10. Please 
also refer to Response O2-62 for similar revisions that have been made to the 
Geology and Soils setting discussion. 

There are no active earthquake faults that are recognized or zoned by 
the State of California in the immediate vicinity of the Proposed 
Project alignments and sites. The only fault that would intersect any of 
the Proposed Project components is the Garnet Hill fault, which is 
mapped as buried with a location that is postulated across the proposed 
Farrell-Garnet alignment. Whereas seismic activity is not limited to 
active faults, ground rupture is typically associated with active faults. 
However, ground fractures cracks associated with the 1986 North Palm 
Springs earthquake were reported along the trace of the Garnet Hill 
fault, but the fractures were a result of ground shaking rather than fault 
rupture… 

Response O2-68 The Impact 4.6-3 discussion on Draft EIR page 4.6-11 has been revised as 
indicated below to clarify that liquefaction is not likely to occur in the 
Proposed Project area. 

 In order for liquefaction to occur, there needs to be relatively shallow 
groundwater conditions, generally at depths of less than 50 feet below 
the ground surface. Shallow groundwater conditions do not exist in the 
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project area and the Proposed Project would not cause the groundwater 
table to rise. Regardless, the potential for liquefaction or other 
phenomena resulting in dynamic ground settlement, if even present, 
can be easily reduced with adequate geotechnical and foundation 
engineering. Therefore, with the implementation of standard 
engineering practices, any potential impacts associated with 
liquefaction, if discovered during geotechnical investigations that 
would be conducted for the Proposed Project, would be reduced to less 
than significant levels. The potential impact related to seismic-related 
ground failure, including liquefaction, would be less than significant. 

Response O2-69 It is assumed that the comment is in reference to Applicant Proposed 
Measure (APM) HAZ-2 (i.e., there is no Mitigation Measure HAZ-2). APM 
HAZ-2 is identified in Section 8 in Table 8-1 at the top of Draft EIR 
page 8-30. 

Response O2-70 Mitigation Measure 4.8-4b identified on Draft EIR page 4.8-21 has been 
revised as indicated below to offer more flexibility in implementation by 
requiring general restoration of the disturbed areas. The same revision has 
been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance 
Program (see Appendix E). 

Mitigation Measure 4.8-4b: Regarding the engineered erosion control 
and drainage plan developed as part of the site grading plan (APM 
HYDRO-2A), SCE shall conduct a topographic and gradient survey of 
the Whitewater River Wash both upstream and downstream of the 
proposed pole(s) replacement location within the wash. Post 
construction topography and gradient of the Whitewater River Wash 
shall be contoured SCE shall restore all areas on the Whitewater Wash 
disturbed during construction of the Proposed Project to match the 
existing conditions, to ensure that the drainage pattern is not altered in 
a manner that would cause on- or off-site erosion or sedimentation. 

 The Monitoring/Reporting Requirements and Timing entries for Mitigation 
Measure 4.8-4b in Draft EIR Table 8-1, Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting 
and Compliance Program for the Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission 
System Split Project, have been revised as follows to reflect the changes in 
the measure indicated above.  

Monitoring/Reporting 
Requirements Timing 

SCE to submit results of topographic 
and gradient survey to CPUC for 
review. CPUC mitigation monitor to 
inspect compliance. CPUC mitigation 
monitor to monitor compliance. 

Survey results to be submitted prior 
to construction activities within the 
Whitewater River Wash. Following 
construction activities within the 
Whitewater River Wash. Inspection 
to be performed following completion 
of grading activities within the wash. 
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Response O2-71 Mitigation Measure 4.11-2 identified on Draft EIR page 4.11-18 has been 
revised as indicated below to remove the Riverside County submittal and 
approval requirements. The same revisions have been incorporated in the 
Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance Program (see 
Appendix E). 

Mitigation Measure 4.11-2: Mirage Substation. SCE shall ensure 
that noise levels associated with the Mirage Substation do not exceed 
the Riverside County noise standards for stationary sources. Noise 
control techniques may include, but not be limited to: locating the new 
transformer with as much setback from the existing residential 
properties as possible, use of noise walls or equivalent sound 
attenuation devices, and the use of a transformer with special noise 
control specifications designed in a way to specifically achieve 
acceptable regulatory noise standards.  

Prior to the installation of the new transformer, SCE shall submit to the 
CPUC and the County of Riverside, for review and approval, a plan 
that describes the specific measures that will be taken in order to 
comply with the County’s stationary noise standards. Once the 
proposed transformer is operational, SCE shall retain an acoustical 
engineer to perform noise measurements in the vicinity of the 
residences west of Mirage Substation to verify that transformer noise 
levels comply with the County standards. Documentation of 
compliance shall be submitted to the CPUC and Riverside County. In 
the event the transformer noise levels violate the standards, additional 
noise control techniques shall be initiated to correct the violation. 

The Mitigation/Reporting Requirements entry for Mitigation Measure 4.11-2 
in Draft EIR Table 8-1, Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting and Compliance 
Program for the Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split 
Project, has been revised as follows to reflect the changes in the measure 
indicated above. 

Monitoring/Reporting 
Requirements 

SCE to submit plan for compliance 
to Riverside County and CPUC for 
review and approval.  

SCE to retain an acoustical 
engineer, and submit 
documentation of compliance to the 
CPUC and Riverside County. 

 

Response O2-72 The Applicant requests that Mitigation Measure 4.11-2 be revised to remove 
references to certain noise control techniques that may be used to ensure that 
noise levels at Mirage Substation do not exceed the Riverside County noise 
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standards for stationary sources. The CPUC sees no value in eliminating 
discussion of the noise control techniques that may be used at Mirage 
Substation. Note that the measure does not explicitly require implementation 
of the specific noise control techniques identified in the measure, but rather 
offers the techniques as examples of how noise control can be achieved.  

 The Applicant also suggests that the measure should be revised to indicate 
that a transformer would be used with sound levels as specified in SCE 
Specification A5-2009: Large Three-Phase Transformers and 
Autotransformers with OLTC for a normal system voltage of 220/230 kV. 
However, SCE did not indicate what those sound levels would be and it did 
not provide the referenced specification document with its comments. 
Without the benefit of knowing what the sound levels would be as specified 
in the SCE Specification A5-2009 document, the cannot include this 
suggestion as a revision to Mitigation Measure 4.11-2.  

Response O2-73 The Applicant requests that Mitigation Measure 4.11-2 be revised to 
eliminate the requirement that an acoustical engineer perform noise 
measurements in the vicinity of the residences west of Mirage Substation 
once the proposed transformer is operational to verify that transformer noise 
levels comply with the County stationary source standards. However, the 
noise measurements of the operating proposed transformer are needed to 
ensure that the County’s stationary noise source standards are not exceeded. 
The suggested revisions have not been incorporated into the measure. Please 
refer to Response O2-71 for revisions that have been made to Mitigation 
Measure 4.11-2. 

Response O2-74 The following edit was made to the first sentence of the last paragraph on 
Draft EIR page 4.12-5 to reflect a likely change in the construction schedule.  

Construction activities in the project area are expected to last 
approximately 12 months, within the 2010-2012 time frame. beginning 
in 2010 and concluding in mid-2011. 

Response O2-75 The Caltrans traffic data presented in Draft EIR Section 4.15 are clearly 
described as annual average daily traffic levels. To clarify that the local 
roadway traffic data are average daily traffic levels, the following sentence 
has been added to the end of second paragraph on Draft EIR page 4.15-2. 

Below are summary descriptions of the roadways that would be 
affected by the Proposed Project components, and/or the alternatives in 
the Farrell-Garnet and Mirage-Santa Rosa study areas. All traffic data 
presented for the local roadways are average daily traffic levels. 
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Response O2-76 The last paragraph on Draft EIR page 4.15-2 has been revised as follows to 
correctly indicate that Garnet Avenue parallels the south side of I-10. 

Garnet Avenue. The proposed Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line 
alignment parallels Garnet Avenue from the Garnet Substation to the 
road’s eastern extent, where it dead ends at a road block. Garnet 
Avenue is a two lane road that parallels the south side of I-5 I-10 and 
has no lane stripes and has low traffic levels. 

Response O2-77 The County of Riverside’s 2009 Traffic Count Database (available online at 
http://www.rctlma.org/trans/documents/traffic_count_book.pdf) does not 
include up to date traffic counts for Indian Canyon Drive. The most recent 
counts presented in the database for Indian Canyon Drive are for the year 
2007. In addition, the County of Riverside’s 2009 Traffic Count Database 
does not identify an ADT level of 22,307 for any segment/year for Indian 
Canyon Drive. The Coachella Valley Association of Governments traffic 
data presented in the Draft EIR for Indian Canyon Drive is for the year 2009. 
Therefore, the Draft EIR includes the most up to date traffic data available 
for Indian Canyon Drive and changes to the traffic level discussion are not 
necessary. 

Response O2-78 The referenced sentence in the first paragraph of Draft EIR Appendix B, on 
page 1, has been revised as follows to correctly indicate the units of 
milliGauss. 

Units of measure are Gauss (G) or milliGauss (mG, 111000 1/1000 of 
a Gauss). 

Response O2-79 The typographic error on the second page of Draft EIR Appendix B 
described by the Applicant (use of the word “field” instead of “filed”) does 
not appear in the document so no correction can be made. The Applicant’s 
other suggested clarification for the top of page 2 in Appendix B Section 1 
has been included as follows: 

Its recommendations were filed with the Commission in March of 
1992, and became the basis for the CPUC’s EMF Policy established in 
D.93-11-013. 

Response O2-80 The second paragraph on the second page of Draft EIR Appendix B refers to 
the findings related to the Commission’s updates to the policies and 
procedures related to electric and magnetic fields. Those findings are 
clarified as follows: 

Findings – Based on the work of the Consensus Group, written 
testimony, and evidentiary hearings, the CPUC issued its decisions 
D.93-11-013 and (D.06-01-042) to address . . . 
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Response O2-81 The referenced sentence in the last paragraph of Draft EIR Appendix B, on 
page 4, has been revised as follows to indicate the correct letter for the Draft 
EIR electric and magnetic fields appendix. 

Specific measures to be implemented are described in the attached 
Field Management Plan for the Proposed Project (Appendix D B – 
Section 2) and alternatives (Appendix D B – Section 3). 

Response O2-82 The third paragraph under 5.2, Evaluation of Project Alternatives, on 
page 5-2 is clarified as follows: 

In addition to significant unmitigable impacts described above, there 
are several differentiating impacts that with mitigation would be less 
than significant. It should be noted that there are two groups of 
alternative routes: (1) Farrell-Garnet, which includes the Proposed 
Project and Alternatives 2, 3, 6, and 7 are compared to each other and 
to the Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line portion of, and (2) Mirage-
Santa Rosa, which includes the Proposed Project, and Alternative 5 is 
compared to the Mirage-Santa Rosa subtransmission line portion of the 
Proposed Project. Table 5-2 provides a comparison of potential 
impacts by alternative for each resource category. 

Response O2-83 A typographical error on page 5-4 in the Proposed Project column of 
Table 5-2 for Aesthetics is corrected as follows: 

Impacts determined to be Class II and Class III. The Farrell-Garnet line would include 
1.55.8 miles of overhead line and the Mirage-Santa Rosa line would include 5.81.5 miles 
of overhead line. 
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CHAPTER 5 
Revisions to the Draft EIR 

5.1 Introduction 
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15132, this section presents the changes that were made to 
the Draft EIR to clarify or amplify its text in response to received comments. Such changes are 
insignificant as the term is used in CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(b), in that the changes 
merely clarify or amplify or make insignificant modifications. The changes are grouped by Draft 
EIR chapters and are then shown by page number in the Draft EIR and identified as to the 
location of the change in the body of the text or table.  

Appendix E contains the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance Program (MMRCP) 
for the Proposed Project, the Environmentally Superior Alternative. Consequently, clarification to 
mitigation measures that would affect the Proposed Project, in addition to being listed here, are 
included in the MMRCP in Appendix E. 

Where changes are shown inserted in the existing Draft EIR text, revised or new language is 
underlined, deleted language is indicated by strikethrough text, and the original text is shown 
without underline or strikethrough text. 

5.2 Text Changes 
Page Identification / Text Change 

Executive Summary 

ES-1 The following revisions have been made to the third paragraph under Section ES.1, 
Introduction/Background. 

This Draft EIR has been prepared pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) and considers the potential environmental impacts from the 
Proposed Project and identifies and evaluates a range of alternatives. Based on 
this evaluation and the documentation which follows, this Draft EIR identifies 
Alternative 5 the Proposed Project as the Environmentally Superior Alternative 
for both the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area and Alternative 3 as the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Farrell-Garnet study area. 
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ES-1 The first sentence under Section ES.1.1, Proposed Project, has been clarified as 
follows. 

The Proposed Project consists of a number of distinct project components that 
together make up the entire Proposed Project, including two new 115 kV 
subtransmission lines, three seven 115 kV subtransmission line reconfigurations, a 
220 kV transmission line loop-in, substation modifications, . . . 

ES-2 Figure ES-1 has been revised as shown on the following page. 

ES-4 The second bullet under Mirage Substation in Table ES-1 has been revised as 
follows. 

