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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of Southern
California Edison Company (U338-E) for a
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
for the San Joaquin Cross-Valley Loop
Transmission Project

Application No. 08-05-039

(Filed May 30, 2008)
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY’S (U 338-E)
REPLY COMMENTS ON PROPOSED DECISION OF ALJ YACKNIN

Pursuant to Rule 14.3 of the California Public Utilities Commission
(Commission) Rules of Practice and Procedure, Southern California Edison
Company (SCE) hereby submits these reply comments to the Proposed Decision of
Administrative Law Judge Yacknin Granting SCE a Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity to Construct the San Joaquin Cross Valley Loop Transmission Project (SJXVL
Project), issued May 4, 2010 (Proposed Decision). Consistent with Rule 14.3(d), SCE offers
these reply comments in response to a handful of the misrepresentations presented in intervening

parties’ comments..

L.
FARM BUREAU MAKES AN ERRONEOUS STATEMENT ABOUT CONTINGENCY

In discussing the Proposed Decision’s recommended reduction in contingency from
30.6% to 15%, Farm Bureau erroneously concludes that “the reduced impact of the cost is
important, however, the cost spread between it and Alternative 3A would be reduced as well

diminishing arguments against pursing Alternative 3A on the basis of cost.”2 For the reasons

SCE received comments from Protect Agriculture Communities Environment (PACE), The City of Visalia, the
California Farm Bureau Federation and Tulare County Farm Bureau (Farm Bureau), and Paramount Citrus
Association (Paramount). Given the five-page limit on reply comments, SCE is not able to comment on the
many other legal and factual errors contained in these parties’ comments, and instead SCE focuses here on the
most egregious errors and misstatements.

Farm Bureau Comments to Proposed Decision, p. 12.
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explained in SCE’s testimony?2 and in SCE’s Comments to the Proposed Decision, it is erroneous
to reduce SCE’s contingency prior to final engineering. Importantly, even if the Commission’s
maximum cost cap were to be reduced by this amount, there is nothing on the record to suggest
that the actual costs required to construct this challenging project could be reduced, as the cost
estimates developed for Route 2 are only conceptual at this stage. Thus, an erroneous reduction
in the contingency amount would not improve the comparative economics of Route 3 (or Route

3A), which remain approximately $65 million higher than Route 1.4
II.

PACE MAKES ERRONEOUS STATEMENTS NOT INCLUDED ON THE

EVIDENTIARY RECORD ABOUT ROUTE 3A

In its Comments on the Proposed Decision, PACE notes that it disagrees with the
Proposed Decision and then offers “support” that is not only outside the evidentiary record, but
in some instances, is erroneous. For example, in its attempt to show the purported benefits of
Route 3A, PACE alleges — without citation — that “Route 3A will have none of the required
water mitigation measures that are likely to significantly delay the construction of the new
transmission line. . . .”3 As PACE is aware, evidence concerning Route 3A beyond the EIR was
stricken from the evidentiary record.6 More importantly, there has been no evidence on the
record that would imply that Route 1 would suffer actual schedule delays as a result of the
required hydrology mitigation measures to be dealt with in final engineering — or that Routes 3 or
3A would require “no” such hydrology mitigation measures. The Commission should disregard

this unfounded and incorrect assertion.

I11.
PARAMOUNT MAKES ERRONEOUS STATEMENTS ABOUT ROUTE 3A°S IMPACT

SCE/Gokbudak and Ghosh, Ex. 2, pp. 18-25; SCE’s Comments to Proposed Decision, pp. 7-11.
SCE/Gokbudak and Ghosh, Ex. 2, p. 19; SCE/Gokbudak and Ghosh, Ex. 3, pp. 2-7.

PACE Comments to Proposed Decision, pp. 2, 6.

Tr. 121:8-123:2 (“I do not wish to have evidence in this record that I need to consider outside of the EIR in
terms of determining the feasibility of Alternative 3A, that is for the EIR determination to be made.”).
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In advocating in favor of Route 3A, Paramount makes a number of overreaching
statements and misrepresentations. For example, Paramount states that “Alternative 3A will
have no adverse impacts on recreational, historical or aesthetical values of the impacted region.”Z
This unsupported statement is not only overbroad, but inconsistent with the EIR and Paramount’s
own comments. Paramount claims that “people seek aesthetically pleasing areas in which to
relax and recreate” and that “a long line of power poles and utility lines decreases the aesthetic
appeal, and thereby decreases the desirability of the recreational areas.”® Yet, Paramount fails to
acknowledge that to the extent there are aesthetic or recreational impacts from the project on
Route 2, there reasonably should be similar impacts affecting customers along Route 3A.
Paramount’s claim that there is only aesthetic impact on the route that affects Paramount and that
there is “no impact” on routes that do not affect Paramount is clearly false on its face.

