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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

1D TRANSMISSION LINE EIRVEIS COMMENTS

Preject Purpose and Need (Section £S-4)

1. EACKGROUND AND COMBMENT

[} the Executive Summary (pages ES-2 io 8) and inragustion (pages 1-3 and 1-4), iour
projact chjectives are identfisd. As dstalled in Objectiva 2, ore of the basic obiscties
of the proposad project iz 1o “Pravide imareved trafsmizsion aooeos 1o REW asnemion
sourcas {ag., tha Grifith Enargy Project, the Seath Faint Ensrgy Project n-,-|.|.j_r}.-|-e .B.!_'_.‘n‘ﬁf-
Enemy Froject) to mest the inereased demands for she=trical powes in [ID's servies —
areea, ., N E_i:'*-u: e Hobsormeay substation/switching sietion & nct shown or aEEC:‘TDEq
_rLJ':E ElS/E S conrecied (o iha tansmission arid ner to any panarating glation, the
EIS/EIR shoukd explain haw the objective would be realized. Ala, shee the Grfih
E_r.e.-gy Froject and Scuth Point Enargy Project are located in Arizora (eavar & '
Hobaonway subatabion’ switching station is connecied 1o e qrid ihe E|3.‘.— B = lowuid
describe haw power from faciliies in Arizona would be avaiiable 1 e D syster,

Ohbjective 2 also states that tha Devers to Hobsonway substatiorsswilching station
wiauld raspond to tanemizsion service and irarconneg raeuasis, Tha EIZ/EIR should
Identify any serics and ntercornection recuests that have been raceived and descibe
the purpasa, .

the project descriplicn and objectives shauld be updated {o address the sbave

A-1
A-2

A-3

Pleasa nate that the project description is inconslatent with the preject obiactives r.nri}

GOTIMETHS.

2. BACKGROUND AMD COMMENT
Page 2-2 indicates thal 2 Dillon Read substation'switching statlon would provida a

cannecton to s existng Coachella Subealon, Tha EIS/EIR ehould deacribe Fow }A _5

this connection waukd be made and at what voltase,

Wa nla:_ nate that he Blythe Area Reglenal Tranzmission Study shows a 500 kY
coanmeclion from ;I‘.;*. Hobaomway S00 KV elreuil 1o a new 500 kY Craach ||r-_d r b the
new 500 KV bus iz aat sornected b I1De 230 kv syslam, The EISEIR should '-1r~,_.-_'r-=i;.=
bient the powar Trem the Hobsamy 2y SO0 KV clroult would be rogted tl;._h,.l s |r_\.a-_.13“ R

TH TRANGWMISEON LINE 4

EFEIS COMMENTS S 3y

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-1  Comment noted. Sections 1 and 2 have been revised.
A-2  Comment noted. Sections 1 and 2 have been revised.

A-3  Comment noted. However, this question is outside the
scope of thisanalysis.

A-4  Comment noted.

A-5 Comment noted. It is likely that the DSWTP's 500 kV
line would connect to 11D KN-KS 230 kV Transmission Line.

A transformer would be used to step down the voltage from 500
kV to 230 kV. However, the final design of this substation /
switching station is not known at this time.

A-6  See Response A-5.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

D TRANSIMISSION LINE EIR/EIS COMMENTS

Biology (Section 3.1)

3. BACKGROUND AND COMMENT
Section 3.1.1,5.4.5 R

’_ranr an 3 ! 1..,.-.-._ Page 3.1-28: The Fsh and Game Commission was
e wastern :.ul.'rrmi:zg owl 25 an Enoangerad or firaatensd sp :
The sl:-_-_.-:_-s af e westem burrowing owl as an sndar X
shiculd be updated in the jext of tha Ela/EiR,

g. HACEGHDUND AND COMMENT
,i.si;_::m .f:.SEEEE._{JE;;E 3187, While sovering the impacts 1o federaliy-|
orlcisa, £ r | as n L I i i :
habite or e specice. Tra EIWEIe maprerad e potanta) i
Wortples critical habitat will be 5=,
o the fransmizales line{s) and towar's), and w
poron of the paricular aridical habitat unic

hesher this i & significart or ir

L pediioned fo list
SCIES Of Agril B, 2003,
erad or thrsatened soecias

sted desan

; CAEls 1o critical

neuid be more exofell on haw much daserl

Nparanty and penranently disturbed by the tnstallation

syrificant
grificant D

-~

-
~

>A

2

\A-8

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-7  Comment noted. However, on February 10, 2004, the
USFWS rejected the petition to list the western burrowing owl
as either endangered or threatened under the California
Endangered Species Act. Therefore, its currently listed statusis
as a Species of Special Concern as noted in Table 3.1-1 of the
Draft EISEIR.

A-8 Comment noted. Section 3.1.3.2.3, Specia Status
Species, has been revised in response to this comment.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

D TRANSMISSION LINE EIR/EIS COMMENTS

Cultural Resources (Section 3.2)

5, BACKGROUND AND COMMENT

E.ar,;:f_wn 4-2.1.3.1.2 on peges 3.2-23-27 doas not discuss the reaouseas that are allgibl:
far the Mational Register of Hisiors Plass:, .
rescurts fyne, and the sligibilily svaluation. The reaource bepes includs archealogica!
sites, ro tultes, trails, sacred areas, and strustures. The table should st e

: ‘| Bl dnoas which he diffsrent resouress could ba algible feor the Matiamaf
tore Praces. This i necassary to understens whather the projert might
l_.--[t:-:et.:.di::%:?hl?r' re:aagu;ua arid 2 nalure of the Impact, IMitigation Mmaasltes h.=_v.'=., te
8 DEsad o e 1genaied valuss [oriieda) of the resoarcs =0 A = a Heiif
all oritsrfia under which each rﬁ-ﬂ:n:[rce is.?a,ﬁ:;:;:r;dg:lgﬁi;n NRSSSERE o i

& BACKGROUND AND COMMENT

Exi'&::iir)r' S4.2.2.1.2 an pages 3.2-36-30 discusses effects o prehistors and hisigris

archeekigical siles This section f= apprapriate, hut dass ned cover gl ru_-s-::rc‘; .;ypﬂs
R ..:flr_-_:t. i-. mon archeolagical resaurcas such as Buligings, tradinonal

M 2ites and frails. Ths EIS/EIR should inglueds a :Jim;:_--_.-g};;.n of the

ral regource iypas,

“Han discusees tha use of a treatment plan that would iRclude & reeeaish cesign
ctiona reguired far mitigatian. This assumes that all of the ressurces ang
raticn valees (Critarian ], The EIRVEIS doss not setabich that thia |z

W M untar which the rescurcss would be #lrgitie, The doc -_.m.-:.-:.i negjg ,:,
ihoraugh discussion of fha eliglbiity of the resourcas to understand the afects F th
progact on cublural rescurces, SR

7. BACKGROUND AND COMUMENT
section 3.2.3.1 on pages 3.2-40-41 atEies tat the Trealment Blan will ing aaka the sites

2 ared detaded mitigatlen measures 1o snsue § avoitarice. ||-:¢._.‘r-.,- r"|-:"-:'m
ke B constructed within the boundanes of & eullurl regourcs to ;'t:'i'-';'.'v:lr-
secilan =rsumes that physics| avoidence of the recoyies wiuld slimineta

I ﬁr&"E:E-Jr'_';:j. The El 22 ol prowded sufficiznt infarmation o draw
Iy ri. Feorzoms culturs) 1= li be & vary imporant
anpect of ) inteaeity, T i b
P AR Qurcas integriy ihe m ot the ssting may matedaiy mpal the
elightlity of 50 i 2 refaures ipes, The & ity criteria need to be cleany slated for
each rescurss including a discussion of t porfance of the as ¥ :
¥ riance S a5

Ry G S 4 ct2 of Integriby for ths
w*:-?:“““ -TI i Eb:,'-u":'* Without this discugsicn, the enpacts of e projest cam ot b
somlucizd nor can the aparapriate mibaation meas res b i emb :
ity pargpriate mitipation measures be ldentified ip the treadrent

B BACKGROUND AND COMMENT
F:-:":?!JI“. 3.23.3 on page 3.2-47 discuzses dals recavery to rsduce adverse impacts

F-‘H'\'I:JL.EE seclions of he EIRVEIS indizate that all the Siles wold -e .;:.L-é.-:]rp;jl:-.;;-: o fos
unanfisipatad finds 3.2, pags 3.2-47-42). Agan, this assumes that -;lg'labl
racovery s the only gation that would be neces t .
that would be fnpactad onfy oo

D TRANSRTESION LINE &

SREIF COMNVENTS

JULY 2003

Tabla 3.2-2 Ktz all the identified resaurces,

~A-9

./

A-10

A-11

}A—12

A-13

A-14

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-9 Comment noted. However, the goa of the Cultural
Resources Section of this EIS/EIR is to provide BLM with
sufficient data to compare the potential impacts to NRHP
eligible sites, and potentially eligible sites, that could result
from the construction of the Proposed Project and Alternatives.
The analysisis primarily based upon areport entitled A Class |
Cultural Resources Assessment for the Desert-Southwest
Transmission Line, Colorado Desert, Riverside and Imperial
Counties, California.

These evaluation of cultural resources combines actual previous
significance assessments and when not available, evaluations of
similar types of sites throughout the Colorado Desert. Sites
already on the NRHP or within BLM ACECs are evauated
here as de facto significant as they are aready listed or have
BLM recognition as sensitive. The evaluations for al other
sites presented in the Cultural Resources Section are therefore
theoretical, based on Federal guidelines (National Park Service
1991) and the expected outcome of a formal testing or
evaluation program, historical research, and/or Native
American Consultation. As such they are applied only to
compare relative potential sensitivities and effects on cultural
resources from each of the proposed transmission line
aternatives. Formal evaluations will be conducted during
Class Il inventories and evaluations, once a preferred
aternative is approved.

In addition, please note that mitigation measures follow the
procedures established by the Advisory Council on Historic
preservation (ACHP) for compliance with Section 106 of the
NHPA and also for compliance with CEQA.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-10 Comment noted. Cultural Resources Impact 1 has been
revised to clarify that this impact applies to al significant and
potentially significant cultural resources which could be
effected by the proposed Project.

A-11 Please see Response to Comment A-9.

A-12 Comment noted. However, based on 1) the Class I
survey completed for the project, 2) Impact analysis prepared
for both the Palo Verde-Devers | and |1, and 3) the ability of
transmission line projects to span large area of land: project
impacts to cultural resources could be mitigated to acceptable
levels by avoiding these resources through minor adjustments
to the location of earth-disturbing project activities, institution
of protection measures, application of appropriate data recovery
archaeological methods, or severa of these mitigation measures
combined.

Also see Response to Comment A-9.

A-13 Comment noted. However, because the proposed 500kV
transmission line would be constructed adjacent to an existing
high voltage transmission line, indirect effects to NRHP-
Eligible sites are considered negligible.