• Install five new 220 kV circuit breakers and five three new 115 kV circuit 
breakers 

ES-4 The fifth bullet under Mirage Substation in Table ES-1 has been revised as follows: 

• Install the new Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line and 
relocate the existing Mirage-Concho and Mirage-Tamarisk 115 kV 
subtransmission lines. 

ES-5 The first bullet under Santa Rosa Substation in Table ES-1 has been replaced with 
the following two bullets for clarity. 

• Connect the Mirage-Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line and 
the new Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line 

• Convert the existing Santa Rosa-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line to the 
new Mirage-Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line 

• Convert the existing Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line to 
the new Mirage-Santa Rosa 115kV subtransmission line 

ES-5 The first bullet under Thornhill Substation in Table ES-1 has been revised as follows. 

• Install the new Devers-Eisenhower-Thornhill 115 kV subtransmission line 
Convert the existing Thornhill-Tamarisk 115kV subtransmission line to the 
new Devers-Eisenhower-Thornhill 115kV subtransmission line 

ES-9 Figure ES-2 has been revised as shown on the page that follows the next page. 
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ES-20, -21 The paragraphs under Section ES.4.3, Environmentally Superior Alternative, is 
revised as follows. 

Table ES-3 summarizes the environmental impact conclusions of the Proposed 
Project and alternatives. Implementation of the Proposed Project and all five 
alternatives would result in significant and unmitigable (Class I) impacts on air 
quality during construction., Aalthough impacts to air quality would be of varying 
degrees (i.e., alternatives with an underground component would be slightly more 
adverse than the Proposed Project due to emissions during trenching activities), the 
impacts would be short term and temporary in nature; therefore, impacts of slightly 
varying degree between alternatives is not material enough to determine a preferred 
alternative from an air quality perspective. 

However, impacts to aesthetics, biological resources, cultural resources, and 
traffic and transportation, while all mitigable to less than significant, do vary 
enough to determine a preferred alternative from the perspective of these issue 
areas. Consequently, the selection of an Environmentally Superior Alternative is 
based on differences in intensity and type of impacts that would be less than 
significant with mitigation. Based on these differences the identified 
Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Farrell-Garnett study area is 
Alternative 3 and the identified Environmentally Superior Alternative for the 
Mirage-Santa Rosa study area is Alternative 5. 

To determine the Environmentally Superior Alternative, resource weighting factors 
were assigned and a ranking matrix was used to calculate a weighted score for the 
Proposed Project and each alternative. The Proposed Project subtransmission lines 
would result in the least severe air quality, cultural resources, noise, 
transportation and traffic, hazards and hazardous materials, public services, and 
utilities and service systems impacts compared to the alternatives, and in the 
Farrell-Garnet study area the Proposed Project would result in the second least 
severe impacts related to aesthetics. However, the Proposed Project would result 
in the most severe impacts related to biological resources in both study areas and 
would result in the most severe impacts related to aesthetics in the Mirage-Santa 
Rosa study area. Because the Proposed Project subtransmission lines would 
result in less severe significant and unavoidable air quality construction impacts 
than the alternatives, with the exception of biological resources and aesthetics, 
and would result in less severe impacts compared to the alternatives for all of the 
other resource areas where a preference is identified, the Proposed Project 
subtransmission lines (i.e., the proposed Farrell-Garnet Subtransmission line and 
the Mirage-Santa Rosa Subtransmission lines) are selected as the 
Environmentally Superior Alternatives for both the Farrell-Garnett and Mirage-
Santa Rosa study areas. 
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ES-21 The paragraph under Section ES.4.4, Environmentally Superior Alternative vs. No 
Project Alternative, is revised as follows. 

The Environmentally Superior Alternatives (Alternatives 3 and 5) as defined 
above would reduce long-term aesthetics and biological resources impacts and 
would have minimal long-term impacts on residences or other sensitive land 
uses. Under the No Project Alternative scenario, SCE may be required to 
construct new subtransmission and transmission lines and/or additional power 
generation in or near the study area to supply power to the Electrical Needs Area. 
It would be overly speculative for this EIR to assume where the new 
subtransmission and transmission facilities and/or power generation facilities 
would be sited; however, it is reasonable to assume that at a minimum, 
environmental impacts associated with the No Project Alternative scenario would 
not be less than those from the Environmentally Superior Alternatives. Therefore, 
the Environmentally Superior Alternatives are preferred over the No Project 
Alternative. 

ES-22 Table ES-4 has been revised as follows. 

TABLE ES-4 
DEVERS-MIRAGE 115KV SUBTRANSMISSION SYSTEM SPLIT PROJECT VS. ALTERNATIVES 

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT CONCLUSIONS 

Issue Area 
Proposed 

Project  
Alternative 

2 
Alternative 

3 
Alternative 

5 
Alternative 

6 
Alternative 

7 

Aesthetics Proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line would 
have more of 
an impact 
than 
Alternative 5. 

Least impact 
for the 
Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

Least impact 
for the 
Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. Most 
impact for 
the Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

Less of an 
impact than 
the proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line. 

 Most impact 
for the 
Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

Agriculture 
Resources 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Air Quality No 
Preference 
Least 
impacts for 
both Farrell-
Garnet and 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
study areas.  

No 
Preference 
Most impacts 
for Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 
More 
impacts than 
the proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line. 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Biological Resources Most impacts 
for the 
Farrell-
Garnet and 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
study areas. 

 Least 
impacts for 
the Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

Less impacts 
than the 
proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line. 

 Least 
impacts for 
the Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 
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Issue Area 
Proposed 

Project  
Alternative 

2 
Alternative 

3 
Alternative 

5 
Alternative 

6 
Alternative 

7 

Cultural Resources MostLeast 
impacts for 
the Farrell-
Garnet and 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
study areas. 

Most impacts 
for Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

 Less impacts 
than the 
proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line. More 
impacts than 
the proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line. 

 Least 
impacts on 
cultural 
resources for 
the Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

Geology and Soils No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Hazards / Hazardous 
Materials 

No 
Preference 
Least 
impacts for 
both Farrell-
Garnet and 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
study areas. 

No 
Preference 
Most impacts 
for Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 
More 
impacts than 
the proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line. 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Hydrology and Water 
Quality 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Land Use, Planning 
and Policies 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Minerals No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Noise No 
Preference 
Least 
impacts for 
both Farrell-
Garnet and 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
study areas. 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 
Most impacts 
for Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

No 
Preference 
More 
impacts than 
the proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line. 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Population and 
Housing 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Public Services No 
Preference 
Least 
impacts for 
both Farrell-
Garnet and 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
study areas. 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 
Most impacts 
for Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

No 
Preference 
More 
impacts than 
the proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line. 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Recreation No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

Transportation and 
Traffic 

Least 
impacts for 
the Farrell-
Garnet and 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
study areas. 

 Most impacts 
for the 
Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

More 
impacts to 
than the 
proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line. 
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Issue Area 
Proposed 

Project  
Alternative 

2 
Alternative 

3 
Alternative 

5 
Alternative 

6 
Alternative 

7 

Utilities and Service 
Systems 

No 
Preference 
Least 
impacts for 
both Farrell-
Garnet and 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
study areas. 

No 
Preference 
Most impacts 
for Farrell-
Garnet study 
area. 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 
More 
impacts than 
the proposed 
Mirage-
Santa Rosa 
line. 

No 
Preference 

No 
Preference 

 

ES-24 Impact 4.5-1 in the Executive Summary Table ES-5 has been removed. 

Cultural Resources    

4.5-1: Impacts to historic site 33-8408, 
Varner Road 

Class 
III 

None required Less than 
Significant 

 

Chapter 1. Introduction 

1-2 The following sentence in the last paragraph in Section 1.2, Project Objectives, 
Purpose and Need, is revised as follows. 

Splitting the existing 115 kV system is necessary to relieve thermal overload 
conditions on the existing Mirage-Concho leg of the Devers-Capwind-Concho-
Mirage 115 kV subtransmission line and the Mirage-Tamarisk 115 kV 
subtransmission lines. 

Chapter 2. Project Description 

2-13 The first bullet is clarified as follows. 

• Split the existing Garnet-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line at the 
intersection of Bob Hope Drive and Dinah Shore Drive by removing the 
span of wire that connects the southwest and northeast corner poles and 
transfer it to the southeast corner pole (see Figure 2-5, Existing and 
Proposed 115 kV Line Configurations at Bob Hope and Dinah Shore 
Drives). 

2-13 The second bullet is clarified as follows. 

• Split the Santa Rosa-Tamarisk at the same intersection by dead-ending and 
grounding the Santa Rosa leg at the northwest southeast corner pole. The 
portion of the Santa Rosa-Tamarisk line between Bob Hope Drive east to 
Portola Avenue would become idle. 
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2-13 The third bullet is clarified as follows. 

• Connect the open Tamarisk leg of the existing Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 
kV subtransmission line to the open Garnet leg of the existing Garnet-
Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line at the northwest southeast corner 
pole of Bob Hope Drive and Dinah Shore Drive. 

2-18 The first bullet is clarified as follows. 

• Install a span of conductor between the existing north segment of the 
Garnet-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line and the existing west 
segment of the Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line at the 
northwest southeast corner of Bob Hope Drive and Dinah Shore Drive. 

2-22 The third full paragraph is revised as follows. 

The TSPs would be installed on top of cylindrical concrete footings 
approximately six to eight feet in diameter and approximately 20 to 25 at least 22 
feet deep. After holes for the footings have been bored, a steel rebar cage would 
be inserted into the hole, and then concrete would be poured into the hole to a 
level up to two feet above the ground surface. After the concrete has cured, the 
TSP would be bolted onto the footing. Excess bore spoils would be distributed at 
each pole site, used as backfill to fill holes left after removal of nearby wood 
poles, or removed from the pole sites. 

2-22 The fourth full paragraph is replaced with the following paragraphs as follows. 

Both LWS poles and TSPs consist of separate base and top sections for ease of 
construction. Steel pole installation would begin by transporting the poles from 
the staging area and laying the individual sections on the ground at each new pole 
location. While on the ground, the top section would be pre-configured with the 
necessary insulators and wire-stringing hardware. A line truck with a boom on it 
for LWS poles, or a crane for TSPs would be used to position each pole base 
section into previously augured holes for the LWS poles or on top of previously 
prepared foundations for the TSPs. When the base section is secured, the top 
section would be placed above the base section. The two sections may be spot-
welded together for additional stability. 

While on the ground, the top and bottom sections of the LWS poles would be 
pulled together and preconfigured with the necessary insulators and wire 
stringing hardware. For LWS poles, a line truck with a boom on it would be used 
to position each pole into previously augured holes. 

The TSPs would require a crane to set the pole bases on top of previously 
installed concrete foundations. Once secured, the top, and if necessary middle, 
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sections of the TSP would then be set on the base of the TSP. For both structures, 
all sections may be spot welded together for added stability.  

2-23 The first paragraph under Conductor Pulling is replaced with the following 
paragraph. 

Conductors would be installed on 115 kV polymer insulator assemblies attached 
to each crossarm in a horizontal configuration or suspension assemblies 
consisting of single polymer insulators attached to each crossarm in a vertical 
configuration. Overhead ground wires would be installed on the top of the steel 
poles. Conductors would be attached to 115 kV polymer post style insulators, 
that would be attached to each pole head for LWS poles, and suspended, or dead 
ended, to steel crossarms mounted on TSPs. Depending on location, the insulator 
configurations may be mounted vertically, or in a triangular pattern. With the 
exception of certain locations near substations, the overhead ground wire would 
be installed in accordance with G.O. 95 Table II. Distribution lines transferred to 
the new steel poles would typically be installed on standard wood crossarms with 
polymer insulators. 

2-23 The second paragraph under Conductor Pulling is revised as follows. 

Conductor pulling includes all activities associated with the installation of 
conductors onto the LWS and wood poles and TSPs. These activities include 
installing three 115 kV 954 SAC conductors, one 221 kcmil ACSR ground 
conductor, ground wire, vibration dampeners, weights, and post, suspension, and 
or dead-end hardware assemblies for the entire length of the proposed 
subtransmission lines. 

2-41 The first paragraph is revised as follows. 

Devers Substation is a staffed, 500/220/115 kV substation located in the 
unincorporated area of Riverside County, north of the City of Palm Springs. The 
proposed improvements at Devers Substation include the conversion of Devers-
Mirage 220 kV transmission line to Devers-Mirage No. 1 220 kV transmission 
line, reconfiguration of the Coachella Valley-Devers 220 kV transmission line to 
the Devers-Mirage No. 2 220 kV transmission line, relay upgrades, replacement 
of two 115 kV circuit breakers in existing Position No. 7 for the new Devers-
Eisenhower-Thornhill 115 kV subtransmission line and replacement of two 
115 kV circuit breakers in existing Position No. 4 for the new Mirage-Capwind-
Devers-Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line. Improvements at the substation 
would also include installation of new line-protection relays. 

2-41 The first bullet is revised as follows. 

• Four 115 kV, 1,200 Amp, 40 kiloannum Amperes (kA) duty, circuit breakers 
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2-42 The first paragraph under Engineering Plan is revised as follows. 

Mirage Substation is an unstaffed, 220/115 kV substation located in unincorporated 
Riverside County in the general vicinity of the community of Thousand Palms. The 
proposed improvements at Mirage Substation include the installation of one 
280 MVA, 220/115 kV transformer bank, one new 220 kV bank position, one new 
115 kV bank position, and one new 220 kV breaker-and-a-half configuration 
position for two new 220 kV line positions, and the relocation of the existing 
Mirage-Ramon 220 kV transmission line, the existing Julian Hinds-Mirage 220 kV 
transmission line, and the existing Devers-Mirage 220 kV transmission line. Other 
work at the substation would include looping of the Devers-Coachella Valley 
220 kV transmission line into the Mirage 220 kV switchrack, installation of the 
new Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line, relocation of existing 
Mirage-Concho 115 kV subtransmission line, renaming the existing Mirage-
Capwind- Devers 115 kV subtransmission line to Mirage-Capwind-Tamarisk-
Devers 115 kV subtransmission line, renaming the Mirage-Concho 115 kV 
subtransmission line to Mirage-Santa Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line, 
and installation of new line protection relays. 

2-42 The bullets under Major Equipment are revised as follows. 

Major Equipment 
• One 280 MVA 220/115 kV transformer bank;  
• Five 220 kV, 3,000 amp, 50 kA duty, circuit breakers;  
• Ten 220 kV, 3,000 amp, center-side-break disconnect switches;  
• Fifteen Eighteen 220 kV station post insulators; 
• Six 220 kV metering potential transformers Three 220 kV coupling 

capacitor voltage transformers; 
• Three 220 kV metering units;  
• Two 115 kV, 3,000 amp, 40 kA duty circuit breakers;  
• Three One 115 kV, 2,000 amp, 40 kA duty circuit breakers; 
• Four 115 kV, 3,000 amp, center-side-break disconnect switches; 
• Six Two 115 kV, 2,000 amp, center-side-break disconnect switches;  
• Nine Six 115 kV potential transformers; and  
• Twenty-seven Twelve 115 kV post insulators.  

2-42, -43 The bullets under Switchrack Configurations are revised as follows. 

Switchrack Configurations 
• One new 220 kV transformer bank position No. 6S designed with a double-

breaker configuration; 
• One new 220 kV line position No. 5 designed with a breaker-and-a-half 

configuration for relocation of the existing Julian Hinds-Mirage 220 kV 
transmission line (Pos. No. 5N) and relocation of the existing Mirage-
Ramon 220 kV transmission line (Pos. No. 5S); 
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• Renaming the Devers-Mirage 220 kV transmission line to Devers-Mirage 
No. 1 transmission line; 

• Existing 220 kV transmission line Position No. 3 would be upgraded and 
remain a breaker-and-a-half configuration for the installation of the new 
Devers-Mirage No. 2 220 kV transmission line (Pos. No. 3N) and the 
installation of the new Mirage-Coachella Valley 220 kV transmission line 
(Pos. No. 3S); 

• Existing Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line would be relocated to line 
position 1N to create the Devers-Capwind-Mirage-Tamarisk 115 kV 
subtransmission line; 

• Vacated existing line position No. 1S would be for the new Mirage-Santa 
Rosa-Tamarisk 115 kV subtransmission line; 

• One new 115 kV transformer bank position (No. 6N) designed with a 
double-breaker configuration; 

• One new 115 kV line position (No. 7N) designed with a double-breaker 
configuration; and 

• Convert existing 115 kV line position (No. 4) from a double-breaker 
configuration to a breaker-and-a-half configuration for relocated Concho 
115 kV line Position (No. 4S) and new Santa Rosa 115 kV line Position 
(No. 4N); and  

• Install one 220/115 kV transformer bank. 

2-58, -59 The first paragraph under Section 2.7.2, Construction Plan, is revised as follows. 

The existing fiber optic cables would be transferred from existing poles to the 
new 115 kV subtransmission poles that would be installed within existing ROWs 
or franchise locations. The All-Dielectric Self-Supporting (ADSS) fiber optic 
cables would be attached to a support block beneath the end of each 10-foot 
wood cross-arm on each new pole as shown in Figure 2-3. Telecommunications 
equipment installation would occur within existing SCE substation buildings and 
at the Edom Hill Communications Site. IID equipment and circuit installation 
would occur at is expected to be in the IID’s mechanical-electrical equipment 
room (MEER). 

2-60 The typographical error in Table 2-7 is corrected as follows. 

Indian Wells, Equipment/Circuit Installation 
Equipment Installation 3 35 5 2 – Pick-Up (Gasoline) 

 

2-62 The last sentence in the first incomplete paragraph is corrected as follows. 

Additional information on electric and magnetic fields generated by transmission 
lines is presented in Appendix D B. 
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2-62 The first complete paragraph is revised as follows. 

After several decades of study regarding potential public health risks from 
exposure to power line EMF, research results remains inconclusive. Several 
national and international panels have conducted reviews of data from multiple 
studies and state that there is not sufficient evidence to conclude that EMF causes 
cancer. Most recently the World Health Organization (WHO) International 
Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) and the California Department of Health 
Services (DHS) both classified EMF as a possible carcinogen. 

Chapter 3. Alternatives and Cumulative Projects 

3-13 The text in the third sentence of the first paragraph is revised as follows. 

At Sunrise Way, the line would turn north, and proceed along Sunrise Way to 
approximately 1,265 feet north of Four Seasons Boulevard, where the 
underground segment would end and the subtransmission line would transition to 
overhead at a riser pole . . . 

Chapter 4. Environmental Analysis 

4-2 An insert has been made in Section 4.0, Introduction to Environmental Analysis, after 
the second full paragraph, as follows. 

With regard to the discussion of local plans, policies, and ordinances in each of 
the resource sections 4.1 through 4.16, CPUC General Order 131-D clarifies that 
local jurisdictions acting pursuant to local authority are preempted from 
regulating electric power line projects, distribution lines, substations, or electric 
facilities constructed by public utilities subject to the Commission’s jurisdiction. 
However, in locating such projects, the public utilities shall consult with local 
agencies regarding land use matters. In instances where the public utilities and 
local agencies are unable to resolve their differences, the Commission shall set a 
hearing no later than 30 days after the utility or local agency has notified the 
Commission of the inability to reach agreement on land use matters. 

Section 4.1, Aesthetics 

4.1-3 The following paragraph has been added to the Local Major Roadways discussion. 

Indian Canyon Drive. Indian Canyon Drive is an existing north-south roadway 
into Palm Springs with access from/to the I-10. Views from this roadway include 
open space and the San Jacinto Mountains. 

4.1-14 Figure 4.1-1 has been updated as shown of the following page. 
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4.1-44 The second sentence of Mitigation Measure 4.1-6 has been revised as follows. The 
same change has been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting and 
Compliance Program (see Appendix E). 

SCE shall submit a Construction Lighting Mitigation Plan to the CPUC for 
review and approval at least 90 30 days prior to the start of nighttime 
construction or the ordering of any exterior lighting fixtures or components, 
whichever comes first. 

4.1-46 Mitigation Measure 4.1-8 has been revised as follows. The same change has been 
incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting and Compliance Program (see 
Appendix E). 

Mitigation Measure 4.1-8: A non-reflective or weathered finish shall be applied 
to all All new structures and equipment installed at the Devers, Mirage, Concho, 
Indian Wells, Santa Rosa, Eisenhower, Farrell, Garnet, Thornhill, and Tamarisk 
Substations shall have non-specular (reduced glare) surface finishes, except for 
structures or equipment for which such finishes are not commercially available to 
reduce potential glare effects. 
 

4.1-50 The following discussion has been added after the first full paragraph. 

Recreational viewers potentially affected by the Alternative 3 subtransmission 
line would include those associated with Desert Highland Park, located 
approximately 0.3 mile west of where the Alternative 3 subtransmission line 
would be located along Indian Canyon Drive and approximately 0.6 mile 
northwest of the where the Alternative 3 riser pole would be located. Views of 
the subtransmission line and riser pole would be achieved from certain locations 
at the east side of the park and would range from partially to fully screened, 
dependent on the presence of the recreational facilities and vegetation at the park. 
Therefore, visual sensitivity would be low, overall visual change would be low, 
and impacts would be less than significant requiring no mitigation (Class III). 
Visual impacts to recreational viewers that would be associated with Alterative 3 
at the Desert Highland Park would be approximately the same as those that 
would be associated with the proposed Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line at 
Palm Springs Country Club Golf Course. 

Section 4.2, Agricultural Resources 

No changes have been made to Section 4.2, Agricultural Resources. 

Section 4.3, Air Quality 

No changes have been made to Section 4.3, Air Quality 
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Section 4.4, Biological Resources 

4.4-47 The last sentence in the second paragraph of Impact 4.4-1 is revised as follows. 

Although this location is predominantly composed of ruderal species, and no CV 
milkvetch was observed during the spring and summer 2009 surveys, there is still 
potential for this species to occur. 

4.4-47 The last sentence in the third paragraph of Impact 4.4-1 is revised as follows. 

Although both of these locations are currently predominantly composed of 
ruderal species, and no CV milkvetch was observed during the spring and 
summer 2009 surveys, there is still potential for the CV milkvetch to occur. 

4.4-48 The second paragraph of Mitigation Measure 4.4-1 has been clarified as shown 
below. The same clarification has been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, 
Reporting, and Compliance Program (see Appendix E). 

Temporary and permanent impacts to habitat for the CV milkvetch shall be 
compensated for through conservation of suitable habitat for this species. The 
calculated replacement for habitat loss for the CV milkvetch shall be based on a 
ratio of 3:1 (compensation to impact) per acre for temporary impacts and 9:1 for 
permanent impacts, for an estimated total of 6 acres. These ratios Ratios reflect 
the limited habitat and low populations of this species across its range, and the 
loss of habitat available for this species in the project area, and are consistent 
with compensation ratios established in the CVMSHCP. Greater or lesser 
compensation ratios may be substituted as determined though USFWS and 
CDFG consultation and/or permitting, considering the quality of the habitat being 
affected. The replacement habitat shall be within the Whitewater Floodplain 
Conservation Area of the CVMSHCP. Total compensation funds shall include 
the costs of acquisition and long-term management, and shall be paid prior to the 
start of project operations. This replacement habitat shall mitigate for both direct 
and indirect impacts of construction and operations/management on this species, 
as well as the CV fringe-toed lizard (see Mitigation Measure 4.4-2, below), Palm 
Springs pocket mouse, Palm Springs round-tailed ground squirrel, CV giant 
sand-treader cricket, and Le Conte’s thrasher. 

4.4-50 The first sentence of the third bullet of Mitigation Measure 4.4-2 is clarified as shown 
below. The same clarification has been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, 
Reporting, and Compliance Program (see Appendix E).  

SCE and/or its construction contractors shall retain and have available, the 
services of a CPUC authorized qualified biologist who shall perform the duties of 
the biological monitor. 
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4.4-51 The second sentence of the fifth bullet of Mitigation Measure 4.4-2 on page 4.4-51 is 
clarified as shown below. The same clarification has been incorporated in the 
Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance Program (see Appendix E). 

Each plant that is destroyed due to construction in the ROW along the east and 
west side of Gene Autry Trail roadway shall be replaced and monitored for at 
least ten five years, or other period of time approved by the USFWS, . . . 

4.4-51 The final bullet of Mitigation Measure 4.4-2 has been clarified as shown below. The 
same clarification has been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, 
and Compliance Program (see Appendix E). 

• Temporary and permanent impacts to CV fringe-toed lizard habitat shall be 
mitigated through conservation of suitable habitat for this species. The 
calculated replacement for habitat loss for this species shall be based on a 
ratio of 3:1 (compensation to impact) per acre for temporary impacts and 
9:1 for permanent impacts, for an estimated total of 6 acres. These ratios 
Ratios reflect the limited habitat and low populations of this species across 
its range, and include both the loss of habitat use by the species, and the 
adverse effect of raptor predation caused by the new raptor perch 
availability at the new poles, and are consistent with compensation ratios 
established in the CVMSHCP. Greater or lesser compensation ratios may 
be substituted as determined though USFWS and CDFG consultation 
and/or permitting, considering the quality of the habitat being affected. The 
replacement habitat shall be within the Whitewater Floodplain 
Conservation Area of the CVMSHCP. Total compensation funds shall 
include the costs of acquisition and long-term management, and shall be 
paid prior to the start of Proposed Project operations. This replacement 
habitat shall mitigate for both direct and indirect impacts of construction 
and operations/management on this species, as well as the Palm Springs 
pocket mouse, Palm Springs round-tailed ground squirrel, CV giant sand-
treader cricket, Le Conte’s thrasher, flat-tailed horned lizard, and CV 
milkvetch (habitat conserved through this measure may be the same as that 
conserved through Mitigation Measure 4.4-1 for the CV milkvetch). 

4.4-58 The first bullet of Mitigation Measure 4.4-10 has been clarified as shown below. The 
same clarification has been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, 
and Compliance Program (see Appendix E). 

• Purchase or dedication of land to provide wetland preservation, restoration, 
or creation. If restoration is available and feasible, then a mitigation 
replacement ratio of at least 2:1 shall be used. If a wetland needs to be 
created, at least a 3:1 ratio shall be implemented to offset losses. Where 
practical and feasible, onsite mitigation shall be implemented. Greater or 
lesser offset ratios may be substituted through consultation and/or 
permitting with the appropriate wildlife agency (USFWS or CDFG). 
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Section 4.5, Cultural Resources 

4.5-7 The introduction to the Findings discussion is clarified as follows. 

Findings 
The cultural resources records search revealed the presence of the following five 
previously recorded cultural resources within a 0.5-mile radius of the APE for the 
proposed and alternative alignments. 