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc. 5 August 17, 2005
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

1D TRANSMISSION LINE EIREIS COMMENTS

i the angheis. Culiural resources idendified during the irventory inciuda tpes That
woufd yypicaliy have more values than just information, that is, they would be efigbls for
crteria othar han Griteran

=~
& full dissussion of the resources, the eligibiity crierls, the resourcs valpes, mportart
acpacts of integrity, impacts, and appropiate mitigation nesads to be provided in the
SIREIS, IF aclogical sites ara the ooly resousces that zre eligiie o the NRHP anc
Crivarion D B the only aritadon under which the regounsss iz eligible to the NRHF, then
thess milkgaton measuras are sufficient o mitigale the impact

-

. - ) 2N
if buslldings, structunes, of archeolonical sites are aligible under ofher cntaria (A B, oF &

of tha MRHP, than the resouroe neads to be recorded 1o the Histors American Bullding
SumreyHistoncs American Engineering Record stardards, bn gddition, public onented
documsants nesd 6 ba developed to provide s machaniam for the public to undarstansd
iha rasourca and it impertanca. If an ethnographio esouns & eligbls for s NEHP,
than mitigation measuras nead 2 be daterminad in consullatian with fhe sfected Native

>A-10|

AMarican grotpie). It mitigabon measures wil not reduce e Impacts 40 ke han
significant. then afematives io tha curernt propocal nesd to be considarsd. y
JLLw g = I THAMNESES M LIRS

Elfuns COnMENTS

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-14 Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment A-9
and A-12.

A-15 Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment A-9.

A-16 Comment noted. Please see Response to Comment A-9.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

T W LETTER “A” RESPONSES

IID TRANSMISSION LINE EIR/EIS COMMENTS

A-17 The emissions calculations were updated by applying

Alr Quality (Section 3.3) more detailed information on project design and construction
2. BACKGROUND AND COMMENT N and proposed emission controls. The predicted emissions of all
DEISHEIR p. 5.3-13, Gareral Conformity rule requirements may be mismoresentsd inimi
Sowion 354 e ey coriorTy e requemenis mey be misrserosented, pollutants are less _than fed(_eral _ de_ minimis thresh(_)ld_s.
the Gienarzl Ganformity ruie, implementation of mitigaticn measures would be reguirad, Therefore, a conformity determination is not needed. This is
Clur understanding of this foderad rufz s that, altheugh mitgation would be appropriata addressed in more detail in the response to comment Y -2

nal confosmity detapmination weuld alsa be raquired i il o ARE B T&.
era o B o o Do e spproel of e proect (s - 17 =P
ilusraied In Table 3.5-9, Saction 2.2.5 would 2xceed the apolica bl thresnolis of o _ : ; e H R
'.'.‘-‘:n-f.*_ral Canfarmidy nijs, E-p;r;__;«,r C-:\rn:lfr’-.i:':.f‘-lijl.}n sraffer&::.':;rdf;l-:'::.’:-a.l_rl|:r:%;|_:‘-,1l ' arie A 18 Alr Qua“ty ImpaCt 1 Mltlgatlon has been renn_ed tO
Foerdinate wiih the U.S. BPA to datarmine whether 2 formal confarmity detarmination is address this comment. These will be discussed further in the
i ' J response to comment Y-2. All pollutant emissions are now
10, BACKGROUND AND COMMENT ez?j ted to be bel licabl fgd a conformity threshold
‘iFISEHp .:-2.23.-143. Adalioral mibgaton for reducing alr quallty impacts during pr IC ” 0 be ow app I .e ) .er conrormi y r OICsS.
consiriction is ieasibis and practicsl. Secticn 3,35 shows signficant air quaiity impacts They will also be below local significance thresholds except for

raleled 10 aquigment exhast and fughd ~N . iy . .

numbar of measures that wald saducs the impacts  the axtent practical, O NOx emissions from tail pipes during the construction phase.
WeRslre requirss submival of 5 comprahansive invenicor of squipment, Hut does net
e he inventony ta ¢ any specification or perlormance standard. Eramme H i i easu powj
Cammisaion staff raccmmands :&-'l,u fing thes E*:!-..nél*.:I:_::.;-;-.l-s'.-!l'izﬁin't.l::":-::r;-l t:.'F.'I:l_r:lsEl}l-—I:d" 'T'> A-19 Rwadl ng the four bu”aaj mltlgatlon m e pro '
smission alandards, Olher measures are feasible and shouid slso be consiared. | A _18

dust during eonatruction and iceritifios a

st of prrogen axides INOx] and paticulate malier {Pidw) oan be further = As reflected in the revised emisson cadculations, 4l
e Wi Bosinonal measures restmcting sorsiiuclion aquipment, fusks, and wor § i i
schacle, SRS DA pRenE hisk, dri g ‘; construction engines 50 horsepower (hp) and larger will meet

Erarey Commision sl commar it Al Gusty mace 1 Wigatr e revissd ) Tier| ARB/EPA emission standards |

maasaras: = As PM10 emissons ae now beow applicable locd
¢ Ak RH Rt S erginss, which have & rating of 50 p or mare, shall ggnificance thresholds and federal conformity thresholds in
MRSk 81 & minimaum, the Ter 1 ARB'ERA s1ardards o aMfos TIMmant. . . . e o -

* Allargs consiuction desel g, whih b ol L Sl each jurisdictional area, it is not necessary that construction
notrmesl Tier 2 stangards for paficulais mattar, shall be e ooed wWith satalvred _ H H H H
:{'E.E:fl F"_i_ifi'-.-'.lh_!:‘-.cfllieﬂ-:-'Czil.'_'-._|'||E"_.|:-'ic:|u.|r.|-E:5ﬂ':ﬂ!'|li?‘=.-:lj :;i;_;.tgb;j:n.m-ﬁ::elJL;“ >A 19 dleg engl,nes ra:aj from 50 to 175 hp be equped with

. ':tl.'.'_r'_: E';;r"j: ';'j"a"_‘l:j?;::‘ilﬂ;;:{m devices Iis nial Ffi“- clical for speciic engine typas. catayzed diesdl particulatefilters.

e el BIQNeS Usad Tar construction shail be tuslsd only with ultre-low . . . .
ot roae, Whish canialts ho mere than 15 ppm sulur, B * Regarding ultralow sulfur diesdl fud, it is assumed that this

T ot wgence inthe appliation of dust control metods i required a3 wind ) type of diesel fuel will be sold exclusively in the SCAQMD by

the time project condruction is initiated (see response to
comment Y-7).
_ " _Regardi ng greater vigilance for QUst control_ and wind speeds,
1D TEANSHISSION L E . —— increased wind will dry out the soils more quickly. The need for
' additiona watering will be monitored as a function of the
dryness of the soil.
Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc. 7 August 17, 2005
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

iR TRANSMISSION LINE EIR/EIS COMMENTS

Geology (Sections 3.5)

1. EACKGROUND AND COMMENT

Fauit a0 he pra-Plalstocers Chinees and Diles Faulls, A Saotash

faull erpisinga. Ligusfacton patgy
shallow ground water levels, sand, =, 8nd high salsmiclly, The gecstechnlca!

irvestigation should alas adoress mitioaiic e e B : !
- h ar niligation maaswres f Boguetfaction oatenti
pregant, HE e wrial iz

JULY 2HE

I3 TRAMESISEI O LINE
EISEE COMMENTS

Gaologls hazar ! resent slong L 0520 align
i o2 LI:M :._15 may be Rresent along L.u? propased alignment, In peperal, tha most
:— grificant Identifisd gectogic hazard assaciatsd with the proposed tranamission fine s

" & gl H r "The H
auttng and seismiciy. Tha proposed fing traverses the Holooens {active) San Andreas

o iy ; K : LAl report
shotald be prepared that addregses mitiation measures raquired at Molocens {aclive)

il may be present in the Goachella Valley dus io

\

\A-20

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-20 Comment noted. A geotechnical report will be prepared
for the proposed Project as stated under Geology and Soils
Impact 2 Mitigation “A geotechnical engineering investigation
consistent with California geologic and engineering standards
will be conducted for the Proposed Project by a licensed
geotechnical engineer. The geotechnical engineer will prepare
a report that summarizes the results of a field investigation,
including site inspection and soil testing, potential geologic
hazards including fault rupture and severe secondary effects of
earthquakes (e.g., liquefaction), and design criteria and
construction methods to effectively construct the Proposed
Project with an acceptable level of risk.”
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

e s -3

D TRANSMISSION LINE EIR/EIS COMMENTS

Visual Resources (Section 3.6)

12, BACKGROUND AND COMMENT
In tha sbasnca of BLM extablished Visual Besousss Managemant [VRR)

e

Classificationa, the EISER contams Sirterim® YAM Clzszes for BLM administerad lanas
trossad by the propogsed project. These Intarim VEM Classes {alary wiik the BLM- A _21
]

develaped VIRM Clazses for a small portion of the Coachella Valléy) pravidsd {he basi
ior the visual impact assessment coniamed o the 1D EISEIR. Unionunatsky thess
nternrn classitications have not been sanctoned by the BLIM and therefars ars of
Amitad vakip,

Tma EIS/EIR has concludad that oaly Class U end Class [V lends would be loosted
along the 1-10 carridor fram the sastem etd of the profizct area to the CVEA manning A-22

::1fi-:-- This may of may not be reasonzble, aifough it shouid he fotsd that the BLM
id=rair

@i prictiasily Claes [ {mare resiristiva) |s
within the CVPA planning araa.

ancds akeng the portion of the -10 corrids

Urifeer the BLM sysiam, impacts 4rs determined by comparing the: level of visual
conirast craaled with the level elowed under a given VEM clessifieation, Glvern the
queationable fature of the EIS/EIR s mtsiim VRM classificetons, 1t 13 difficelt 1o
determine whaiher o real & given degrea of projact-induced visual comrast would ba

% | 2 Qiven soailon fsnce gifarent VEM classes glloer diferent levals of
visual contrast), Az the EIS'EIR noies on 3.5-11: "strong contrasis are allowed in
Claza. W areas, but would need b be mit In Qlags Nand [l argas” ... and. ..

i b= 5 1l and IV araas bl would need to be
Thius, the EIZEIR's methodology would alfow far moderais

. ng vizual trast withouwt mitigation, threughout he -10 carmidor. The exoenption
is that portion of the 110 comidor that the BLM hae inventoned. Mest of thal area ie
Clazs | and would renuire mifigation. We recommend that the appropriate mitigation bs
devsiopad o reducs these |moasts and ba iriuded in the EIREIS

-

13, BACHKGROUND AND COMMENT
The eastarn-most 42 miles of the proposes Feute have no Koy Obesrvation Fointa )
I._'{DF] T ray or may not be deiensible but thers is rol snpugh information to
:a._—:-"nll'e th e _Ihl:- EISEIR. The pacr quality of the bese imtagery s ritizly
il thd usaniity of the simulaiions, Givan the poor quality of e imagsry, it la dificult A_24
possible 1o datermine sither the accurasy of the simulations ar the "shony” they tel >
What is ciear is thal the images are presented in a [oss han le-sizs scaks and tend to
undarsiaie project Impacts. Therefore, we would siimand theat rew E:Fnu'al.r;n:-h. foe
prepared at life-aizad scale and with & more accurate visuai presertation. J

1 THANSHISSION LINE g LN
EIFVEIS COMNENTS A Hireta

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-21 As stated on page 3.6-3 of the Draft EIS/EIR, Interim
Visual Resource Management Classifications and Guidelines
are established when a project is proposed and there are no
approved VRM classifications to rely upon. These Interim
classifications are developed using the guidelines in the BLM
VRM Manual Section 8410 and 8411, Visual Resource
Inventory and must conform to the land use allocations set forth
in the RMP which covers the project area. In the absence of
established  Visua  Resource  Management (VRM)
Classifications, the Interim classifications are intended to serve
as the criteria which are used as guidelines to facilitate the
gualitative objective assessment of potential visual impacts
associated with  project implementation The interim
classifications and the assessment were developed in
consultation with the BLM.