4.5-7 The first sentence of the first indented paragraph under Findings is clarified as 
follows. 

Hoon wit ten ca va (Garnet Hill). This resource is located within the viewshed 
but outside the physical APE for the proposed overhead Farrell-Garnet 115 kV 
subtransmission line alignment and the Alternative 3 alignment, but is within the 
APE for the Alternative 2 alignment. 

4.5-8 The first sentence of the first full paragraph is clarified as follows. 

33-8408 (Varner Road). This resource is located within the viewshed but 
outside the physical APE for the proposed overhead reconfigured Mirage-
Capwind-Devers-Tamarisk 115 kV line, and the proposed overhead Mirage-
Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line alignments, and Alternative 5, 6 and 7 
alignments. 

4.5-8 The first sentence of the last paragraph is clarified as follows. 

33-9498/CA-RIV-6381H (Southern Pacific Railroad/Union Pacific Railroad 
line). This resource was relocated during the 2009 archaeological survey and is 
within the viewshed of but outside the physical APE for the proposed overhead 
Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment and the proposed overhead Mirage-Santa Rosa 
115 kV alignment and alternative subtransmission line alignments and was 
relocated during the 2009 archaeological survey. 

4.5-9 The first sentence of the first indented paragraph is clarified as follows. 

33-15429. This resource is known to be located adjacent to and outside of within 
the APE for the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line 
alignment. 

4.5-9 The first sentence of the second indented paragraph is clarified as follows. 

33-15430. This resource is located within the viewshed but outside the physical 
APE for the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line 
alignment. 
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4.5-23 The third paragraph under checklist questions a, b) has been replaced with the 
following paragraphs.  

Historic resource 33-4808 (Varner Road), Native American cultural resource 
Hoon wit ten ca va and prehistoric archaeological sites CA-RIV-785, 33-15429, 
and 33-15430, could be impacted by the Proposed Project. Impacts are described 
in detail below. 

Historic resource 33-4808 (Varner Road) would not be impacted by the Proposed 
Project. It would be spanned by the proposed overhead reconfigured Mirage-
Capwind-Devers-Tamarisk 115 kV line and the proposed overhead Mirage-Santa 
Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line, and no ground-disturbing activity would 
occur within the roadway. Therefore, there would be no impacts to this resource 
(No Impact). 

Native American cultural resource Hoon wit ten ca va (Garnet Hill) would not be 
physically impacted by the Proposed Project. The proposed Farrell-Garnet 
115 kV line would be installed overhead on poles constructed along an existing 
dirt road north of Garnet Hill, and no ground disturbing activity would occur 
within the limits of this topographical feature. For the potential indirect impacts 
to this resource, see the Impact 4.5-2 discussion. 

The proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV line would be constructed on overhead 
poles west of 33-15429 and east of 33-15430, and all access would be from an 
existing dirt road located immediately west of the poles that currently carry the 
Mirage-Tamarisk and Mirage-Concho lines, which in this area would be 
reconfigured using the dirt access road for access. Prehistoric archaeological 
site 33-15429 would not be directly impacted by the Proposed Project. The 
resource is located east of the existing subtransmission line and adjacent to and 
outside of the APE for the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission 
line alignment. However, it is not known if there is a subsurface component to 
this resource, and if so, whether it might extend into the area that is within the 
Proposed Project’s APE. Prehistoric archaeological site 33-15430 would not be 
impacted by the Proposed Project. 

Prehistoric archaeological site CA-RIV-785 could be impacted by the Proposed 
Project. A portion of it is located within the APE for the proposed Mirage-Santa 
Rosa 115 kV line. 

4.5-23 The Impact 4.5-1 heading has been revised as follows.  

Impact 4.5-1: Project construction could adversely affect historic site 33-
8408, Varner Road. Less than significant (Class III) 
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4.5-24 The last sentence of the second paragraph has been revised as follows. 

Impacts There would be no impact to Varner Road at this location would be less 
than significant. 

4.5-25 The title of Impact 4.5-3has been renamed as follows. 

Impact 4.5-3: Project construction could adversely affect cultural resources 
CA-RIV-785, and 33-15429, and 33-15430. Less than Significant with 
Mitigation (Class II) 

4.5-26 The second paragraph has been revised as follows. 

Construction of the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line 
could also impact sites 33-15429 and 33-15430. These sites This site may be 
related to site CA-RIV-785 and may be eligible for listing in the NRHP and 
CRHR under Criterion D/4, ability to provide information important to 
prehistory. Neither site, however However, the site does not appears to be within 
the direct APE for the proposed alignment. These sites This site should be avoided 
to ensure that any adverse effects are minimized. Implementation of APM CUL-3 
(Construction Monitoring) as well as Mitigation Measures 4.5-3a, 4.5-3b, and 
4.5-3c would reduce potential impacts to less than significant. 

4.5-26 Mitigation Measures 4.5-3a and 4.5-3b have been revised as follows. The same 
revision has been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and 
Compliance Program (see Appendix E). 

Mitigation Measure 4.5-3a: Avoid and protect archaeological resources. SCE 
shall narrow the construction zone to avoid potentially significant archaeological 
resources CA-RIV-785, and 33-15429, and 33-15430 if feasible. The resources 
shall be designated as Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) to ensure 
avoidance. Protective fencing or other markers shall be erected around ESAs prior 
to any ground disturbing activities; however, such ESAs shall not be identified 
specifically as cultural resources, in order to protect sensitive information and to 
discourage unauthorized disturbance or collection of artifacts.  

Mitigation Measure 4.5-3b: Preparation of treatment plan if avoidance is 
not feasible. If avoidance of sites CA-RIV-785, and 33-15429, and 33-15430 is 
not feasible, prior to issuing any grading or excavation permits and prior to any 
project-related ground disturbing activities, a detailed Historic Properties 
Treatment Plan (HPTP) shall be prepared... 

4.5-31 The following paragraphs under the Alternative 2 impact discussion have been 
revised as follows.  

Similar to the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment, the Alternative 2 
alignment could potentially impact previously recorded resource, Hoon wit ten ca 
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va (Garnet Hill). However, unlike the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment, 
Hoon wit ten ca va (Garnet Hill) would be directly impacted by Alternative 2 
because the Alternative 2 alignment would be located on the resource. This 
resource appears significant to the oral histories of the Cahuilla Indian Tribe and 
may be considered a TCP. Construction of Alternative 2 could result in impacts 
to Hoon wit ten ca va (Garnet Hill). Potential impacts to the resource would be 
mitigated to a less-than-significant level through the implementation of APM 
CUL-1 and CUL-6 as well as Mitigation Measure 4.5-2, described above for the 
proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line (Class II). This impact 
would be more severe under Alternative 2 compared to the proposed Farrell-
Garnet 115 kV alignment. 

As with the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment, impacts associated with 
Alternative 2 related to undiscovered cultural resources would be less than 
significant with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.5-4a, 4.5-4b and 4.5-4c 
(Class II). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that would occur 
under Alternative 2 associated with trenching for the underground line, this 
impact would be slightly more severe under Alternative 2 compared to the 
proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment.  

Impacts to paleontological resources that would be associated with Alternative 2 
would be essentially have the same impact class as those that would result under 
construction of the proposed Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line. With 
implementation of APMs PA-1 through PA-6, impacts would be less than 
significant (Class III). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that 
would occur under Alternative 2 associated with trenching for the underground 
line, this impact would be slightly more severe under Alternative 2 compared to 
the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment. 

The potential impacts to human remains that would be associated with 
Alternative 2 would be essentially have the same impact class as those that would 
result during construction of the proposed Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line. 
Therefore, with implementation of APM CUL-2, impacts would be less than 
significant (Class III). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that 
would occur under Alternative 2 associated with trenching for the underground 
line, this impact would be slightly more severe under Alternative 2 compared to 
the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment. 

4.5-32 The following paragraphs under the Alternative 3 impact discussion have been 
revised. 

As with the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line, construction 
impacts associated with Alternative 3 related to undiscovered cultural resources 
would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.5-4a, 
4.5-4b, and 4.5-4c (Class II). However, due to the increased ground disturbance 
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that would occur under Alternative 3 associated with trenching for the 
underground line, this impact would be slightly more severe under Alternative 3 
compared to the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. 

Impacts to paleontological resources that would be associated with Alternative 3 
would be essentially have the same impact class as those that would result under 
construction the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. With 
implementation of APMs PA-1 through PA-6, impacts would be less than 
significant (Class III). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that 
would occur under Alternative 3 associated with trenching for the underground 
line, this impact would be slightly more severe under Alternative 3 compared to 
the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. 

The potential impact to human remains that would be associated with 
construction of Alternative 3 would be essentially have the same impact class as 
those that would result during construction of the proposed Farrell-Garnet 
115 kV subtransmission line. Therefore, with implementation of APM CUL-2, 
impacts would be less than significant (Class III). However, due to the increased 
ground disturbance that would occur under Alternative 3 associated with 
trenching for the underground line, this impact would be slightly more severe 
under Alternative 3 compared to the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV 
subtransmission line. 

4.5-33 The following paragraphs under the Alternative 5 impact discussion have been 
revised. 

As with the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line, impacts 
associated with construction of Alternative 5 related to undiscovered cultural 
resources would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation 
Measures 4.5-4a, 4.5-4b and 4.5-4c (Class II). However, due to the increased 
ground disturbance that would occur under Alternative 5 associated with 
trenching for the underground line, this impact would be more severe under 
Alternative 5 compared to the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV 
subtransmission line. 

Impacts to paleontological resources that would be associated with construction 
of Alternative 5 would be essentially have the same impact class as those that 
would result under the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission 
line; impacts would be less than significant with implementation of APMs PA-1 
through PA-6 (Class III). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that 
would occur under Alternative 5 associated with trenching for the underground 
line, this impact would be more severe under Alternative 5 compared to the 
proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line. 
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The potential impact to human remains that would be associated with 
construction of Alternative 5 would be essentially have the same impact class as 
those that would result under the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV 
subtransmission line. Therefore, with implementation of APM CUL-2, impacts 
would be less than significant (Class III). However, due to the increased ground 
disturbance that would occur under Alternative 5 associated with trenching for 
the underground line, this impact would be more severe under Alternative 5 
compared to the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line. 

4.5-34 The following paragraphs under the Alternative 6 impact discussion have been 
revised. 

Portions of the Alternative 6 alignment were not subject to systematic 
archaeological survey due to lack of access. These segments will be surveyed if 
this alternative alignment is selected, per Mitigation Measure 4.5-4c. As with the 
proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV alignment, impacts associated with Alternative 6 
related to undiscovered cultural resources would be less than significant with 
implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.5-4a, 4.5-4b, and 4.5-4c (Class II). 
However, due to the increased ground disturbance that would occur under 
Alternative 6 associated with trenching for the underground line, this impact 
would be more severe under Alternative 6 compared to the proposed Farrell-
Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. 

Impacts to paleontological resources that would be associated with Alternative 6 
would be similar to those that would result under the proposed Farrell-Garnet 
115 kV subtransmission line, with the exception that Alternative 6 would not 
impact the high-sensitivity Imperial Formation. Impacts would be less than 
significant with implementation of APMs PA-1 through PA-6 (Class III). 
However, due to the increased ground disturbance that would occur under 
Alternative 6 associated with trenching for the underground line, this impact 
would be slightly more severe under Alternative 6 compared to the proposed 
Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. 

The potential impact to human remains that would be associated with Alternative 
6 would be essentially have the same impact class as those that would result 
under the proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. Therefore, with 
implementation of APM CUL-2, impacts would be less than significant 
(Class III). However, due to the increased ground disturbance that would occur 
under Alternative 6 associated with trenching for the underground line, this 
impact would be more severe under Alternative 6 compared to the proposed 
Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line. 
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Section 4.6, Geology and Soils 

4.6-2 The first paragraph is clarified as follows. 

The closest known active faults to the study area are associated with the San 
Andreas fault system, with the northwesterly trending Banning and Coachella 
segments of the fault system mapped in the north, just north of Interstate 10 
(I-10). The northwesterly trending Garnet Hill fault is mapped north of Palm 
Springs, about a half mile south of I-10. The Garnet Hill fault is mapped as a 
buried fault and is based on a gravity anomaly survey of the Coachella Valley by 
a major oil company (Proctor, 1968). The Garnet Hill fault is not mapped as 
offsetting Holocene-age materials (Jennings, 1994) and, therefore, does not 
display evidence of being active (Hart et al., 1979). Although Further, the 
California Division of Mines and Geology (California Geological Survey) has 
not designated it as an active fault, and Holocene surface rupture was not 
documented along the Garnet Hill fault in the vicinity of the project area 
(SCEDC, 2010) the Garnet Hill fault can act as a plane of weakness and move in 
response to an earthquake on another nearby fault. Ground fractures associated 
with the 1986 North Palm Springs earthquake were reported along the trace of 
the Garnet Hill fault and indicate that a near-surface response of weak surfaces 
occurred at depth (City of Cathedral City, 2002). The north-south trending Palm 
Canyon fault is mapped as trending towards Palm Springs from the south, but the 
fault is not considered active by State maps (Jennings, 1994). 

4.6-3 The second sentence of the first paragraph under Seismic Activity has been revised as 
shown below. 

The 1986 quake registered a magnitude of 5.6 and caused minor ground 
rupturing cracks along the Banning, Mission Creek, and Garnet Hill faults, but 
these cracks were due to shaking, not surface rupture. 

4.6-5 The following paragraphs have been added to the beginning of the Geology and Soils 
Regulatory Context discussion. 

Federal 

Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) 693 “Recommended 
Practices for Seismic Design of Substations” 

The Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) 693 “Recommended 
Practices for Seismic Design of Substations” was developed by the Substations 
Committee of the IEEE Power Engineering Society, and approved by the 
American National Standards Institute and the IEEE-SA Standards Board. This 
document provides seismic design recommendations for substations and 
equipment consisting of seismic criteria, qualification methods and levels, 
structural capacities, performance requirements for equipment operation, 
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installation methods, and documentation. This recommended practice emphasizes 
the qualification of electrical equipment. 

IEEE 693 is intended to establish standard methods of providing and validating 
the seismic withstand capability of electrical substation equipment. It provides 
detailed test and analysis methods for each type of major equipment or 
component found in electrical substations. This recommended practice is 
intended to assist the substation user or operator in providing substation 
equipment that will have a high probability of withstanding seismic events to 
predefined ground acceleration levels. It establishes standard methods of 
verifying seismic withstand capability, which gives the substation designer the 
ability to select equipment from various manufacturers, knowing that the seismic 
withstand rating of each manufacturer's equipment is an equivalent measure. 
Although most damaging seismic activity occurs in limited areas, many 
additional areas could experience an earthquake with forces capable of causing 
great damage. This recommended practice should be used in all areas that may 
experience earthquakes. 

International Building Code 

Published by the International Code-Council (ICC), the scope of this code covers 
major aspects of construction and design of structures and buildings, the 2006 
International Building Code (IBC) replaced the 1997 Uniform Building Code and 
contains provisions for structural engineering design. Published by the 
International Conference of Building Officials, the IBC addresses the design and 
installation of structures and building systems through requirements that 
emphasize performance. The IBC includes codes governing structural as well as 
fire- and life-safety provisions covering seismic, wind, accessibility, egress, 
occupancy, and roofs. 

4.6-5 The following paragraphs replace the Design Standards paragraph of the Geology 
and Soils Regulatory Context discussion. 

California Building Code 

The California Building Code (CBC) has been codified in the California Code of 
Regulations (CCR) as Title 24, Part 2. Title 24 is administered by the California 
Building Standards Commission, which, by law, is responsible for coordinating 
all building standards. Under State law, all building standards must be centralized 
in Title 24 or they are not enforceable. The purpose of the CBC is to establish 
minimum standards to safeguard the public health, safety and general welfare 
through structural strength, means of egress facilities, and general stability by 
regulating and controlling the design, construction, quality of materials, use and 
occupancy, location, and maintenance of all building and structures within its 
jurisdiction. The 2007 CBC is based on the 2006 IBC published by the 
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International Code Conference. In addition, the CBC contains necessary 
California amendments which are based on the American Society of Civil 
Engineers (ASCE) Minimum Design Standards 7-05. ASCE 7-05 provides 
requirements for general structural design and includes means for determining 
earthquake loads as well as other loads (flood, snow, wind, etc.) for inclusion 
into building codes. The provisions of the CBC apply to the construction, 
alteration, movement, replacement, and demolition of every building or structure 
or any appurtenances connected or attached to such buildings or structures 
throughout California. 

The earthquake design requirements take into account the occupancy category of 
the structure, site class, soil classifications, and various seismic coefficients 
which are used to determine a Seismic Design Category (SDC) for a project. The 
SDC is a classification system that combines the occupancy categories with the 
level of expected ground motions at the site and ranges from SDC A (very small 
seismic vulnerability) to SDC E/F (very high seismic vulnerability and near a 
major fault). Design specifications are then determined according to the SDC. 

Design Standards 
Building codes provide specific standards for design and construction of 
buildings and structures. On January 1, 2008, California officially adopted the 
2007 California Building Code (CBC). The purpose of the CBC is to provide 
minimum standards to safeguard life or limb, health, property, and public welfare 
by regulating and controlling the design, construction, quality of materials, use, 
occupancy, location, and maintenance of all buildings and structures within its 
jurisdiction. The CBC provides criteria for defining expansive soils. 

4.6-10 The following revisions have been made to the Impact 4.6-1 discussion. 

There are no active earthquake faults that are recognized or zoned by the State of 
California in the immediate vicinity of the Proposed Project alignments and sites. 
The only fault that would intersect any of the Proposed Project components is the 
Garnet Hill fault, which is mapped as buried with a location that is postulated 
across the proposed Farrell-Garnet alignment. Whereas seismic activity is not 
limited to active faults, ground rupture is typically associated with active faults. 
However, ground fractures cracks associated with the 1986 North Palm Springs 
earthquake were reported along the trace of the Garnet Hill fault, but the fractures 
were a result of ground shaking rather than fault rupture… 

4.6-11 The Impact 4.6-3 discussion has been revised as indicated below. 

 In order for liquefaction to occur, there needs to be relatively shallow 
groundwater conditions, generally at depths of less than 50 feet below the ground 
surface. Shallow groundwater conditions do not exist in the project area and the 
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Proposed Project would not cause the groundwater table to rise. Regardless, the 
potential for liquefaction or other phenomena resulting in dynamic ground 
settlement, if even present, can be easily reduced with adequate geotechnical and 
foundation engineering. Therefore, with the implementation of standard 
engineering practices, any potential impacts associated with liquefaction, if 
discovered during geotechnical investigations that would be conducted for the 
Proposed Project, would be reduced to less than significant levels. The potential 
impact related to seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction, would be 
less than significant. 

4.6-17 The following reference is added. 

Southern California Earthquake Data Center (SCEDC), 1986 North Palm Springs 
Earthquake. http://www.data.scec.org/fault_index/garnet.html. Accessed 
March 12, 2010. 

Section 4.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

No changes have been made to Section 4.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials. 

Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality 

4.8-21 Mitigation Measure 4.8-4b has been revised as indicated below. The same revision 
has been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance 
Program (see Appendix E). 

 Mitigation Measure 4.8-4b: Regarding the engineered erosion control and 
drainage plan developed as part of the site grading plan (APM HYDRO-2A), 
SCE shall conduct a topographic and gradient survey of the Whitewater River 
Wash both upstream and downstream of the proposed pole(s) replacement 
location within the wash. Post construction topography and gradient of the 
Whitewater River Wash shall be contoured SCE shall restore all areas on the 
Whitewater Wash disturbed during construction of the Proposed Project to match 
the existing conditions, to ensure that the drainage pattern is not altered in a 
manner that would cause on- or off-site erosion or sedimentation. 

Section 4.9, Land Use, Planning and Policies 

No changes have been made to Section 4.9, Land Use Planning and Policies. 

Section 4.10, Mineral Resources 

No changes have been made to Section 4.10, Mineral Resources. 
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Section 4.11, Noise 

4.11-18 Mitigation Measure 4.11-2 has been revised as indicated below. The same revision 
has been incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance 
Program (see Appendix E). 

Mitigation Measure 4.11-2: Mirage Substation. SCE shall ensure that noise 
levels associated with the Mirage Substation do not exceed the Riverside County 
noise standards for stationary sources. Noise control techniques may include, but 
not be limited to: locating the new transformer with as much setback from the 
existing residential properties as possible, use of noise walls or equivalent sound 
attenuation devices, and the use of a transformer with special noise control 
specifications designed in a way to specifically achieve acceptable regulatory 
noise standards.  

Prior to the installation of the new transformer, SCE shall submit to the CPUC 
and the County of Riverside, for review and approval, a plan that describes the 
specific measures that will be taken in order to comply with the County’s 
stationary noise standards. Once the proposed transformer is operational, SCE 
shall retain an acoustical engineer to perform noise measurements in the vicinity 
of the residences west of Mirage Substation to verify that transformer noise 
levels comply with the County standards. Documentation of compliance shall be 
submitted to the CPUC and Riverside County. In the event the transformer noise 
levels violate the standards, additional noise control techniques shall be initiated 
to correct the violation. 

Section 4.12, Population and Housing 

4.12-5 The following edit is made to the first sentence of the last paragraph.  

Construction activities in the project area are expected to last approximately 
12 months, within the 2010-2012 time frame. beginning in 2010 and concluding 
in mid-2011. 

Section 4.13, Public Services 

No changes have been made to Section 4.13, Public Services. 

Section 4.14, Recreation 

No changes have been made to Section 4.14, Recreation. 

Section 4.15, Transportation and Traffic 

4.15-2 The following sentence is added to the end of second paragraph. 
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 Below are summary descriptions of the roadways that would be affected by the 
Proposed Project components, and/or the alternatives in the Farrell-Garnet and 
Mirage-Santa Rosa study areas. All traffic data presented for the local roadways 
are average daily traffic levels. 

4.15-2 The last paragraph is revised as follows. 

Garnet Avenue. The proposed Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line alignment 
parallels Garnet Avenue from the Garnet Substation to the road’s eastern extent, 
where it dead ends at a road block. Garnet Avenue is a two lane road that parallels 
the south side of I-5 I-10 and has no lane stripes and has low traffic levels. 

Section 4.16, Utilities and Service Systems 

No changes have been made to Section 4.16, Utilities and Service Systems. 

Chapter 5. Comparison of Alternatives 

5-2 The third paragraph under Section 5.2, Evaluation of Project Alternatives is clarified 
as follows. 

In addition to significant unmitigable impacts described above, there are several 
differentiating impacts that with mitigation would be less than significant. It 
should be noted that there are two groups of alternative routes: (1) Farrell-Garnet, 
which includes the Proposed Project and Alternatives 2, 3, 6, and 7 are compared 
to each other and to the Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line portion of, and 
(2) Mirage-Santa Rosa, which includes the Proposed Project, and Alternative 5 is 
compared to the Mirage-Santa Rosa subtransmission line portion of the Proposed 
Project. Table 5-2 provides a comparison of potential impacts by alternative for 
each resource category. 

5-3 The following revisions have been made to the first two paragraphs under 
Section 5.3, Environmentally Superior Alternative. 

As discussed in the previous section, the Proposed Project and all five 
alternatives would have significant unmitigable impacts on air quality during 
construction. The extent of the unmitigable impacts on air quality varies slightly 
by alternative but could not be mitigated to less than significant levels for the 
Proposed Project or any alternative. Consequently, the selection of an 
environmentally superior alternative is based on differences in intensity of air 
quality impacts and type of as well as the differences in intensity of the other 
environmental issue area impacts that would be less than significant with 
mitigation (Table 5-2). Based on these differences the identified environmentally 
superior alternative is the Proposed Project for both the Farrell-Garnett study area 
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is Alternative 3 and the identified environmentally superior alternative for and 
the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area is Alternative 5. 

All five alternatives studied in this EIR were variations of alignments that would 
use existing ROW. The alternatives studied would substitute one component of the 
Proposed Project (i.e., Alternatives 2, 3, 6, or 7 would be used in lieu of the 
proposed Farrell-Garnet 115 kV subtransmission line and Alternative 5 would be 
used in lieu of the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa 115 kV subtransmission line). For 
a number of resources, there are no material environmental impact differences 
between the Proposed Project and alternatives including: agricultural resources; air 
quality; geology and soils; hazards and hazardous materials; hydrology and water 
quality; land use, planning, and policies; mineral resources, noise; population and 
housing; public services; and recreation; and utilities and service systems. 

5-4 – 5-8 Table 5-2, Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project vs. 
Alternatives Summary of Environmental Impact Conclusions, has been updated as 
indicated on the following pages. 

5-9 The following revisions have been made to the first two paragraphs. 

Implementation of the Proposed Project or any of the five alternatives would 
result in a significant unmitigable (Class I) impact on air quality during 
construction. Although impacts to air quality would be of varying degree (i.e., 
alternatives with an underground component would be slightly more adverse than 
the Proposed Project due to emissions during trenching activities), the impacts 
would be short term and temporary in nature; therefore, impacts of varying 
degree between alternatives is not material enough to determine a preferred 
alternative from an air quality perspective. 

Resource categories where environmental impacts would either be materially 
lessened or increased by implementing an alternative to the Proposed Project are 
discussed below. 

• Air Quality – Implementation of the Proposed Project or any of the five 
alternatives would result in a significant unavoidable (Class I) short-term 
impact on air quality during construction. The short-term impacts to air 
quality would be of varying degree (i.e., alternatives with an underground 
component would be slightly more adverse than the Proposed Project due 
to emissions during trenching activities, and Alternative 7 would be 
slightly more adverse than the Proposed Project due to the longer length of 
the alternative compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line). 
Based on these varying degrees of impact, the ranking for the Farrell-
Garnet study area (most to least favorable) is as follows: the Proposed 
Project Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 7, Alternative 6, Alternative 3, and 
Alternative 2. For the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area, the Proposed Project 
Mirage-Santa Rosa line is more favorable than Alternative 5. 
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5-9 The text of the first bullet is revised as follows. 