A-22 Comment Noted.

A-23 Comment noted. Please refer to Section 3.6.2.3,
Proposed Project, Alternative A, and Alternative C Impacts and
Mitigation Measures, for a discussion of Mitigation Measures.

A-24 Comment noted. However, new simulations are not
required for the following reasons. 1) the eastern mot 42 mile
of line are in an area with a Class IV contrast rating, strong
contrast are allowed in these areas, 2) the transmission lineis 1
to 3 mile away from I-10, 3) the transmission line would be
adjacent to an existing 500 kV line, and a second line (BEP 11
Transmission Line) Proposed for the same area, and 4) thisisa
CDCA designated Utility Corridor.

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

In addition, “KOPs were selected at various locations along the
Proposed Project and alternative transmission line corridors to
compare potential project-related visual contrasts with the
major features in the existing landscape. KOPs are usually
located along commonly traveled routes or at other prominent
observation points, such as residential developments, parks or
trails. Linear projects such as powerlines are rated from several
viewpoints. A total of ten KOPs were selected for the project
based on the following factors:

Most critical viewpoints, e.g. views from communities and
road crossings;

Typica views encountered in representative landscapes, if
not covered by critical viewpoints, and

Any specia project or landscape features such as skyline
crossings, river crossings, substations, etc.”

In addition, the fifteen visual simulations contained in the Draft
EISEIR present the project structures at their full scale and
depict the potential visual changes that may occur with project
implementation. The base graphic imagery are photographs
that provide a level of visual clarity and understanding
sufficient to demonstrate the anticipated visual changes
associated with project implementation.

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

IID TRANSMISSION LINE EIR/EIS COMMENTS

14. BACKGROUND AND COMMENT

KOP 1 ls deszribed (p, 3,5-18) as being Socated near 2 residential area on Lilfon Louizs
Streel” The EISEIR should idantty H this view is raprezantztive of the mypetal visual
Imipact that would be sxperisncad by residents in the nearby realdential arsa.

15 BACKGROWND AND COMMENT

KQOP 2 appears o be orfented perpandicular o the direction of travel aleng Palm Aoad
fa County-designated scenic comidest. This orentation would not capiure the viewing
perspective of greatest concer (the Endscaps within the primary cans of visian far
travelsrs along Peim Road) but does alow for & landform backdren behind the
propossd strectures (Figue B}, potennally raducing structura visual santrast. We
recomrmend that KO 2 be revised to be ofentad within the primany cone of vision for
IFaveders alomg Palm Road.

16, BACKGROLUND AND COMMENT

net thare is sufficient viseal contrast, vew blockage, and struciura! preminense to
warrant & determinatian of significant impsact
17, BACKGROUND AND COMPMENT

they harantly undaratate prolect promingersss, We recommend that KOP S be providad
at & ite-size scake with & mors accuralely rendered imags.

18. SACKGROUMD AND COMMENT

KCP 6 & dezcribad (o, 3.8.28) 2z cxper) zing moderats oondrast, which would be in
cenfarmanca with fhe Interim Class 1 desfgnation. The supparting images ars of
exiremely poar quality, bul the siructures may actually resull in a mads &-to-high to
high degees of visual confrast. Furlher, the designation of the srea as baing Class i
has rotbeen corfirmed by the BLM and is questionabls, Wa rscormmsnd that KOE A
pe prepared Bi & ffe-size scale with 2 more sccurataly rendared imaos = ardar to
a3aass e gignifican: thie vigual impact. i necessary, considar the oatEntial
mitigation for this lozation of moving the routs furdher 1o the south tonward e exisling
SCE 500 &V line. '

v anr
JULY 200 2 110 THANSMESS1OH LIKE

EMREIE CORRENTS

KOP 4 may not capture the reasenable worst case visual impact in Gis arsa. We
recommend Ihat KOP 4 ba ravized with bighar quality Imagas = delemmine whather or _27

KOF 5 is also of coneam becawse the imagery is not sulficient fo sunpart a finding one
way orie other Alsg, sinca the images for KOP B ere not provided a: a [Hs-siza soale, A 28

-25

A-26

-29

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-25 This suggested change has been incorporated into the
Final EIS/EIR, Section 3.6.2.3.2, KOP 1.

A-26 Comment noted. However, this KOP is oriented at
about 45 degrees to the direction of travel along Pam Road.
This view captures the visual contrast of the structures with and
without the landform backdrop. This view also demonstrates
that thisis an existing utility corridor with several transmission
lines of various designs.

A-27 Comment noted.
24.

Please see Response to Comment A-

A-28 Comment noted.
24.

Please see Response to Comment A-

A-29 Comment noted.
21 and A-24.

Please see Response to Comments A-

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

1D TRANSMISSION LINE EIR/EIS COMMENTS
Land Use (Sectian 3.7)

19, SACKGROUND AND COMMENT
Section 3.7,1, "Affacied Environment”, generally discuzees lsnd

A

zliernativas that show thie widlh of the comdons

1= Proposed praject, including vasant parcels raned for residential

=

thase uses fromthe proposes project, Wa are oone
cumuizthve impact to farmland. residantial and comima
other proposad grejects In the

sianificant curmulative impact and poszible mitigation,

Z0. BACKGROUND AND COMMENT

Habzonway, bul does not discuss &
This g2thon should incuds & dss
sachén should in 2 & deacriplion of the presant use and zon b
sl C i 2nl wse and z2omking af th
orwey subslation site, 5

irmgeted agriculture: fimber and: ar recreation)

21, BACKGROUND AND COMBMENT

Facton 2.0, "Alsrmatives Ireluding the Pragos
&f potential Impacts, but doss ot addrass seciic
ancl amy naceszary specific miigetion. This Seciicn skng)
bacation of ific gecgrachis peints of impact, the neture of the
necegsary mitigation for the propassd prajest and a,l:::mg_i-.-nr-.l. .

22. BACKGROUND AND COMMENT
Sqction 3728, “Frop
conversion of Imporant Farmlang and the eraees o
(R =] =1t i =13 1l -

.{ 1. z:l L_g:s- a &d Project. The Impartant Farm)
WilEamEen Act pare o by mize e o,
Impact (@0 feamland 3 Sz ol o
shoiild be an explanatian of th
aassible miligation,

ol and

~

23, BACKGHOUND AND COMMENT

bstwean Averces 80 and BB
all cormemumity, The tranam
’ Wocations listed. A ra
‘ Drofect, e sitamativs

oi Harrisen Sirset”), bat the
10N stivstation projocts al
W esch project in proxim
cifier should be pronided, 1

mpact 1o f=2rmiand, resig

f HD TRANSIIIEZEION LINE
| EIREIS COMMKRENTE

SECUon 3.7.1.3.1 dissuszes the propossyd now substaticn'swiching si=tlon on
a specific land uses of tha proposed sehstation s

L5as. Maps and necessany tesl showld be pravided far the progposed preject and

legy the
arvd

e |

=50 Progect impacds and Midigation Mazaures™, refers 1o the
2 two pereels of Willamesn Act-

YEUNGENT Sumulative impach(s) znd discussion of

! I::'!r:- COmanity or Courty kacatian 5 not ligtog for might of fhe Prejacts In Table 4- 1
"Prajects and Activitics wits Brtam AL TLlamghl of the prajects in Takbi :

| i !'TIJ- And ACthities with Poterdial to Contribute 1o Cumulafve lemyes -Ia'ﬂ_=

! aroje me alrast naswes i e ImMassis”. Some

. "Tha Koh! Rapch Spesific Plan Ared is lokaled
iE ne indieatar of the
el 1o have general

o tha propoeed
1853 i3 8 cumulstive
LMMasCial propety i conjunction with ot

hEr

dULY 2p0E

s -1, "Afte: virD Bl 2505 land wss and govemmental
iand use classifications, but this seciian has inzuificiant information on ;".‘?‘I’Dﬂl l=nd

b % baing atudiad and the numbereazes
Iocaticns, and tvoes of reaissncas, farmiand, and commercial uses lceaing f i :

uses, Thess maps and accompany N et should inedode the distance of
wt thare may be
resids i Progaty i conjunetion with
area region. There showld ba an axplanstion of any

J

2o Action, soniaing & gensral discussise
Fuographi; points of polential ImpaEct
o zantaim & descrption of tha
rpRct and amy

J \

Mthers iz a eurmnutative
ar propased prajests in the regon, thara

-30

-31

’lA-BZ

Hior ¥ ) i proepoased
. vacant residantial or nonesidantial develonmant

~A-33

"A-34

A-35

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-30 Comment noted. Please note that both CEQA and
NEPA state that the level of analysis for an impact should be
proportional to its significance. As stated in several sections of
the EISEIR, the proposed project would be located within an
existing electrical transmission corridor Right of Way and
BLM designated utility corridor and the proposed project is
consistent with applicable federal, state, and local land use
plans. The goal of this document if to focus on issues that are
truly significant to the action in question, rather than amassing
needless detail.

A-31 Potential cumulative impacts are addressed in Section 4.4.

A-32 The Project connection point would be at Western Area
Power Administration’s existing Hobsonway Substation located
east of the Blythe Energy Project area.

A-33 Section 2, Alternatives Including the Proposed Action,
does not contain a discussion of potential impacts. Section 2
provides a description of the Proposed Action and Alternatives.
For a discussion of land use impacts and mitigation measures
please refer to Section 3.7.2.

A-34 Agricultura fields that may be crossed by the project
would still  remain  in  agricultural  production  with
implementation of the proposed project. Towers would be
located to minimize or eliminate any restrictions to agricultural
operations. Specific parcels would be identified when the final
aignment is determined. No significant cumulative
unavoidable adverse impacts to prime agricultural lands are
anticipated.

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

D TRANSMISSION LINE EIR/EIS COMMENTS

propossd projects inthe reglon, there abould be an explanation af the significant A 35
cuemulethve Impact(s) and discussion of possible mitigpatian -

24, BACKGROUND AND COMMWENT

Saction 3.7.1.258, "Land Usze Planning Documants”, and Tabls 2.7-4, “Burmmarny of
Consistency with Land Use Plans", dissussse rslevant land uze planning documents
and project conaiztency with theas documents. Table 3.7-4 discusses the noed far an
amsndrmant to she BLM's Calformia Degert Comssrvation Area Plan (GINGA) i@
sllernative B were to be adopted. This diecussion should contain 2 detailed dascription
of thig SREA amendment precess. Thia disaussion should contain information on the
BLM'z publle mesetings on the COCA amendment pracsss bald in Dacember 2000 and
March ard April 2001, including tha level of public aftendancs 5 these meetings, and
tha written public comments received i

-36

25. BACKGROUND AND COMMENT

There iz & potential overlap between the impsria! irigstion Distdat's {IID) proposed

project and Southam Calforia Edieon's [SGE) Devers-Palo Vards 2 5004V projacs,

SCE recently notifisd the Calfersia Public Vililies Commisalen of its prefifnipany plans.