• Aesthetics – Impacts would be potentially significant, but mitigable to less 
than significant for all of the alternatives. Alternative 7 would involve the 
most amount of overhead line in the Farrell-Garnet study area, including 
the most overhead line in residential areas and a crossing of I-10. 
Alternative 3 would involve the least amount of overhead line with no I-10 
crossings, but would result in nearly doubling the height and base diameter 
of structures along Indian Canyon Road which is a major entryway to the 
City of Palm Springs. Alternative 2 is considered the most favorable for 
aesthetics because the overhead portion of that line would be in an area 
with low visual sensitivity. The ranking for the Farrell-Garnet study area 
(most to least favorable) is as follows: Alternative 3, Alternative 6, 
Alternative 2, the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 6, 
Alternative 7, and Alternative 73. For the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area, 
Alternative 5 would result in only a short span of overhead line across I-10 
and the UPRR, compared to the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line, 
which would include approximately 1.5 miles of overhead line. Therefore, 
Alternative 5 is more favorable than the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa 
Rosa line. 

5-9 The text of the second bullet is revised as follows. 

• Biological Resources – Impacts would be potentially significant, but 
mitigable to less than significant for all of the alternatives. The Proposed 
Project alignments contain more suitable habitat for special status species 
than do the alternative alignments. Compared to the Proposed Project 
Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 37 would result in the least most amount of 
overhead line and associated long-term impacts; however, Alternative 7 
would be constructed in the least suitable habitat for special status species, 
making it the most favorable alternative, followed by Alternative 6, 
Alternative 3, Alternative 2, and the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, 
and Alternative 7. Compared to the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa 
line, which would result in approximately 1.5 miles of new overhead line 
in more suitable habitat for special status species, Alternative 5 would 
result in only a short segment of overhead line associated with the I-10 and 
UPRR crossings and it would be in less suitable habitat for special status 
species. 

5-9 The text of the third bullet is revised as follows. 

• Cultural Resources – Impacts would be potentially significant, but 
mitigable to less than significant for all of the alternatives. Alternative 6 
and Alternative 7 would have no impact on the Garnet Hill cultural 
resource compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, 
Alternative 2, and Alternative 3. It should be noted that Alternative 2 is the 
only alignment that would include direct impacts to Garnet Hill. Between 
Alternatives 6 and 7, Alternative 6 Alternatives 2, 3, and 6 would include a 
higher potential for an undiscovered find compared to the Proposed Project 
Farrell-Garnet line and Alternative 7 due to the one-mile underground line 
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construction work that would be associated with Alternative 6 those 
alternatives. The ranking for the Farrell-Garnet study area (most to least 
favorable) is as follows: Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 
7, Alternative 6, Alternative 3, the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, 
and Alternative 2. Compared to the proposed Mirage-Santa Rosa line, 
Alternative 5 would avoid CA-RIV-785, and 33-15429, and 33-15430. 
However, Alternative 5 would result in substantially more subsurface 
disturbance associated with trenching for the underground line compared to 
the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line, which would result in more 
severe of an impact related to undiscovered cultural and paleontological 
resources. Therefore, Alternative 5 is more favorable than the Proposed 
Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line is more favorable than Alternative 5. 

5-10 The following paragraph has been added to the environmentally superior alternative 
discussion before the first complete paragraph. 

• Noise – Impacts would be potentially significant, but mitigable to less than 
significant for all of the alternatives. Compared to the alternative lines, the 
Proposed Project lines would involve the least duration of construction 
work in the vicinity of sensitive receptors (i.e., residences). Compared to 
the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 3 would result in the 
highest duration of construction activity in the vicinity of sensitive 
receptors due to the longest length of underground line work that would 
occur near residences, followed by Alternative 2 and Alternative 6. 
Alternative 7 would not include underground line work, but would affect 
more sensitive receptors than the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line. The 
ranking for the Farrell-Garnet study area (most to least favorable) is as 
follows: the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 7, 
Alternative 6, Alternative 2, and Alternative 3. Compared to the Proposed 
Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line, Alternative 5 would result in a longer 
duration of construction activity in the vicinity of more sensitive receptors. 
Therefore, the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line is more favorable 
than the Alternative 5 line. 

5-10 The following paragraph has been added to the environmentally superior alternative 
discussion before the first complete paragraph. 

• Public Services – Impacts would be potentially significant, but mitigable 
to less than significant for all of the alternatives. Compared to the 
alternative lines, the Proposed Project lines would involve the least 
potential for construction activities to affect vehicle access and fire 
department response times because the alternatives with underground 
components would require lengthier lane closures that could more severely 
affect emergency response times, and Alternative 7 would be slightly more 
adverse than the Proposed Project due to the longer length of the 
alternative and more lane closures associated with overhead road crossings 
compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line. The ranking for the 
Farrell-Garnet study area (most to least favorable) is as follows: the 
Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 7, Alternative 6, 
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Alternative 2, and Alternative 3. For the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area, the 
Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line is more favorable than the 
Alternative 5 line. 

5-10 The following paragraph has been added to the environmentally superior alternative 
discussion before the first complete paragraph. 

• Utilities and Service Systems – Impacts would be less than significant for 
all of the alternatives. Compared to the alternative lines, the Proposed 
Project lines would involve the least potential for construction activities to 
disturb utilities because the alternatives with underground components 
would have a higher potential to disturb underground utilities, and 
Alternative 7 would be slightly more adverse than the Proposed Project 
due to the longer length of the alternative and the greater potential for the 
additional pole excavations to disturb underground utilities compared to 
the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet line. The ranking for the Farrell-Garnet 
study area (most to least favorable) is as follows: the Proposed Project 
Farrell-Garnet line, Alternative 7, Alternative 6, Alternative 3, and 
Alternative 2. For the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area, the Proposed Project 
Mirage-Santa Rosa line is more favorable than the Alternative 5 line. 

5-10 The last paragraph under Section 5.3, Environmentally Superior Alternative, has 
been replaced with the following paragraphs. 

While the Proposed Project subtransmission lines would result in the least 
amount of transportation and traffic impacts compared to the alternatives, these 
impacts would be primarily short-term and would conclude at the end of 
construction period. Because the Alternative 5 subtransmission line would result 
in less long-term aesthetics, biological resources, and cultural resources impacts 
compared to the Proposed Project Mirage-Santa Rosa line, Alternative 5 is 
selected as the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Mirage-Santa Rosa 
study area. With regard to the Farrell-Garnet study area, Alternative 3 would 
result in the least amount of long-term aesthetics and biological resources 
impacts compared to the Proposed Project Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line 
and Alternatives 2, 6, and 7; however, Alternative 7 would result in the least 
amount of impacts to cultural resources compared to the Proposed Project 
Farrell-Garnet subtransmission line and Alternatives 2, 3, and 6. After 
considering all impacts, and the long length of Alternative 7, Alternative 3 is 
selected as the Environmentally Superior Alternative for the Farrell-Garnet study 
area. 

For the ranking of alternatives to support the identification of the 
Environmentally Superior Alternatives for each geographical study area, a 
weighting factor was assigned to each resource area for which at least some 
differentiation between alternatives was discernable. Air quality was assigned the 
highest weighting because it had the only significant and unavoidable impact. 
Resource areas wherein the impacts would be long term, though admittedly less 
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than significant, were assigned the next highest weighting. Aesthetics, biological 
resources, and cultural resources fall into that category. Resource areas wherein 
the impacts would be short term but most noticeable to many people (i.e., noise, 
and transportation and traffic) were assigned the third highest weighting. And 
finally, resource areas wherein the impacts would be short term but generally not 
noticeable to many people (i.e., hazards/hazardous materials, public services, and 
utilities and service systems) were assigned the lowest weighting. No weighting 
was assigned to resources areas for which no discernable distinction could be 
made from the Draft EIR analysis (i.e., agriculture resources, geology and soils, 
hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources, 
population and housing, and recreation). 

The Proposed Project subtransmission lines would result in the least severe air 
quality, cultural resources, noise, transportation and traffic, hazards and 
hazardous materials, public services, and utilities and service systems impacts 
compared to the alternatives, and in the Farrell-Garnet study area the Proposed 
Project would result in the second least severe impacts related to aesthetics. 
However, the Proposed Project would result in the most severe impacts related to 
biological resources in both study areas and would result in the most severe 
impacts related to aesthetics in the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area. Because the 
Proposed Project subtransmission lines would result in less severe significant and 
unavoidable air quality construction impacts than the alternatives, with the 
exception of biological resources and aesthetics, and would result in less severe 
impacts compared to the alternatives for all of the other resource areas where a 
preference is identified, the Proposed Project subtransmission lines (i.e., the 
proposed Farrell-Garnet Subtransmission line and the Mirage-Santa Rosa 
Subtransmission lines) are selected as the Environmentally Superior Alternatives 
for both the Farrell-Garnett and Mirage-Santa Rosa study areas. 

5-10, -11 The paragraph under Section 5.4.2, Summary of the Environmentally Superior 
Alternative and its Impacts, has been revised as follows. 

The Environmentally Superior Alternatives are defined in Section 5.3 as 
Alternative 3 the Proposed Project for both the Farrell-Garnet study area and 
Alternative 5 for the Mirage-Santa Rosa study area. The impacts of Alternatives 
3 and 5 the Proposed Project are defined in each resource area’s impact analysis 
in Sections 4.1 through 4.16, and are also summarized in Table 5-2, above. The 
Environmentally Superior Alternatives would each have the same short-term 
construction related significant and unmitigable (Class I) impacts on air quality. 
As discussed in Sections 4.1 through 4.16, other types of impacts would also 
occur under the Proposed Project, but they would be either less than significant 
or mitigable to less than significant levels. 
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5-11 The paragraph under Section 5.4.3, Conclusion: Comparison of the Environmentally 
Superior Alternative with the No Project Alternative, is revised as follows. 

The Environmentally Superior Alternatives (Alternatives 3 and 5) as defined 
above would reduce long-term aesthetics and biological resources impacts and 
would have minimal long-term impacts on residences or other sensitive land 
uses. Under the No Project Alternative scenario, SCE may be required to 
construct new subtransmission and transmission lines and/or additional power 
generation in or near the study area to supply power to the Electrical Needs Area. 
It would be overly speculative for this EIR to assume where the new 
subtransmission and transmission facilities and/or power generation facilities 
would be sited; however, it is reasonable to assume that at a minimum, 
environmental impacts associated with the No Project Alternative scenario would 
not be less than those from the Environmentally Superior Alternatives. Therefore, 
the Environmentally Superior Alternatives are preferred over the No Project 
Alternative. 

Chapter 6. CEQA Statutory Sections 

No changes have been made to Chapter 6, CEQA Statutory Sections. 

Chapter 7. Report Preparers 

No changes have been made to Chapter 7, Report Preparers. 

Chapter 8. Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance Program 

All text changes to the Draft EIR mitigation measures described in Section 5 are also reflected in 
the Final EIR Appendix E, Mitigation, Monitoring, Reporting and Compliance Program. 

8-32 The Monitoring/Reporting Requirements and Timing entries for Mitigation Measure 
4.8-4b in Table 8-1, Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting and Compliance Program for 
the Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project, have been revised 
as follows. The same clarification has been incorporated in Appendix E. 

Monitoring/Reporting Requirements Timing 

SCE to submit results of topographic and 
gradient survey to CPUC for review. 
CPUC mitigation monitor to inspect 
compliance. CPUC mitigation monitor to 
monitor compliance. 

Survey results to be submitted prior to 
construction activities within the 
Whitewater River Wash. Following 
construction activities within the 
Whitewater River Wash. Inspection to be 
performed following completion of 
grading activities within the wash. 
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8-32, -33 The Mitigation/Reporting Requirements entry for Mitigation Measure 4.11-2 in 
Table 8-1, Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting and Compliance Program for the 
Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project, has been revised as 
follows. The same clarification has been incorporated in Appendix E. 

Monitoring/Reporting Requirements 

SCE to submit plan for compliance to 
Riverside County and CPUC for review 
and approval.  

SCE to retain an acoustical engineer, 
and submit documentation of compliance 
to the CPUC and Riverside County. 

 

Appendix B 

B-1 The referenced sentence in the first paragraph has been revised as follows. 

Units of measure are Gauss (G) or milliGauss (mG, 111000 1/1000 of a Gauss). 

B-2 The following clarification to the top of the page is included. 

Its recommendations were filed with the Commission in March of 1992, and 
became the basis for the CPUC’s EMF Policy established in D.93-11-013. 

B-2 The second paragraph is clarified as follows. 

Findings – Based on the work of the Consensus Group, written testimony, and 
evidentiary hearings, the CPUC issued its decisions D.93-11-013 and (D.06-01-
042) to address . . . 

B-4 The referenced sentence in the last paragraph is revised as follows. 

Specific measures to be implemented are described in the attached Field 
Management Plan for the Proposed Project (Appendix D B – Section 2) and 
alternatives (Appendix D B – Section 3). 
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CHAPTER 6 
Agencies, Organizations, and Persons that 
Received the Final EIR 

The Lead Agency (the California Public Utilities Commission), the project Applicant (Southern 
California Edison), and listed parties on the CPUC service list received a hard copy of the Final 
EIR. All other agencies, organizations, and individuals that submitted comments on the Draft EIR 
received a compact disc (CD) of the Final EIR unless a hard copy was specifically requested. 
Table 6(RTC)-1 shows the commenters who received a hard copy of the Final EIR via an 
overnight delivery service, while Table 6(RTC)-2 shows agencies and individuals who received a 
CD of the document. 

TABLE 6(RTC)-1  
AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS  

SENT THE FINAL EIR VIA OVERNIGHT DELIVERY SERVICE 

AGENCY/ORGANIZATION/ 
INDIVIDUAL FIRST NAME LAST NAME STREET CITY STATE 

ZIP 
CODE 

LEAD AGENCY/APPLICANT 

California Public Utilities 
Commission 

Eric Chiang 505 Van Ness Avenue, 
Energy Division, Room 4A 

San Francisco CA 94102 

Southern California Edison 
Company 

Milissa  Marona 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue, 
Rm. 370 

Rosemead  CA 91770 

LOCAL LIBRARIES SERVING AS REPOSITORIES 

Cathedral City Branch 
Library 

Amy  Dotson 33520 Date Palm Drive Cathedral City CA 92234-
1307 

Thousand Palms Branch 
Library 

Sharon  31189 Roberts Road Thousand 
Palms 

CA 92276-
3235 

STATE AGENCIES 

California Native American 
Heritage Commission 

David  Singleton 915 Capitol Mall, Room 364 Sacramento CA 95814 

California State 
Clearinghouse 

  1400 Tenth Street Sacramento CA 95814 
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TABLE 6(RTC)-2 
AGENCIES AND INDIVIDUALS SENT A COMPACT DISC (CD)  

OF FINAL EIR VIA UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 

AGENCY/ORGANIZATION/ 
RESIDENT FIRST NAME LAST NAME STREET CITY STATE 

ZIP 
CODE 

LOCAL AGENCIES 

City of Cathedral City Bill Bayne 68-700 Avenida Lalo 
Guerrero 

Cathedral City CA 92234

City of Palm Springs Marcus  Fuller 3200 Tahquitz Canyon Drive Palm Springs CA 92263-
2743 

Riverside County 
Transportation Department, 
Dester Permit Assistance 
Center 

Mojahed  Salama 38686 El Cerrito Road Palm Desert CA 92211

County of Riverside George  Johnson 4080 Lemon St. 8th Floor Riverside CA 92501 

County of Riverside Ron  Goldman 4080 Lemon St. 9th Floor Riverside CA 92501 

County of Riverside Roy  Wilson 4080 Lemon St. 5th Floor Riverside CA 92501 

South Coast Air Quality 
Management District 

Steve Smith 21865 Copley Drive Diamond Bar CA 91765-
4182

Riverside County LAFCo George J.  Spiliotis 3850 Vine Street, Suite 110 Riverside CA 92507-
4277

City of Palm Desert 
City Hall - Planning 
Department 

Lori  Aylaian 73-510 Fred Waring Drive Palm Desert CA 92260

City of Palm Desert Public 
Works 

Mark  Greenwood 73-510 Fred Waring Drive Palm Desert CA 92260

City of Palm Desert  Carlos  Artega 73-510 Fred Waring Drive Palm Desert CA 92260
City of Rancho Mirage 
Community Development 
Department 

Randy  Bynder 69-825 Highway 111 Rancho Mirage CA 92270

City of Indian Wells Planning 
Department 

Corrie  Kates 44-950 Eldorado Drive Indian Wells CA 92210

Coachella Valley Water 
District  

Georgia  Celehar P.O. Box 1058 Coachella CA 92236

STATE AGENCIES 

California Dept. of 
Transportation (Caltrans) 
District 8 

Bill  Mosby 464 W. 4th Street, 6th Floor 
MF 1221 

San Bernardino CA 92401

California Department of 
Transportation, Division of 
Aeronautics--M.S. #40 

Sandy  Hesnard
1120 N Street, P.O. Box 
942873 Sacramento CA

94273-
0001

California Department of 
Public Health Environmental 
Management Branch 

Robin  Hook 1616 Capitol Avenue, MS 
7402 

Sacramento CA 95814-
7402 

Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 

John  Carmona 3737 Main Street, Suite 500 Riverside CA 92501-
3348 

California Department of 
Toxic Substances Control 

Jim  Marxen 1001 I Street Sacramento CA 95814

California Department of 
Fish and Game, Region 6 

Curt  Taucher 4665 Lampson Avenue, 
Suite J

Los Alamitos CA 90720

California Resources 
Agency 

Mike  Chrisman 1416 9th Street, Ste 1311 Sacramento CA 95814

Office of Historic 
Preservation 

Milford Wayne  Donaldson 1416 9th Street, Room 
1442-7 

Sacramento CA 95814

California Department of 
Parks and Recreation, 
Inland Empire District 

Enrique  Arroyo 17801 Lake Perris Drive Perris CA 92571

California State Lands 
Commission 

Paul D.  Thayer 100 Howe Ave. Suite 100 
South

Sacramento CA 95825

Coachella Valley Mountains 
Conservancy 

Gary  Hund 73-710 Fred Waring Drive, 
Suite 205

Palm Desert CA 92260

California Air Resources 
Board 

Catherine  Witherspoon 1001 I Street Sacramento CA 95812
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TABLE 6(RTC)-2 (Continued) 
AGENCIES AND INDIVIDUALS SENT A COMPACT DISC (CD)  

OF FINAL EIR VIA UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE 

AGENCY/ORGANIZATION/ 
RESIDENT FIRST NAME LAST NAME STREET CITY STATE 

ZIP 
CODE 

FEDERAL AGENCIES 
US Army Corps of 
Engineers, Los Angeles 
District 

David M.  Van Dorpe 915 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 
1101 

Los Angeles CA 90017-
3401 

US Army Corps of 
Engineers, Los Angeles 
District 

David  Castanon 915 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 
1101 

Los Angeles CA 90017-
3401 

Bureau of Land 
Management 

Diane  Gomez 1201 Bird Center Drive Palm Springs CA 92262

U.S. Bureau of Land 
Management 

Mark Massar 1201 Bird Center Drive Palm Springs CA 92262

U.S. Bureau of Land 
Management 

John Kalish 1201 Bird Center Drive Palm Springs CA 92262

U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 
Southern California Field 
Office 

Steven  John 600 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 
1460 

Los Angeles CA 90017

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service  

Eric  Portal 6010 Hidden Valley Road, 
Suite 101

Carlsbad CA 92011

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

Pete Sorenson 6010 Hidden Valley Road, 
Suite 101 

Carlsbad CA 92011

Coachella Valley NWR Ginny  Short P.O. Box 188 Thousand Palms CA 92276 

NATIVE AMERICANS 
Agua Caliente Band of 
Cahuilla Indians 

Richard  Begay 650 Tahquitz Canyon Way Palm Springs CA 92262

 Alvino  Siva 2034 W. Westward Banning CA 92220 

 Anthony J.  Andreas Jr. 3022 W. Nicolet Street Banning CA 92220 

Augustine Band of Cahuilla 
Mission Indians 

Mary Ann Green P.O. Box 846 Coachella CA 92236

Augustine Band of Cahuilla 
Mission Indians 

Karen  Kupcha P.O. Box 846 Coachella CA 92236

Cabazon Band of Mission 
Indians 

John A.  James 84245 Indio Springs 
Parkway

Indio CA 92203-
3499

Cabazon Band of Mission 
Indians 

Judy  Stapp 84245 Indio Springs 
Parkway

Indio CA 92203-
3499

Morongo Band of Mission 
Indians 

Britt W.  Wilson 245 N. Murray Street, 
Suite C 

Banning CA 92220

Ramona Band of Mission 
Indians 

Terry  Hughes P.O. Box 1291 Yucca Valley CA 92286

Santa Rosa Band of Mission 
Indians 

Ernest  Morreo P.O. Box 609 Hemet CA 92546

Torres-Martinez Desert 
Cahuilla Indians 

  P.O. Box 1160 Thermal CA 92274

Torres-Martinez Desert 
Cahuilla Indians 

Raymond  Torres P.O. Box 1160 Thermal CA 92274

Torres-Martinez Desert 
Cahuilla Indians 

William J.  Contreras P.O. Box 1160 Thermal CA 92274

PUBLIC COMMENTERS 

 Thomas C.  MacMaster 641 Dunes Court Palm Springs CA 92264 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
505 VAN NESS AVENUE 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3298 

  

To: State Clearinghouse, Responsible and Trustee Agencies, Property Owners,  
& Interested Parties 

From: Eric Chiang, Environmental Project Manager

Subject: NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
AND PUBLIC MEETING: 
Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project (A.08-01-029) 
SCH No.  2008041087 

Date: January 7, 2010 

The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft 
EIR) under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for consideration of Southern California 
Edison’s (SCE) application to construct, operate, and maintain the Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission 
System Split Project (Proposed Project). The Draft EIR details the Proposed Project, evaluates and describes the
potential environmental impacts associated with the construction, operation, and maintenance of the Proposed 
Project, identifies those impacts that could be significant, and presents mitigation measures which, if adopted by 
the CPUC, could avoid or minimize these impacts. The Draft EIR also evaluates alternatives to the Proposed 
Project, including the No Project Alternative, as required by CEQA.  
 
Description of the Proposed Project. 
The Proposed Project is located within central Riverside County, including portions of the cities of Palm 
Springs, Rancho Mirage, Palm Desert, Cathedral City, and Indian Wells, and unincorporated areas of Riverside 
County, including the community of Thousand Palms. See the map that follows this notice for an illustration of 
the project area. The Proposed Project includes the following major elements:  
 
• replacement of approximately 5.3 miles of existing 115 kilovolt (kV) single-circuit subtransmission line 

with new higher capacity double-circuit 115 kV subtransmission lines and replacement of support 
structures within existing SCE rights-of-way (ROWs), franchise locations (public ROWs), and private 
property between Farrell and Garnet Substations in the City of Palm Springs;   

• construction of a new 115 kV subtransmission line from Mirage Substation south to Interstate 10, adjacent 
to the east side of Tri-Palm Estates and within SCE’s existing ROWs or franchise locations;   

• looping the existing Devers-Coachella Valley 220 kV transmission line from an existing ROW to the 
south for approximately 0.8 mile on double-circuit lattice steel towers to Mirage Substation, located near 
the community of Thousand Palms;  

• installation of a new 280 megavolt amperes (MVA) 200/115 kV transformer, two new 220 kV circuit 
breakers, and five new 115 kV circuit breakers at SCE’s existing Mirage Substation; and  

• subtransmission line reconfigurations at the intersections of Bob Hope Drive and Dinah Shore Drive, 
Portola Avenue and Gerald Ford Drive, and Varner Road and Date Palm Drive.  

 
The Proposed Project would also include additional equipment and relay installations at Mirage, Concho, Indian 
Wells, Santa Rosa, Eisenhower, Farrell, Garnet, Thornhill, and Tamarisk Substations located in the cities of 
Palm Springs, Rancho Mirage, Indian Wells, Cathedral City, Palm Desert, and unincorporated areas of 
Riverside County, including the community of Thousand Palms. The Proposed Project would also include the 
transfer of existing fiber optic cable to new support structures and installation of new fiber optic and digital 
telecommunications equipment. 
 
The objectives of the Proposed Project are to maintain electric system reliability, enhance operational 
flexibility, and serve projected electrical demand in the cities of Palm Springs, Rancho Mirage, Cathedral City, 
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Palm Desert, Indian Wells, and unincorporated areas of Riverside County, including the community of 
Thousand Palms. Construction of the project is proposed to begin in the second quarter of 2010 and be 
operational by mid-2011. 
 
Public Comment on the Draft EIR. 
The Draft EIR is available for a 45-day public comment period from January 8, 2010 through February 22, 
2010. The public may present comments and concerns regarding the Proposed Project and the adequacy of the 
Draft EIR. Written comments on the Draft EIR must be postmarked or received by fax or e-mail no later than 
February 22, 2010. Please be sure to include your name, address, and telephone number in your 
correspondence. 
 
Written comments on the Draft EIR should be sent to: 

Mr. Eric Chiang 
Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project 

c/o Environmental Science Associates 
1425 N. McDowell Boulevard, Suite 200 

Petaluma, CA 94954 
Voicemail: (707) 795-0940;  Fax: (707) 795-0902 

E-mail: devers-mirage@esassoc.com 
 

The CPUC will also hold a public comment meeting to receive oral and written comments from interested 
parties. Following the end of the public comment period, responses to all comments received on the Draft EIR 
and submitted within the specified 45-day review period will be prepared by the CPUC and included in a 
response to comments document, which together with the Draft EIR, will constitute the Final EIR for the 
Proposed Project. The public meeting will be held: 
 

Friday January 29, 2010 
6:30 pm – 8:30 pm 

CSUSB Palm Desert Campus, Mary Stuart Rogers Gateway Building (Classroom RG-303)
37-500 Cook Street (b/w Gerald Ford Dr. and Frank Sinatra Dr.) 

Palm Desert, CA 92211 
 

 
Availability of Draft EIR.  
Copies of the Draft EIR are available for public review on the project website: 
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/esa/devers-mirage/devers.html. This website will be used to post all 
public documents during the environmental review process and to announce any upcoming public meetings. 
Hard copies or CD copies of the Draft EIR may be requested by telephone at (707) 795-0940 or by e-mail at 
devers-mirage@esassoc.com.   
 

 
Additionally, copies of the Draft EIR are available at the following branches of the Riverside County Library:  
 

Cathedral City Branch 
33520 Date Palm Drive. 