Although SCE's project detalis ara net available o 1he Enargy Cammizshon staff right _37
nawr, :h? pretferrad routs would tikely paralis| SCE's axistng Davars-Peln Verds SO0k

IFLT 'ﬂ“m BnpeRrs to ba the sama as [10's prefared project route up o the Blyths

VRAINIT

If therz = & possibdiy of tvo new 500 ky lines {iz., 1079 and SCE's) beirvg placad In the
L=, Ec:ra;_g of Larwd Management (BLM)] comidar, the Erargy Commizsion st=if will

need (o address that seanarnio with respect to lins saparation crit o the reliabdliny
parspective, the potantial impacts for aises affecsd by craun st ce such as I;—:nrj -38
usa, dolegieal, cultural, and visusl resaurces, and zoil and water rase rCSE, CurmnL ::a.‘rug

impacts, and possible mitigation . -

26, BACKGROUND AND COMMENT \
T hiz E'.E':.-'Ei_R___s_ar':l..'l-:l cantain a semmany of the nators of ary discussiane to date

between SCE and D ragardivg the polential ewvarlan of hese rensmission ine project
insluding: |

a. A Discussion of the minimum lne separstion critera requires] for fransmission
sysiem rellabllity purposes in terms of distancs (2.g., IF thame are thee S00-KY linss in
an argd, ona must be separated from the other twa by a distance of at lsast :..*.I: |;-:|:n i3]
:rr.:--.wfhf a wildfine or ether distusbasss from causing a three-ing outage), 39
b, A dizcussion of the emvirenmantal bnpact and roue implications of the rESpONSE to )
Itarm 2, for aach fechnicel arps that would be affactzd (e.g. lznd usel '

£ & discussion of whether tha existing BLK wtilify corridar would r:culcd to be enlarged i
Becommedans three G00-EV lines (Le., 3CE's existing ma, & new SCE fins. and the
proposed D line), . S

d. A dizcussion of whethar sush an enlaroement, & needad, would tigger the BLM
corrdar amandment proceas and relatad schedule renuiremeanis, S

J

VD TRAMSMISS 108 LINE
ELAERS GO WIMENTS

JULY 2003

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-35 Table 4-1 has been revised to list city/community
locations.  Potential cumulative impacts are addressed in
Section 4.4 of the Draft EIS/EIR.

A-36 Comment noted. However, one of the project teams
goals, consistent with both CEQA and NEPA, was to avoid
amassing needless detail in this environmental document. The
Cdlifornia Desert Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan is readily
available to the public and a description of the CDCA Plan
Amendment processis provided in Chapter 7.

A-37 Comment noted.
A-38 Comment noted.

A-39 The status or nature of any discussions between 1D and
SCE is not within the scope of this document. However, a
variation of the proposed Project, referred to as Variation PP1,
that includes shifting the alignment of the Proposed Project
approximately 150 ft to occupy the PVD2 right-of-way has
been incorporated into the Final EIS/EIR.

a The Project Applicant is currently coordinating with WECC
regarding the design of the Project. To date WECC has not
identified any concern regarding line separation.

b. Impact analysis for Variation PP1 has been incorporated
into the Final EISEIR.

C. BLM Corridor “K’’ is 2 to 4 miles wide, therefore the
corridor would not need to be enlarged.

d. A CDCA Plan Amendment would not be required.

August 17, 2005
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

D TRANSMISSION LINE EIR/EIS COMMENTS
Traffic and Transportation (Section 3.10)

27. BACKGROUND AND COMMENT
Section 3.10.1 discussee the secess roads elong the sxist] ng fransmssion ling coridors
that would provide access o 2 majarty of the F'r._p._\ =d Proisct and al
transmizsion line mutes, Excapt for majod highwvays, g detailad L'E
thess rasds iz nat insluded. This saction shauld includs & m: ap and de
ACSESS roads for the ‘r"-*rfx.eu Project and afls ---mwg that |r~.c-|| .;|.__
[acalian, and an :|n-="_-,-*$. 3 of any construction and opa r
the access roads that are nol gated or whers pub
manrer, nere may be a cumubaiive I|’=_\c_‘1'_:;_.\:|r:.','.'..__
proposed projects inthe ragicn. The EIS/EIR, sh:

BLXas5s s I"I“'1 liFrit
et in Cﬂr"_.'l"’| sin] l..l'|1"' ather
It discuss any signifisant cumulative

A-40

impacts and poesible miligathon measures,

S

I THA KNS ESOM LUKNE 18

EIREIS COMVENTS JUILY 2003

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-40 Proposed access roads are shown Biological Resource
Maps in Appendix J of the Draft EISEIR. The final selection
of access roads will be determined based on environmental
constraints identified during the preconstruction biological,
cultural, and geotechnical surveys, mitigation measures
contained in this EISEIR, applicable regulatory permit
conditions, fina engineering design requirements, and
contractor preferences. In addition, a traffic control plan will
be required for federal, state, and local Encroachment Permits.
In addition, access road requirements will be specified in the
COM Plan.

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

D TRANSMISSION LINE EIR/EIS COMMENTS

Paleontological Resources (Section 3.12)

Z8. BACKGROUND AND COMMENT
The proposed transmizsion fine crooses geologls units th

=t &g krown 1o o ¥ s60)
rEspuress and have bean assigned a digh s o contain foss

. } ansitivity rating with respect o
palecntolsgical resources. A paleontologieal fisid BunEy and [Heratura review shoulkd
ba p:lefr;-,rrne-:.' az part of tha EIS/EIR and filed with 11D and BLM a5 5 confldential
supprement. if the proposed project crossss privata or etale administered "1r|l::_"' the

_ [2 sdminfstarad tands, the
project sheuld addrees state laws, ardinances and ragulations, including Caifomiz
Emironmantsl Qualizy Act [CEGQA), I the project crossas B administarad |:=.n-;_|'-'i-.e-|
federal l=we crdinancss end reguiations for protection amd sahvaos of geie-:urw-:c.x,_-.*né;ﬂll
FEECURCEE, including the MNationzl Ernvironmenial Palicy Act <'NE:=§1;| neasd to be =
ihantiied for somplizncs. ’ o o

>A-41

J

JULY 203 13

SRS O LIME
EIRE!S COMNENTS

TaTAL F. 3

LETTER “A” RESPONSES

A-41 Information on paleontological resources is included in
the EISEIR. Preconstruction surveys of identified sensitive
areas would be conducted and potential impacts to
paleontological resources would be minimized by proper site
design, tower placement location and other impact avoidance
strategies which will be incorporated into final project design.

Please refer to Section 3.12.2, Regulatory Setting, for
information  about the regulatory requirements for
Paleontological resources. In addition, refer to pages 3.2-31
through 3.2-35 for details of the mitigation measures.

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc.
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Response to Comments

& LM
. . IMPERIAL COUNTY

2T b S

FLANNING | BLILOING INSPESTICN (2 PEAR ] CApmsinn | Al i
LM HEL
FLEMN MG B DRG DRECTT

Ctober 13, 2003

James G Kanna

Fiald Manages

BLM Palm Springs

South Coast Field Office

P, Box 1280

Marth Palm Springs, CA 92258-1260

LETTER B

Response 1o "Draft EIS/EIR, Desart Southwest Transmission
Line Propect™ from Blythe to Palm Springs, Califomia

SURJECT

[aar Mr. Kenna:

The Planning/Building Department received on Oclober 6, 2003, your "Draft
EIS/EIR for the above transmission line project from Bhthe o the Palm Springs
Devers Substation. near Palm Springs, daled September 29, 2005 Thes gimt
ardiranrmenilal docurment 1S !J':rili{_] prepa:'ed l.'l'_-u' the ||"|'||JE|'|E|I |1’I'il!_43|'h'_l|'4 Districd {||JJ
acting as the California Evircnmental Cuality Act (CEQA) “Lead Agency” and
the Bureau of Land M;jr:ur:gnmq::m {I'I‘. [H] .‘_‘ll‘:riﬂg an tha NEPA “Lead Agency™, The
praposed  project s e construction, oparation and maintenance of a new
tranemiseion line from a8 new substation’swilching station north of Hobsonwsy,
wast of the I-']I!,rlhr_\- Powrar Plant and then approxdmeatedy 178 mdes o the exkiing
Davars Subsiation

The proposed new transmission e s o be either a “230-KV or S00-kKV"
transmission ling io mesat future WD power frapsmibssion requirements,  The
County pravicusly submifted comments to the Imperial Imigation Distnct’s “Notice
of Preparation” of the [oint "EIR/EIS® that was dated August 8, 2002, The
deadling for the comments on the BLMAID Draft EISIEIR s et for nmety (80)
days after the notice is published in the Federal Register, 1Le on or about the end
af the year, As pravioesly provided, the County staff stil has the following
CoNoernSs Ared commenis

E B4 ELCENTRD, GA S22d
ek cmiry, et

[THDN 4E2-4206  Fox ¢Pe0 83
LT, o (4 EOMIAL EAPTTM RLONTY B

LETTER “B” RESPONSES

IMPERIAL COUNTY PLANNING/BUILDING
DEPARTMENT

No response on this page.
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dames Gl Fennm
Craft ZISEIR Responso
Page Taro

(1) IT the Altermative: B opticn is chosen by BLM for the route through
Impanal County to the “Midway Substation” for the proposed "230-kV or S00-EV
tramsmission line, the zone in this area B 5-2 (Opan SpacePresaration) and the
hedghel limit for structures is forty (40) feet.  Since the proposed heighl of the
ransmission line excecds 40 feal, the project would require a “Vasanee" and be
subject to reveew by the Adrport Land Use Commission for a consistency
determination with the 1826 Airport Lang Use Compatibility Plan for potential
impadcts 1o military activilies on the adjacent Chocalate Mountain Guennery Range
and the hwo axisting targets in the East Mesa area.

{£) Again, if the “Altemative B® and "Altemathve B-1" into Imiperial
County s selectad, this would imvolve the possible revision to tha Palo Verde
Community Area Plan If an BLMAID approves) “230-k07 or *500-k0" transmission
ling i 1o be mouted southward through andfor arownd the townsite of Palo Verde
and then eastward 10 the Coborade Rivar.

B-2

S

It should be poled that the County’s General Flan, Geolthermal and Transmission
Element, Figure -2, shows the "Federal Transmission Planning Corridars® and
the proposed “Altesnative B-1° optan would be outside of the existing County
planming comdor and would therefore be inconsistent with the County's Gansral
Flan.

B-3

By

Upon selacton of the preferred BLMAID route, appropriate measeres to ensure
compalibidy hebeeen the BLM's COCA amendment and |’_,"'|_'_|_|r~|t-|.- General Flar,
GaotharmalTransmission Elerment, should be outlined in the Final EISEIR as
aApplicabia.

B-4

&

(3]  The Draft EIS/EIR still dees not identify gacthermal power plants
that D would be utilizing in the near to mid-tesm pericd, eq. the CE Obsidian
Erergy LLL, 185-MW (net) geothermal powsr plant currently being processed
through the California Energy Commission and the County of mperial. B 5
Thie Drafll EISEIR “Altematives” section, Table 2412, pages 2-37 through 2-32,
foes nat dentify the above gecthermal project or any future prosects thal may
utilize the County's indigenous gealhermal energy resource to produce slecirbeal
BREMY-

H_J

W loak forward to receiving the Final EIS/EIR and reserve the right to
pravide addifional comments on the BLM/UD amvironmental document at fulure
pubfic meetings on the propesed 10 and BLM transmission line.

LETTER “B” RESPONSES

B-1 The requirement for a Variance for structures in
Imperial County (S-2 Zone) has been added to the list of
potential permits and approvals that maybe required for the
project, see Section 1.7, Permits, Approvals, and Regulatory
Requirements, of the Draft EIS/EIR.

B-2 The requirement for a Plan Amendment (i.e., Palo
Verde Community Area Plan) has been added to the list of
potential permits and approvals that maybe required for the
project, see Section 1.7, Permits, Approvals, and Regulatory
Requirements, of the Draft EIS/EIR.

B-3  The requirement for a Plan Amendment (i.e., General
Plan) has been added to the list of potential permits and
approvals that maybe required for the project, see Section 1.7,
Permits, Approvals, and Regulatory Requirements, of the Draft
EISEIR.

B-4 Comment noted. Land use impacts and related
mitigation measures are outline in Section 3.7.2.

B-5 Comment noted. A Geothermal Alternative has been
added to Table 20-12 in response to this comment.

August 17, 2005
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It you kavae any queations regarding Lhe above, pheasas contact me at 482
A236, axtension 4310, or via the intprmel @l purgheuberger@limperialcounty, net

Sinoaraly,

\ i -
_usarEbEERGERTACR, CEP
T Planding Director

Teery Colling,
Marly Fittse, Sy Propescty SanaceadGraGie

p, Elirechon Viorkn Ciaparimisne
wding Citfoor, WAF/EL Centm

e

b Proru| Tiag b,
rraepenn dan oo F
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LETTER “B” RESPONSES

No response on this page.
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Cetober 15, 2003

LETTERC

Buraau of Land Management
Falm Speings-South Coast Fiakd Office

PO, Bew 581260
Modh Falm Springs, CA 9226812600
Alln. James Kenna

RE: NOF Desert Southwest Transmission Project
Daar Mr, Kenna:

[ Thank you for the opporiunity 1o respond @ the EISEIR for your project, |In response |
have included an Executive Summary of the Comprehensive Land Use Plan ||;_'|r the
Bhyihe Airpart and row Chinaco Summil They were adopted in 1992 and wil be
updated this yvear.

As stated in the Auguest 57 leffer the Alport Land Uise Commission must review any
porion of the project within the influence area ar the airports. The attached form
outlnes what neads 10 be included with your application for review, That assessment
will nesad 1o compare 1he crtera of the plan in regards to 2eronactical safety, roise
and obstrections to your projoct

Wi'e ane loaking foreard o reviewing the document and rendering any assistance with
wour projecl. Flease nole again thal our address has changed as indicated an the

(letterhead,

Should you have any guestong regarding this action, piease contact me at (9098 351-
QTO0 ewd 204

Sirncaredy,

RIVERSIDE FDLIN"‘r' AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION

_f"://-j]c{‘t e

| Kt T, D:mnﬁ .-'".lf P AAAE.
Exacuive Direcior

C-1

LETTER “C” RESPONSES

AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION
RIVERSIDE COUNTY

C-1 Comment noted. Consistency with applicable Airport
Land Use Plans is fully evaluated in the Draft EIS /EIR in
Section 3.7, Land Use. As part of final design and permitting,
the Commission will be contacted and provided with the
needed information. The complete list of potential permits and
approvals that maybe required for the project are listed in
Section 1.7, Permits, Approvals, and Regulatory Requirements,
of the Draft EIS/EIR.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

LETTER “C” RESPONSES

KDDvg

No response on this page.

Encloaure: Application Fomm

== Robart Flekd, aviation !'-_".'|_||_-,-=|1-::;|,_.|
COmmiEssnans
Davea Fitz, Collman Associates
Kan Brody, Moad & Hunt
Charlzs Hull, iy of Blythe
kichal 0. Remington, Impgeral imgation Distrct
Sandi Heamard, Cadizans Acron@utcs

‘i e BT CHE LA PP T S, 1 CARE. L 0 50 o
I
|
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

United States Department of the Interior
CFFMCE OF T1HE SECRETARY |
Office of Lr nenial Poficy and Comphanes PLRELT 17 15
111 Juckson Strest, Syite 520, Oalland, A 29607-£807
Phenc {5105 8171477 02 05T 26
Fax: (T30 419017

LETTERD

. O 9225R-1280

¥ pding o Ll the: I anirsion Line Progecr DETSEIR. Cur
Famng arlc ng dhocurvents g The Formal of a U0 & ey usal W -
rosyneatniee fhat in the B e oeuments in i format of ©0 by, Tt s ¢ -I i i 1

1 hrd g il the ducunsent §f 3

Trank vou very

effice 15w the pricass p

W am renamimg 112 Hard eapy sent 10U m e bope i could be weed by som iane scoklite & cope (insead nf

tecyellng olh, Togeiher we can ressd 4 paporkoss ool

smcecely

LETTER “D” RESPONSES

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE
INTERIOR

D-1

Comment noted.

August 17, 2005
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

LETTER “E” RESPONSES

LETTERE

“al frowiss" T, sz Soa him. gos

ol R ALBERT B. EFEROWISS

BOVENP003 G4 PR

Gentieman:

E-1 Comment noted.

IR The abnind wou heres mih Galon requiremants in reldsan o tis rx'.:.-:-r | woukd Uk 1o otfer dor your
srrgickaration tha Frime nah itz miltigalten land | awn and ha 1% abuting the BLA's San Sehestan
i San Felpe Crack ACEC in Impartal County,  The ais harewith, or below copad, dascrbes
he quares saction, long cowsted for oenership by BLM Bl Cenitro for management of hie ACEC.
alfared b goquira e land arsurd 1892 oot the fractcnatedd WG thar hm’ﬂ.:quu: snce ckeared. The lang|
P I8 negotiabes, auliesl o apraisal ol course, and ahuiting land Seclons 33 and 37 sold n 2007 o
A500acTR

E-1

Land For Saka: Habital AeglacemenliCritical Resourse Management

Ean Folpd Craes ACEC (Area of Crbcal Envmanmeantal Gongem) and

Impertal County. HE® 534, T126, R0E, 160 acms +- (AP §13-160-19)

f-" sensitive and wital regource kand, privalely bhald smoa 2 1924 patent, ooy has (n]= T
2 tusk ima since 1563 it hes prewiously end repeaiedly bean kentifed a3 an ||||_m|;-_|
a.:uumllnn argat in suppad of the LS, BLM ulllJ Calitorria DFG managemant chisctmas for iha San
Sebasiia shifan Falpe Cregh ACEG, Wesl Mesa, nperial Goundy. This parcal les along he

e porfon of the prassnl ACEC and & frarsected by the od Julan-Kane Sarmg Road (Fistonc
iold Stage trail, in usa uriil tha early 19300 whan Hwy 70 was buit ~mitry, andd weeshes from
arty Superstiion Hils o the south, t5oding nba San Fabpas Cresk o narlh

ritable

Eakorgund god Resouree Summarny ol BUME and AGEG Cng axcerpis of e 1866 Plan authonao by
BLM and COFG, e San Felipe Creek and 520 Sabastan marsh provide & comider of unegue and
valuznia hEnRss. Tha portion of the stream betwaen Tarantula Wash ard Hamgees Wall Wash is spring fed
ardd peeannial. & sefies of INGTUped pOCE persist even in the most dry yasrs. S pomarny tabial pes.
TCCUL Mg, cracabe ush scub, mesguibe woodland, m LN, alkall gink sorut, sno wash
community, Wikdhfe specwas of anecial oo e inchude ¢ _|_.|ir.|'. San Falipe Bopard frog, tat-taded
fioened lard, Colorado gase frinpa-tood izard and riparian birde. Plant speoias of spacial conperm i of
fgar tha ACEL inoluce Palsan's milkvedch, Wignins cholia, Thurber's piloshdes and sandfood. Cutipal
pemaures in the ACEC ana rich In prefishonie and histodc hurman use cantesed amand e rmarsh
aTiITmE L

prasa. Likely sgie
the avmership enlity

Crarmrghngy Conaaldated from nine freclional estales inlo (W, For sae al a reasonaok
afraamant at 160006, ia., §7 C0kacre. Frowiss, BEHha ovnear, is spokesparson fo

Albert B Fromss

PO, By 803
Rarcho Garfa Fa, TA B20ET UG
858 755,14 LEL=

pleass raply § it s (o or

T

--— MlEasage tram “al frowss" —alrawisdmathare,come o Tue, 14 Oot 3003 o

August 17, 2005
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

LETTER “E” RESPONSES

Subject HABITAT

T LAND No response on this page.

‘o Sale: Habitat Replacement/Critical Resouree Managemaent

| BET T

Lowation: san Schastian Marsh/San Felipe Creek ACEC (Area of Critical

Environmental Concern) and Habital Management Plan
Imperial County: NEM 534, T125, RIOE, 160 ncres v/« (APMN 0018- 180-19}

This sensitive and vital resource land, privately held sinee a 1924 patent,
Loday has clear and mprkeiable title for the first time since 1963, 1t has
previowsly and repeatedly been identilfied as an mportant acoguoisition
target in support of the US, BELM and California DFG management
ohjectives for the San Sebastian MarshvSan Felipe Creek ACEC, West
Mesa, Imperial County. This parcel lies along the sowthern poction of the
presemt ACEC and is transected by the old Julisn-Kane Spring Rogd
(historie Butterficld Stags in use until the early 1930°s when Hwy 78
wink built nearhy ), and washes from nearby Superstition Hills to the
south, Feeding into San Felipe Creek to north.

! Backgronmd gnd Resource Summary of HIAE amd ACTC: Citing excerpis
of the 1986 Flan amthored by BLM and CIVFCE, “the S ipe Creck and
Ban Schastian marsh provide a corridor of unigue and valuable habitat.
The portion of the stream Detween Tarantula Wash and Harper's Well
Wash i spring fed aned perennial. A series of infervupted pools persist

the dryest years. Six primary_habitat v pes occwr: marcsh, creoasole
trsh scrob, mesguite woodland, mesguite dune, alkali sink scrob, amd
wnsh community. Wildlife species of special concern inchude desert
pupfish, Sam Felipe leopard frog, Hat-tailed horned ligard, Colorado
desert fringe-toed lzard and ¢ 1 bireds. Plunt species of special
concern o or near the ACEC include Peicson™s milkvetch, Wiggins
cholla, Thurber’s pilostyles and saodfood. Culiyrgl pesources in the
ACEC are rich in prehistoric nnd historie human use comtered around the

marsh enviroommen.”