Cathedral City, CA 92234-1307 
Phone : (760) 328-4262 

Thousand Palms Branch 
31189 Robert Road 

Thousand Palms, CA 92276-3235 
Phone: (760) 343-1556 

 
REMINDER: Draft EIR comments will be accepted by fax, e-mail, or postmark through February 22, 2010.  
Please be sure to include your name, address, and telephone number. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING, 
REPORTING, AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON’S  
DEVERS-MIRAGE 115 KV SUBTRANSMISSION SYSTEM 
SPLIT PROJECT  
(APPLICATION NO. A.08-01-029) 

Introduction 
This document describes the mitigation monitoring, reporting, and compliance program 
(MMRCP) for ensuring the effective implementation of the mitigation measures required for the 
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC, or Commission) approval of Southern California 
Edison’s (SCE) application to construct, operate, and maintain the Proposed Project. All 
mitigations are presented in Table 8-1 provided at the end of this MMRCP. 

If the Proposed Project is approved, this MMRCP would serve as a self-contained general 
reference for the Mitigation Monitoring Program adopted by the Commission for the project. If 
and when the Proposed Project has been approved by the Commission, the CPUC will compile 
the Final Plan from the Mitigation Monitoring Program in the Final Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR), as adopted. 

California Public Utilities Commission – MMRCP Authority 
The California Public Utilities Code in numerous places confers authority upon the CPUC to 
regulate the terms of service and the safety, practices, and equipment of utilities subject to its 
jurisdiction. It is the standard practice of the CPUC, pursuant to its statutory responsibility to 
protect the environment, to require that mitigation measures stipulated as conditions of approval 
be implemented properly, monitored, and reported on. In 1989, this requirement was codified 
statewide as Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code. Section 21081.6 requires a public 
agency to adopt a MMRCP when it approves a project that is subject to preparation of an EIR and 
where the EIR for the project identifies potentially significant environmental effects. California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15097 was added in 1999 to further 
clarify agency requirements for mitigation monitoring and reporting. 

The purpose of a MMRCP is to ensure that measures adopted to mitigate or avoid significant 
impacts of a project are implemented. The CPUC views the MMRCP as a working guide to 
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facilitate not only the implementation of mitigation measures by the project proponent, but also the 
monitoring, compliance, and reporting activities of the CPUC and any monitors it may designate. 

The Commission will address its responsibility under Public Resources Code Section 21081.6 
when it takes action on SCE’s applications. If the Commission approves the applications, it will 
also adopt a Mitigation Monitoring, Compliance, and Reporting Program that includes the 
mitigation measures ultimately made a condition of approval by the Commission. 

Because the CPUC must decide whether or not to approve the SCE application and because the 
application may cause either direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect effects on the environment, 
CEQA requires the CPUC to consider the potential environmental impacts that could occur as the 
result of its decisions and to consider mitigation for any identified significant environmental 
impacts. 

If the CPUC approves SCE’s application for authority to construct and operate the 
subtransmission and transmission lines and to modify its substations, SCE would be responsible 
for implementation of any mitigation measures governing both construction and future operation 
of the subtransmission and transmission lines and substations. Though other State and local 
agencies would have permit and approval authority over construction of the subtransmission and 
transmission lines, the CPUC would continue to act as the lead agency for monitoring compliance 
with all mitigation measures required by this EIR. All approvals and permits obtained by SCE 
would be submitted to the CPUC for mitigation compliance prior to commencing the activity for 
which the permits and approvals were obtained. 

In accordance with CEQA, the CPUC reviewed the impacts that would result from approval of 
the application. The activities considered include the construction of the upgraded and new 
subtransmission and transmission lines and modification of the Devers, Mirage, Santa Rosa, 
Eisenhower, Farrell, Garnet, Thornhill, Tamarisk, Concho, and Indian Wells substations, and 
modifications to the Edom Hill Communication Site and Palm Springs Service Center, and the 
future operation of these facilities. The CPUC review concluded that implementation of the 
Proposed Project could result in temporary significant unmitigable impacts to air quality during 
construction activities. All other potential impacts could be mitigated to less than significant 
levels. The CPUC has included the stipulated mitigation measures as conditions of approval of 
the applications and has circulated a Draft EIR. 

The attached EIR presents and analyzes potential environmental impacts that would result from 
construction, operation, and maintenance of the new subtransmission and transmission lines and 
other facility modifications, and proposes mitigation measures, as appropriate. Based on the EIR, 
approval of the application would have no impact or less than significant impacts in the following 
areas: 

• Agricultural Resources • Population and Housing 
• Geology and Soils • Recreation 
• Mineral Resources • Utilities and Service Systems 
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The EIR indicates that approval of the application would result in potentially significant impacts 
that would be mitigated to less than significant in the areas of: 

• Aesthetics • Land Use, Planning and Policies 
• Biological Resources • Noise 
• Cultural Resources • Public Services 
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials • Transportation and Traffic 
• Hydrology and Water Quality  

 
The EIR indicates that approval of the application would result in significant and unmitigable 
impacts in the in the area of: 

• Air Quality  
 

Roles and Responsibilities 
As the lead agency under CEQA, the CPUC is required to monitor this project to ensure that the 
required mitigation measures and any Applicant Proposed Measures are implemented. The CPUC 
will be responsible for ensuring full compliance with the provisions of this MMRCP and has 
primary responsibility for implementation of the monitoring program. The purpose of the 
monitoring program is to document that the mitigation measures required by the CPUC are 
implemented and that mitigated environmental impacts are reduced to the level identified in the 
Program. The CPUC has the authority to halt any activity associated with the Proposed Project if 
the activity is determined to be a deviation from the approved project or the adopted mitigation 
measures. 

The CPUC may delegate duties and responsibilities for monitoring to other mitigation monitors 
or consultants as deemed necessary. The CPUC will ensure that the person(s) delegated any 
duties or responsibilities are qualified to monitor compliance.  

The CPUC, along with its mitigation monitor, will ensure that any variance process, which will 
be designed specifically for the Proposed Project, or deviation from the procedures identified 
under the monitoring program, is consistent with CEQA requirements; no project variance will be 
approved by the CPUC if it creates new significant environmental impacts. As defined in this 
MMRCP, a variance should be strictly limited to minor project changes that will not trigger other 
permit requirements, that does not increase the severity of an impact or create a new impact, and 
that clearly and strictly complies with the intent of the mitigation measure. A Proposed Project 
change that has the potential for creating significant environmental effects will be evaluated to 
determine whether supplemental CEQA review is required. Any proposed deviation from the 
approved project and adopted mitigation measures, including correction of such deviation, shall 
be reported immediately to the CPUC and the mitigation monitor assigned to the construction for 
their review and approval. In some cases, a variance may also require approval by a CEQA 
responsible agency.  



E. Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting and Compliance Program  
 

Devers-Mirage 115 kV Subtransmission System Split Project E-4 ESA / 207059 
(A.08-01-029) Final Environmental Impact Report  April 2010 

Enforcement and Responsibility 
The CPUC is responsible for enforcing the procedures for monitoring through the environmental 
monitor. The environmental monitor shall note problems with monitoring, notify appropriate 
agencies or individuals about any problems, and report the problems to the CPUC. The CPUC has 
the authority to halt any construction, operation, or maintenance activity associated with the 
project if the activity is determined to be a deviation from the approved project or adopted 
mitigation measures. The CPUC may assign its authority to their environmental monitor.  

Mitigation Compliance Responsibility 
SCE is responsible for successfully implementing all the adopted mitigation measures in this 
MMRCP. The MMRCP contains criteria that define whether mitigation is successful. Standards 
for successful mitigation also are implicit in many mitigation measures that include such 
requirements as obtaining permits or avoiding a specific impact entirely. Additional mitigation 
success thresholds will be established by applicable agencies with jurisdiction through the permit 
process and through the review and approval of specific plans for the implementation of 
mitigation measures. 

SCE shall inform the CPUC and its mitigation monitor in writing of any mitigation measures that 
are not or cannot be successfully implemented. The CPUC in coordination with its mitigation 
monitor will assess whether alternative mitigation is appropriate and specify to SCE the 
subsequent actions required. 

Dispute Resolution Process 
This MMRCP is expected to reduce or eliminate many of the potential disputes concerning the 
implementation of the adopted measures. However, in the event that a dispute occurs, the 
following procedure will be observed: 

• Step 1. Disputes and complaints (including those of the public) should be directed first to 
the CPUC’s designated Project Manager for resolution. The Project Manager will attempt 
to resolve the dispute. 

• Step 2. Should this informal process fail, the CPUC Project Manager may initiate 
enforcement or compliance action to address deviations from the Proposed Project or 
adopted Mitigation Monitoring Program. 

• Step 3. If a dispute or complaint regarding the implementation or evaluation of the 
MMRCP or the mitigation measures cannot be resolved informally or through enforcement 
or compliance action by the CPUC, any affected participant in the dispute or complaint 
may file a written “notice of dispute” with the CPUC’s Executive Director. This notice 
should be filed in order to resolve the dispute in a timely manner, with copies concurrently 
served on other affected participants. Within 10 days of receipt, the Executive Director or 
designee(s) shall meet or confer with the filer and other affected participants for purposes 
of resolving the dispute. The Executive Director shall issue an Executive Resolution 
describing his/her decision, and serve it on the filer and other affected participants.  
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• Step 4. If one or more of the affected parties is not satisfied with the decision as described 
in the Resolution, such party(ies) may appeal it to the Commission via a procedure to be 
specified by the Commission. 

Parties may also seek review by the Commission through existing procedures specified in the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure for formal and expedited relief. 

General Monitoring Procedures 

Mitigation Monitor 
Many of the monitoring procedures will be conducted during the construction phase of the 
project. The CPUC and the mitigation monitor are responsible for integrating the mitigation 
monitoring procedures into the construction process in coordination with SCE. To oversee the 
monitoring procedures and to ensure success, the mitigation monitor assigned to the construction 
must be on site during that portion of construction that has the potential to create a significant 
environmental impact or other impact for which mitigation is required. The mitigation monitor is 
responsible for ensuring that all procedures specified in the monitoring program are followed. 

Construction Personnel 
A key feature contributing to the success of mitigation monitoring will be obtaining the full 
cooperation of construction personnel and supervisors. Many of the mitigation measures require 
action on the part of the construction supervisors or crews for successful implementation. To 
ensure success, the following actions, detailed in specific mitigation measures included in the 
MMRCP, will be taken: 

• Procedures to be followed by construction companies hired to do the work will be written 
into contracts between SCE and any construction contractors. Procedures to be followed by 
construction crews will be written into a separate agreement that all construction personnel 
will be asked to sign, denoting agreement. 

• One or more pre-construction meetings will be held to inform all and train construction 
personnel about the requirements of the MMRCP. 

• A written summary of mitigation monitoring procedures will be provided to construction 
supervisors for all mitigation measures requiring their attention. 

General Reporting Procedures 
Site visits and specified monitoring procedures performed by other individuals will be reported to 
the mitigation monitor assigned to the construction. A monitoring record form will be submitted 
to the mitigation monitor by the individual conducting the visit or procedure so that details of the 
visit can be recorded and progress tracked by the mitigation monitor. A checklist will be 
developed and maintained by the mitigation monitor to track all procedures required for each 
mitigation measure and to ensure that the timing specified for the procedures is adhered to. The 
mitigation monitor will note any problems that may occur and take appropriate action to rectify 
the problems. SCE shall provide the CPUC with written quarterly reports of the project, which 
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shall include progress of construction, resulting impacts, mitigation implemented, and all other 
noteworthy elements of the project. Quarterly reports shall be required as long as mitigation 
measures are applicable. 

Public Access to Records 
The public is allowed access to records and reports used to track the monitoring program. 
Monitoring records and reports will be made available for public inspection by the CPUC on 
request. The CPUC and SCE will develop a filing and tracking system. 

Condition Effectiveness Review 
In order to fulfill its statutory mandates to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment 
and to design a MMRCP to ensure compliance during project implementation (CEQA 21081.6): 

• The CPUC may conduct a comprehensive review of conditions which are not effectively 
mitigating impacts at any time it deems appropriate, including as a result of the Dispute 
Resolution procedure outlined above; and 

• If in either review, the CPUC determines that any conditions are not adequately mitigating 
significant environmental impacts caused by the project, or that recent proven technological 
advances could provide more effective mitigation, then the CPUC may impose additional 
reasonable conditions to effectively mitigate these impacts. 

These reviews will be conducted in a manner consistent with the CPUC’s rules and practices. 

Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting and Compliance Program 
The table attached to this program presents a compilation of applicant proposed measures (APMs) 
and the mitigation measures in the EIR. The purpose of the table is to provide a single 
comprehensive list of impacts, mitigation measures, monitoring and reporting requirements, and 
timing.  

SCE proposed APMs to minimize impacts to the following resource areas: air quality; biological 
resources; cultural resources (including paleontological resources); geology and soils; hazards 
and hazardous materials; hydrology and water quality; land use, planning, and policies; noise; 
traffic and transportation; and utilities and service systems. The impact analysis presented in this 
EIR assumes that these APMs would be implemented as part of the Proposed Project; therefore, 
implementation of these measures is required to ensure that impacts from the Proposed Project 
are mitigated to the maximum extent feasible. Furthermore, in cases where APMs would not fully 
mitigate impacts, mitigation measures were added that would either strengthen or supersede the 
applicable APM in order to further reduce impacts. As such, all APMs that are not superseded are 
included in the Mitigation Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance Program. 
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