Crwnership: Consolidated froom nine feactional estates into two. For sale
al a reasonable price, Likely sale agreement at S L6000, Le 51,000/ 0.

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc. 23 August 17, 2005
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

LETTER “E” RESPONSES

Frowiss, B/9ths owner, is spokesperson for the ownership entity.

Alteart B, Frowiss i

.0 o 508 No response on this page.
Fancho Sanmkn Fe, G4 S9067 LISA

BSE. 7. 1484 phone & fax

pluime roply 1o: frowlss@ rowiss org

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc. 24 August 17, 2005
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

TaX v "I\'. &53.95
'tk L} B51-0537

tovermnber 5. MI03

ELnTF L4 GALIFCHUNLA—HESINESE, TRANSICRTATICN AR HOATGEG ALY  CIPAYTEANTE Ot
IYET 11]7‘.‘1“"-1'5?\"[ OF TRANSPORTATION 1@
'] F AFROMATITICS WS 40

[l hmar et
e gy

Mr, Jarmss O, Koona

United Srabes De paroment of the Interios
Bureau of Land Monageowent

Palm Springs South Coast Field Olfice

LETTERF

R0 West Gamet Avenie
Fi0, Box 581260
Morth Pulm Speings, o 92258- 1260

Dizar M, Kennw:

[1=H Dexert Spurhwes Tremoniyyion Line (CAGOAT, 28ACACA-L448] )
FORE 2005 I as

Thank wou for incleding the Califomiz Department of Trans
Acronantics in the enviconmenial review process For the above-refc
Environmental Impact Staterment / Brvironmentud Tmpact Boport (B
offer the following commenis relm il o comprati b

e Lo it |

&

1. The propescd poogect 13 the constnection and operulion o

oK

L Calilormia, and e ransmisgion Tine would exi
ion north of Polm Sprinas, Califomie.  The proposed rins

mksslon line would

comsfruction. Substation § swilching station constuction w
of HI}'I—::. il subsiaiom equipioent modific

Hobsonway, approxrmalels <15 mules s
nz Nevers Siehst
ol in the ELS
1 southern rovie adternotree that weoukl inglude epgradi
s asion f srmvakive O s o thitd nocth
Project alignmens Alemative D s the No Projest Alter
Mational Envirenmental Folley Act,  The Lend Use sei
Fropoaed  Proggct snd all build alfemnatives may  be incompatil
1'f|m||_-|r||-.*.||>.i'.-'e Tand Use Plan

[Tl wasAry at the o Rl

won of the EIS / EMW ldenti
= with the Bl

3 he
Accarcing 1o the EIS ¢ EIR, Alternative B may alao feguire
comsisiemey feview by the Inperdil County Airport Land Lse Cormmmisscon,

7 corpes Colufirea™

rtaticn (Department), Division  of
ced project. We have meviewed the
15 ¢ EIR), dated Seplember 2003,

@ new substatbon £ swiehing station and an
tely L1E-mmile transmission line. The new mibatanon J awitching stfom would be locasd
teom this locaticn 1o the Devers
Follone am et

Frowm the new sibetation S switching ataton 12 the Devers Substation. The Proposed
unsmiszion line mghts-of-way for much of
5 roads, requinng o limiked amount of new

aoms ol
Four altemmanvis fo ihe Proposed Project e
sative A is o second northern poulc abigment,
and wse of conain existng
e oule aliEnmcne -...=hr|-, north of the T‘rllrlll'n’.lJ
vie, whirse dizcussion o redquored |

LETTER “F" RESPONSES

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

No response on this page.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

imvslved 1n
widh wxistimgE
conflict = ideniified bomwoen the proposcd

EIS/EIR.

copy of the
Wt woh pagge ar pEfpeftw s | Tne, g

Adoport Layoul S Bloster Pluna, s ieconmatency abould Be cleaddy dentilicd

| mdacared (n
and dhfsudaed o 15

LETTER “F" RESPONSES

F-1  Consistency with applicable Airport Land Use Plans is
fully evaluated in the Draft EIS /EIR in Section 3.7, Land Use.
As part of final design and permitting, the commission will be
contacted and provided with the needed information. The
complete list of potential permits and approvals that maybe
required for the project are listed on pages 1-7 through 1-10 of
the Draft EIS/ EIR.

F-2 Page 3.7-25 of the Draft EIS / EIR states that the
proposed project applicants would prepare a “Notice to
Construct” for the FAA to obtain a “Determination of No
Hazard to Navigation.” Once thefinal alignment is selected by
the CEQA and NEPA |ead agencies, the permitting phase of the
project would commence and all necessary permits and
approvals would be acquired.

F-3  The Cumulative Impact Analysis in the Draft EISEIR
does address proposed future power plants which could effect
the same resources as the proposed Project, see Section 4.4.
The potentia growth inducing impacts of the proposed Project
are discussed in Section 3.4.

F-4  Consistency with applicable Airport Land Use Plans is
fully evaluated in the Draft EIS /EIR in Section 3.7, Land Use.
Also, permits would be obtained from the Airport Land Use
Commission and FAA. In addition, in response to a comment
from the City of Blythe regarding potential conflicts with the
Blythe Airport at the originally proposed location of this
facility on the north side of Hobsonway, its location has been
moved to the south side of Hobsonway to reduce the potential
for these conflicts.

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc.
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Response to Comments

LETTER “F" RESPONSES

F-5 The referenced document was consulted during the
course of preparation of the Draft EIS/ EIR and its citation will
be added to the references section of the document.

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc. 27 August 17, 2005
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

Mr James G, Kenna
Foowvernbor 3, 2003

Pogs 3
Hage 3

o contact our DRstlet 8 and 11 offices eegarding sunface tmnsporiation 185aes

£ operdions, w0 the well boing of oo
i’ s economic fuiine

cudl mean (2i0) 054-5253
Sincorely,

M, esla -

DAVID COFEM
Assoaiune BEovironmenta] Planmer

o Smte leng tn@lnage
e Airpon
lor Alrport
Chirinco Summmt Atrgoet
Bermmeda Dianea ATpor]
Riverside County ALTIC
Imperial Councy ALILN
Een Peierson. Califormin Enerpy Comemisgion

[hese comments reflece the areas of concem w the Depastment’s Division of Acronautics. We udvize you F_6

nia is both a loewd and a Sisle iasue W
Lol incompatible land uses ts vitd o the
mmities sirdounding aviation Factlities, and bo

We appreciaic the oppormunity m peviesw and Cormment on this praject. If you hove aoy

quesiiona, pleass

LETTER “F" RESPONSES

F-6  Copies of the 15 copies of the Draft EIS/EIR were sent
to the State Clearinghouse for distribution to state agencies. A
comment letter on the Draft EIS / EIR was received from the
Department of Transportation District 11 office. Please refer to
comment letter M.

F-7  Comment noted.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

I:‘_‘:lf:‘.:-ri?:: 20 .:. o ESTARLSUED ire T#1F &S A FUSLIC ADTREY
sy COKCHELLA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

= o i
FisrerEdnod Bl « RFOHELLA CAUIFDFNIA S205E - TELEIMSONT (TE0) 90-2051 = FAX [T60) 35R-3T10

Chctober 31, 2003

LETTER G

James G, Benna, Fiold Monagers

Post Office F
Warth Palm Spelags, Californin 922581260 = E'=
Droar Mr. Kenma:

Subjpecr: Draft EIS/EIR, Southecar Trix
L ions Frroioc, CAGG 0, RO

TH1 O

CA-AA49] (P

In response 10 your requess tor agcay comments for the above-selzrenced project, the G-l
Enstrict has peviewed the Jre ,_i¢._'| and has fo comments.

L yon hivve any questhons plewss contact Geongls Celslur, Stormaater Bngginesr,
ortension 285

Yo vorw trely,

iy PLAHT S g
WL SOV L
= | D Farns
! _‘?‘ b= Drirecbor of Enginesring

S e st T

TRUE CONSEFUATIIN
LFEE WATER WEELy

LETTER “G” RESPONSES

COACHELLA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT

G-1 Comment noted.
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Desert Southwest Transmission Line
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LETTER “H” RESPONSES

DEFARTMENT OF THE ABMY
L AMGELES RISTMICT, CORFY G EWSNCDas
PO DD G257

LER ANEELES, CALIFOHMIA BT 2355 ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

H-1 Thecompletelist of potential permits and approvals that
maybe required for the project are listed on pages 1-7 through
e ot e i 1-10 of the Draft EIS/ EIR. This list includes approvals from
Regulatory Branch the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Once the fina aignment is
LETTERH selected by the CEQA and NEPA lead agencies and the final
Pt L S apecnr: design is developed, all necessary permits and approvals would
570 West Gamut Avernse be acquired.
~arth Palm Springs, Califomia 8025861260

Movember 13, 2005

Dhear Wit Kenna:

hore - I3
It has corre to our atben tion that you may be planring o conduet work in
" 5 P T + y 3
as part of e Deserl Soulbeest Transm Line Projet between, the Devers Substation
trarth of Palm ‘;;P-r..'“.e_:._",' ared Biytie writh verside Counby, Californéa. This St iy may
require a LIS Armmy C g of Enginesys permir. ) .

A Curpa of Engineers permit i required | AU E A T TIT R

incheding any redepas Fd y '-I'l-"l C.Fnr g n diszharge of IJ.""J ged or fill muaterial i,
R, any redepasit of dradged gaaborial within, “Wabers of the United Stabes e

wWellands pursuant o Sockion 408 of the Clean Waker Aot of 1977 B O ek

; g Act of 1972 Examples ine ik

firmiled #a, pies inclhude, bt are nod

1. creating fAlls for cesidential or commencial developmaent placing bank protection H 1
Ir--l-1lsr_-;¢r'. U permanant ptockpiiing of excavabe ini, bl diery i ercssings backhling
B3ty Hoe crossings: and conatructing eatfall st thi, damis, leveen, proins w Eirs, oo v.-w:':*

shruC U]

1 I 4 |4 lom rimm P n 11
_—_ = {_:Hanup}. Latdclearing, grading which, imvolves filling low arcas or Land vl
dikching, channelizing and o tiom sctivibes that would have Bue sfeect of 'J'-"-""“.-llrl.;
of deprading watirs of the Unj g t Enarying

& alErwing munot? or overflow freem = con i innd ks -
c A Sk T DD windl lancd or walber Sieposal ases to re-cnie
water of tha United Stedus: { ai Tl (0 e kST A

/

Er2 oafieg TR RN AQnate BoJLLSIL At il Z5F FIT dousay AJolETHER. maesn ;ig Iuas
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vl L iar T ] = v -k - B 1
Plaing pilings when nuch placemint has or would Bave the effect of a discharge ,:;;i}H_l

o berial.

o rl.r:a.'ln.n:r-:i yirw will find a pormit application Form s = pampict thal clascribes guii
egula P 1rm, _J_f Fuiu hale any questiong, plesse conbct me sk (21 1) 452-3414. Please
mefer to this ketter and 200400161-DFS in your reply.

Sincesely,
| e
1
i > & - -

.,
Diagtiel P Swrensos
Profeet Manages
Enclomicen

|
| 2
| gt wBitd 'oed ¥ fngoaie wafoLlLL tamlr o5t €48 yzuewug AdorzTnBag soesk lLg jueeg

LETTER “H” RESPONSES

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc. 31
Screencheck Final EIS/EIR

August 17, 2005
NOT FOR PUBLIC REVIEW




Desert Southwest Transmission Line
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LETTERI

DESERT SOUTHWEST TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT
Draft Environmontal Impact Statement/Environmental impact Report
Comment!fMailing Address Form
whwnLca blmogowi palmsprings

f o -

Diate: "I 3

o rewhers o Hyve BLM

& under Me Freedom of
6. 5L requasts will be
and from Indreicuals aardtying 1

dicn Ack, yoal migst stale this

LF D nesaes, will be made eallabls for pubic mepachon in e entivety.
Widowld you like to ba added to the kst for fulure malflings concarmniing the Dlesar Soailhwis]
ransmission Line Praject? YES NO
It vas,_ please provide 8 mailing address:

Mama:__ ' A b

.:I ; E [
Adfiliabon (T appbcalla)
Street Address: Ff o4

- Wlr L Lof A A ] _—
L R TR L ==Lk —_

ALl I T N E =

Ciby:_f£2g  ooar—r S, sned oo et Al StatelZip Code: S, @ 53

Phome. f7e o) Sy —redd . Fex e

Emsail;, s e ?

Areas O INbenest;_ A L 7O LAt A0 TE S, f A nin & e TN
LAl SR AT A TAY So AT AN ARSAA o T AN T S8 A A

Commenta: [Flesse mall o Buraau of Land Managemenl, PO, Box 581260,
B0 Wast Garnet Sforenue, Patm Springs, CA 82258

p.rm.) Monday through
17 s wish Ao wdthhald your rames or

3 I et allewed by lawe AR
1SR WEG 6 representalives oF

LETTER “I” RESPONSES

INDIVIDUAL, CHARLES WILLIAMS

-1 Alternatives to the proposed project are described in
Section 2.0 of the Draft EIS / EIR. Land Use and Water
Resources are discussed in Sections 3.7 and 3.4, respectively.
Biological resources are discussed in Section 3.1 of the Draft
EIS/EIR.

Greystone Environmental Consultants, Inc.
Screencheck Final EIS/EIR

August 17, 2005
NOT FOR PUBLIC REVIEW




Desert Southwest Transmission Line
Response to Comments

DESERT SOUTHWEST TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT
Draft Enwironmontal Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
CommentiMailing Address Form
wiww. G, blm.govl palmsprings

Datm:z ¢ £ 500
Comdmants, Maiding names and sreat addresses of respanderis will be avalabbe for pulilc resdes at b BLM

Pal iy Cast Fealkl Oifice o e plar DL GRS FoUrs (7:30asm. lo 4:340 pom.) Moncay trough
Friday, axcegt halidays, ndhddual respandanta may regus withhesd wour name o

acdress from public reves or from discosure e
iy at ez Begirning of your commenis :h
wr it Bram ovganlzations or busineanees, &0
s o egarizabons o buainaases, will be mat

ay
oA dentifirg tnorrhy-l.--.*: =% rapreserilives o
:-u.-m.'.\fh. Iu publie Inspeckian in theirentireby

Wowukd you Bke o be added b the list for fubure mailings conceming the Desert Soutiwast
Transnission Line Project2-YES NO

It yee, plasss pw_u.'ue am a.l.ng ._u I-'rr'-a,-ua

Namea: e . PR TN
Affiliation (If .,1[_.|,|||r..-|!'|lr.. L el A e g o Tl S LS B

Sireat Addrass; &4 fe 02 ey - SRR

Gty _ e Tt St L Stataldip Code '._a. oy

Fhone, Faw: seg
Emai;

argas of Interest;

Comments! (Please mail to Bursau of Lend Management., P.C. Bow 581260,
B0 Werst Umnp_l Avanea, Palm ;-prr:J;. 28 92258

LETTER “J” RESPONSES

INDIVIDUAL, SKY VALLEY CHAMBER &
COMMUNITY CENTER

J-1 Comment noted.
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Germuda Dunes, C& 92207

Mowaris=r 11, 2007

M. Miche| Remington
Impaorial Irigation Destrist
333 East Bacion| fihvd
Imparial, CA 92251

Re:  Draft Desert Southwest Transmession Lins Project Ervironmental
Impact Statement/Enviranmentsl bmpact Report {EISEIR)
SCHE2001041105

Dear Mr. Remingtorn,

The Calfornia Department of Fish and Game {Dapanment) has reviewsd the
raferenced document and provides comments on fish and wikie rascurcas that
ay be affen‘le_d by the Propesed Desert Southwest Trarsmission Line Froject
{Proposed Project). The Proposed Projoct inciuges the construction, operation,
and m:in@mmm of a new approcimately 118-milo transmissisn ine ocated
entirely within BLM-desionated ulllity cortidar, which would originate from a new
substabionfswitching atation on the noth side of Hobsorway west of the Bhythe
Powe: Plant, approximatedy 4 5 wiles west af Biythe CA. The new Hobsorway
sulhr:._!allaﬂnmdm'g Station would also provide & connection poent Tor 1i's
exisling Coachella Substation. The mow T 18~mike transmigsion (ire would
connect ko the Southar Califomia Gdison Company's Devers Subststion
approxraiely 10 miles north of Paim Speings, CA. The Proposed Projact would
cperele #t either ZE-KV or S00-kV and would provide incroased feansmiasion

Dillan Rosd adjacont (o e sxisting b i ity i
L it M Mansmssian fne fardites near Indio,

| Thax Depatrient has jursdiction cves tha conegnvation, probechon snd
management of fish, wildife, native plants, and habitat mecessany tor biciogicaly
suetyinsble poputations of those spedes (Fieh ang Game Code Saction 1802)
Ao, the Departmant is & Trosles Agenoy under the Calfarnia Environmental
Lty Acl (CEOA), Sedion 15385, renponsibhe pr ensieing that Ssh and wdidlies
resources of the Stote am addressed pursiont to CEOQN, and 5 Besponaibla

Conserving California s Wilife Since 1870

Ve U2 FUL3 §:2AP e
T e ety TRl Complis | te0-ges-vasa
State of Cafifernin - Toe Frxcurces A3engy ARROLD IHWM
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
Eastern Sierra - (nkand Creserts Region @
TBOTE Country Club Or., Ste, 10% LMK

K-1
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DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

K-1

Comment noted.
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T ok HI SEHEE

1L Environmsental Complim TED-3%4-T390

T Mictiel Remangtan:
Poage & of &

fﬂeﬁf?‘_“_’,'d‘,[ CEQA Saction 15381, In these capecities, the Denartmant
pILVILIES: e Tosang comments on the Praopoged Project, :

SPECIFIC IS5UE COMM ENTS
2.2 Preferred Alernative

Tha project descigilion briefly mentions that the new Hobsoreay
substation/swiiching station would alss provide 2 connortion point for s

exisfing Coschella substation, however. no furth i [
; ¥ 2 — e refarsnon is made o this
component of the proect, Pleass rovide @ deta e descrption on haw this

component would be accomplished, and an effects aralysis for this component of

he Froposed Project.
2.4 Alternative B — Southern Route Allernative

Al this time, ilis not possibio for the Dapartrnent to adeqiuatoly earmment o
Mhe:rnath.:e- B. Appendix E does ned indude a summanﬁ:' ﬁa?recﬁnn;it:sg:lr_e
laval hauui:l_l assessments amd fooused prolocs| specisl-status SPECTES SUME
fnrﬁu!‘&uhalwe B, In addition, if protocsl fooused SUNVOYE Were r;mu]u.ﬂm:j forlvs
ERECies :h1|3t wianild occur slong afermative B during June 2002, the Survenys far at
least the California Biack Rail would be inadequate. sines the protocol states that
suUrvays need to be conducted -fimes Hurirg March — May, In additan 11-,,_..'."_; is
no adeduate discusson of mitigation for other Species thal have the ,mlmfi.:ﬂ 1r_.
be encountered along Allemative B including Gila wosdpochar and pilcad Mcker

3.1.3.2.1 Vegetation Communities

Thiz section diferentistes botweean temmporany and permanent graund
disturbance. Flease define, in temm of efec {l.e. & of years). temporary and
permanent ground disturbancs. Desen ECORYEIES are Siow 10 recowes from
-'.lmlurharme‘_ u“:‘:I'BFG-!'E_ femporal losses should Nol Be discounted when
ewauEting significant ervironmental impacts. The Doparivent disagrees with the
FEnlence in sechon 3.1 3.2 1 Vagatation apact 4| that-statas Al rhuu .n e .
Pmpusc:r_l Projesct would result in the loss or conversion of theee -eig:ﬂ;'-nn.
COMntes, such disturbance ks not consicensd significant due ﬁnrﬂ- TN
&nd general distribution of similar habitats thresighaoul e prq'm:-f rrgicrn-"r Tl‘h"'"“
Department feels that any disturbancs is significant, and rr|i11qa[i|;-r; sndfor
restarahon should be adequate to compensats for such distirbance

::m presemted in Table 3.1-2, it is unchear if components ¢, J, and & for poth Pl
230-KV and S00-kV franamission Hne will b construcied Trlae ron tithed “Toatal®
accnints for Impacts attnbutable to conatruction of the COFmDCTEnte needu::[#_:
in=tall both transmission lings. Pleasze revise fable so that disturbanse areas
cleanly reflects that the Proposed Project invohees pithar Tz mns!rtruulll r.-; :
Sempansnts meeded for the Z30-kV or 500KV transmisskon line and mot both

3

y,

K-1

> K-2

K-4

K5

- K-6

LETTER “K” RESPONSES

K-2 Please note that the New Substation/Switching Station
on Dillon Road would connect to 1ID’s existing Coachella
Substation (see Section 2.2.2.3, Substation/Switching Station
Facilities). In addition, the potentia impacts of the
Substation/Switching Station Facilities are addressed in
Sections 3.1 through 3.13.

K-3 Alterndive B is not the preferred dternative. NEPA requires
that the project and eech dternative be andyzed a the same leve of
detall. Under CEQA, the dterndtives analys's can be less detalled but
must provide the public and involved agencies with a compardive
bads for evduating sgnificant impacts. Once the find dignment is
sdected by the CEQA and NEPA lead agencies and thefindl designis
developed, precongruction clearance surveys would be conducted for
the route and the results incorporated into the find Pan of
Deveopment. Thiswill itemizein detall al agreed upon mitigetion.

K-4 Temporary habitat disturbance is disturbance of those
areas that would subsequently be available for revegetation and
use by fauna, following construction. At a minimum, this
would include soil crust disturbance and some vegetation
crushing; and at the most it would include blading or other
remova of soils and vegetation. In contrast, permanent
disturbance is considered to be surfaces permanently removed
from the habitat (e.g. tower footings). Because of the
difficulty of passively or actively revegetating desert sites and
the decades necessary to restore them to their pre-disturbance
conditions, both temporary and permanent disturbance surface
disturbances are considered equivalent where temporary
disturbances result in loss of vegetation or identifiable soil
disturbance.
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Footnote “c” for Table 3.1-2 identifies temporary disturbance
as the area within which disturbance could occur during
construction of the towers. While the entirety of these 300 by
300 foot areas would not be disturbed during construction, the
entire area is assumed to be disturbed for the purposes of
project description. Similarly, permanent losses are considered
to include not only the sites of the cement footings, but the
remaining habitat under the towers (i.e., between the footings)
even though this could become usabl e habitat in the future.

K-5 The upland plant communities that occur in the areas
where long-term impacts would occur are locally abundant in
the project area and within the region. The area that would be
affected is small. Furthermore, program mitigation measures
will minimize impacts to the maximum extent practicable.
Thus, long-term impacts to upland plant communities, while
adverse, are not considered substantial and would not be
considered biologically significant. An assessment of relative
significance is not directly linked to the need for mitigation.

K-6 Only the 500 kV line would be built so only those
project components associated with it would be constructed.
Table 3.1-2 has been modified to reflect this.
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UL T SuUDd O N

LU enviranmental Conpiza TEO-F4d-T739
IL/LR/A2E0E  PdrBR e e DEFT FYRH amm # .
Mir. Mizhel Rewingbon
Page 3¢l 5

The Dagarients boheves that lemporary impacts o sensitve vegetation
commsnbes, such as desed dry wash woodiand, am significant  As noted
eaiier, deasrl ecosystems are alow I recmeer and Implementation of the
Rtu.:la.rna'!iun Flan (Appandiz F) alore will not mitigato te a kevel of less-than-
significant. Az such, the Depariment recommends that adoitional messues ba
ivcluded], such as restoration endfor pres=rvasion of offsite In-knd vegeston
comenunies In sunmary, the Department moommends that bolh pesmanant
And lemporaly ksses of sensitve vegetalion communities be mitigated.

3.1.3.2.2 Wikl ife Impacts
Vs lifie it 1 MAitieating

Prics to resanse of this document, 15D as the Lead Aponcy sholid have consulisd
| withy fhe Depqurncnt,aall'_m'[mum: Aguncy, to develop the appropriae

| rmibgation for wildife species | The CEDA, document is & full disciseine

I document for the public. Develoging the mitigation oubside of fhs Gocurment =
rEpprogwiae,

Wity [mpact 5 Miigation

Thiz Degartment recomimands that the obseraed bed re=ting scaso be changed
tox March 1 - Semamber 300 In additicn, the Dopartmant pecornmends st s

acceplable sursey procedures be developed i consuliaton with the Dia pardrrsant,
and presvidied in @ subssquent release of the docyumaent '

31.1.3.2.3 Special Status Species
Sperial-Status Specips Impseet 1 Mitigation:

; A Plat Sabage Plan is not considered adequesite mitigaticn for ial-slElus
| SPECISS 8!#: a5 Coathedls Valley milk-velch and Hardwoods rril:’wru'm 'ITI'Jr&
b acraage dislurbed shoukd be replaced with koowa occupied habiis

Soecial-Status Spocias jmoact 2 Milkgatinn

Any take of the desort oriske foquines 8 Cabfomia Endangared

[CESA) permit from the Department. It s inzppropriate in a.-:s?rmr mﬁﬂ&;ﬁ:
developed with the LS, Fleh and Widile Service (Senicz) wll Tully mitigate
w&th rle;;ed :Tir;ninc under CESA As nequesied in ouer letier on the
! reparElan, 25 the Lead Agency, should have consulted with the
.Jeparh-neqL as the Rosponsible Agancy, eardy n the process, i addition 19 the
Senden prior o developing milgabon for this cpecios, The mitigadion curnenthy
Prosided may nol be sdeguate for isnoence of 2 CESA penmit

P4

[ gl =)

rK-7

rK-8

~K-9

K-10

PK-11
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K-7 An existing access road occurs over a mgority of the
proposed corridor. In addition, based on engineering
constraints, transmission towers will not be placed in desert dry
washes. Therefore, the removal of desert dry wash woodland
habitat will be minimal. Further, the project plans to mitigate
for al surface disturbances. This may be incorporated into
compensation for desert tortoises and other species. In
recognition of the value of all native habitats, reclamation will
be completed per Appendix F of the EIS / EIR. The exact
acreages will be determined during final design after the route
is selected.

K-8 Mitigation was primarily developed using NECO Plan
guidelines, of which the CDFG was a co-author. In addition,
the Final EIS/EIR will include responses to agency input and
comments.

K-9 TheFina EISEIR has been changed to incorporate this
period.

K-10 Harwood's milk-vetch and Coachella Valley milk-vetch
are both federally designated species.  The Biological
Assessment addresses both direct and indirect affects and
details required conservation measures.

K-11 Section 7 consultation will be undertaken with USFWS.
Specific mitigation and conservation measures were devel oped
using NECO plan standards, which were developed in
conjunction with CDFG. Also, CDFG 2081 consistency
determination will provide an additional review.
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Ve MUY JuUA WD EEER L1l ERvironeemtsnl Compli
Lifil20H3 Perpez TRETRREESE £

Hr, ictel Romangton
Fage 4 of5

TEO-F44- 7350

Special-Siaus Species Impact 2 Milgation:

The documend is correct in staing that a CESA pErTnit Wil bee re s

L 1 - 2t I t
J:mmmr for impacts 1o the Coachela Valloy ringe-toed lizard, This mu;wu:
should be developed and provided for public review in a subsequent release of

the document.

Spgoist Stats Species impact & Miligation

MeaiEhing moscts oy descart faes Pl B e T S K P )
= B o cesert rosy bos by only woiking in cavdight hours is

Approprzste avoidance messume, bowsver additions] mitiost; .
J ! galion messuRss am
;ﬁ‘:ﬁc‘d Including sunveying Appropriate habits prior (o construction b enswue
CY AT fkd preserd, And o awold desiroying rociy mACoppings thal could
arovice habivat for dosonl resy boa.

SpegistStahs Spadies lmpas 7

Impacts be Couch'a spadefoot Inad inclade the et

! * pudenial for ; i
due b e artificial raim-like soends that codd ke guncrwﬁlr;mfs\atrb\- hE:I.i"‘;
:'r]eufm:t Fre-conedruction survays shosld be conducted to chalermane i i0ench

The shoue comments desme] =T ntood focod
l roRy boa b 1

[Ficdende take avoldance messures thot mvi-l bea:j::red :ﬂ;p:u Tiaha

trsned bickagical eonittes. Table 78 jieps UG monions, phedass in;i?mﬁ

and heorr rmORIbOIS Wikl Be uslized diefing corsdiucion ' ’ -

Shecimi-Status Spocies Impact 9 Mitigglion:

Phease seé aur previous conments (Section 373,22 WildiFe Impacts - Wiidlife

Empact 5 Wiigation),

The Department roommmends that fhe

L fl ascomnd bullet repd as o
3163 i Section 3.1.3.2.2 Wikdile knpacts - WIkiNe impact & Miggaton of te
Uraht EFSEIR, with the exvception of the Identifed brescting bird season whict
rezammend be changed fo March 1 - September 30, =

| PR

The Reclamation Plan shoukd inchude a 1 EATHR)

r - TR NG o Feport
a—xwaﬂl.::ddrﬂ T the Depadment. A st ol cach, Bhr.nlmar:fj' tresEs |:L:: i
v, ghrabs aru.'b:.er::”nui n:?_rc'ml?e-;ianhad' mpl-'iar b e

) CLESIUCHON should dun be
e tl:'.'IP;D'ﬁEﬁ' 'RD;I:::K‘:I:EUHI‘\JS eolid ba d:‘:n‘u: o u'u}'.u e smﬂxchUINuM =
obwious access Groae, s e i

DEPT FISH AHD GEME P

[T

|ia

K-14

K-15

K-16

K-17
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K-12 The completion of the Draft Riverside County HCP has
provided a detailed suitable habitat map. Therefore, the Final
EISEIR contains updated acreage impacts detailed and
subsequent mitigation measures defined. Also, Section 7
consultation and the subsequent 2081 consistency
determination will provide CDFG additional review.

K-13 The Final EISEIR contains additional detail specifying
surveying of appropriate habitat and avoidance of rocky
outcroppings, where feasible.

K-14 The Final EISEIR contains additional detail specifying
surveying of appropriate habitat and reporting requirements for
the Couch’ s spadefoot toad.

K-15 The Fina EISEIR provides additional detail of
construction monitors working on each segment of the Project.

K-16 No response required.

K-17 The Final EISEIR has been changed to incorporate this
period.

K-18 The Desert Southwest Transmission Project has not
proposed a salvage plan. The detailed reclamation plan will be
prepared and submitted for review after final design is
completed and prior to the commencement of construction.
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Lmo, W0 euud B Earn
M. Mick Remingion
Parge 5 of §

FR P e o e

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

EBazsd an the iMormation previded in the EISEIR, the Departrms

detenmrinea thut rotiboaton for a Streambed Allermson ngmr?ti{;:m -\

pursuant to 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Gam Code, 12 required prics 1o the

applicant’s commencemem of prowct achvifics. Based o (e irformation in the:

EIS/EIR, It is unclear what the Praposed Projoct's total impacts o streams and

associated habitel will be. In orher for the Department 1o Frocoas 8 SAA

I::gpaam:nl. the CECA-coriified docurments must mcdisde an anshysis of the

hmufma pPapmdpn:je-:c::Ih: lake or streambed, &0 analysis of the >K'19
; FRRCUrceEs: pinsenl of fhe ik, of i |

the: sile, bictogical ey methodulogy, mmmwmﬁrl ::ﬁa?;ﬂm i

Measiwes, veidancs Measures, and mitigation messunes whick wall recuce thie

The Depariment iedguests that Por 1 certifying this d

Dep:;hrﬁ_?t_ah:m sppropnate mitigation hlnurs?.:ms rrrm S:Dm '20
washes. This information will then need o be induded in the Einel EIR prior bo the
Department being able to lesse 2 SAa

Thank yuu for the opportunily fo comement on his g
sty gl . 1 el I you have any
S T Frlesre ekt My At Delgadn, Esvironmental
Sincerady,
Howdeof, 72eé
Kimberiy Mical
Etalf Emvdronmsn sl Sciondi=t
Eagtern Sierra - Inland Dwoernts Fegion

!|L'__'_'1'-':I'D.-'|h~'-"‘.-4.'|-_ Comglia TEO-344 -7350 P8
& I L o
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K-19 The Fina EISEIR has been changed to detail
designated USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle map blue line
intermittent streams (mostly unnamed) and wide washes that
may be traversed by the transmission line. Upon final design
and development of the Plan of Development, consideration of
avoidance and minimization of effects on blue line intermittent
streams and wide washes will be analyzed in accordance with
Section 404 and 401 of the Clean Water Act and Section 1602
— Streambed Alteration Agreement. However, based upon the
gpan widths for a 500 kV transmission project and standard
design practices for transmission projects to keep structures out
of floodplains and drainages, it is highly unlikely that any
structures would encroach upon or be within an ordinary high
water mark of streams, drainages, or ephemeral washes.

K-20 Please see Response to Comment K-19 above.
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