Moreover, as stated in the DEIR, eleven historic resources were identified within the
project area of Route 3, amounting to six historic resources more than Route 1. Moreover, the
DEIR also states that nine prehistoric resources were identified within the project area of Route
3, which is seven more than have been identified for Route 1. While historic and prehistoric
resource values are present on all routes, records search and archeological survey data indicate
that Route 3 (including 3A) has a higher probability of cultural resource impacts than Route 1.2

Paramount makes further — and more egregious — misrepresentations in its erroneous
statement that “Alternative 3A was created as an attempt to avoid the impacts of Alternative 3 to
wetlands and associated state- and federally-listed species in the Stone Corral Ecological
Reserve” and that “by contrast, Alternative 2 does include vernal pools that must be surveyed

prior to construction.”® Paramount’s claim that Route 3A avoids the need for the environmental

Paramount Comments to Proposed Decision, pp. 4-5.

Paramount Comments to Proposed Decision, p. 4.

SCE/Wilder, Ex. 3, p. 21; DEIR pp. 4.5-28 — 4.5-29. For example, 14.6 miles of the Big Creek 1 — Rector and
Big Creek 3 — Rector Transmission Lines (eligible for National Register of Historic Places) would be removed
and replaced by construction of Route 3 in comparison of 10.8 miles of these historic lines replaced by
construction on Route 2, and 1.1 miles of these historic lines replaced by construction Route 1.

10 Paramount Comments to Proposed Decision, p. 5.
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studies required for Route 2 is false. Indeed, not only would construction of Routes 3 and 3A
have to address the federal- and state-listed species confirmed to be present in the Stone Corral
Ecological Reserve, but the approximate 1.24 mile migration radius of the federal- and state-
listed California Tiger Salamander would include portions of the 3A corridor, requiring protocol
level surveys to determine whether Route 3A avoids the protected species found in the Stone
Corral Reserve.ll Moreover, Route 3A would not avoid the approximate six miles of designated
Critical Habitat for vernal pool plant species along Stokes Mountain.!2 This area would require
protocol-level surveys for vernal pool plant and wildlife species, taking approximately 2 years to
complete.l3 If species are determined to be present, permitting would take an estimated 1 to 10
years.14 In addition, Routes 3 and 3A also share the same route segment as Route 2 that would
require removal of Elderberry shrubs, which is a host plant to the threatened Valley Elderberry
Longhorn Beetle, necessitating that take authorization be obtained from the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.l3 Accordingly, Paramount’s statements that Route 3A would not create
environmental impacts or suffer from similar construction delays as Route 2 are entirely without

merit and should be disregarded by the Commission.

IVv.
FARM BUREAU AND PARAMOUNT MAKE ERRONEOUS STATEMENTS ABOUT

THE GARAMENDI PRINCIPLES

Farm Bureau and Paramount allege that the FEIR — and hence the Proposed Decision —
did not adequately consider Route 3A using the Garamendi Principles as a guideline.16
Specifically, these parties imply that an analysis of the project under the Garamendi Principles

would demonstrate that Route 3A, which utilizes more existing right of way than Route 1, would

—
—

SCE/Wilder, Ex. 3, pp. 19-20 (Route 2 has 5 miles of vernal pools designated as critical habitat by the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service, compared to 8 miles for Routes 3 and 3A); SCE Reply Brief, pp. 6-7.
SCE/Wilder, Ex. 3, p. 19.

SCE/Wilder, Ex. 3, p. 19.

SCE/Wilder, Ex. 3, p. 20.

SCE/Wilder, Ex. 3, p. 19.

Farm Bureau Comments to Proposed Decision, p. 7; Paramount Comments to Proposed Decision, pp. 6-7.
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be the better alternative. However, in their simplistic argument looking only at the first
principle, Farm Bureau and Paramount fail to acknowledge that the Garamendi Principles clearly
provide for the creation of new rights-of-way when justified by environmental, technical or
economic reasons as determined by the appropriate licensing agency. Route 1 not only avoids
impacting habitat suitable to support threatened and endangered vernal pool species found on the
existing right-of-way for all other alternatives, including Route 3A, but Route 1 also is the only
route that is technically feasible to meet the project’s purpose and need of addressing critical
reliability issues within the necessary timeframe.lZ Route 1 is also less complicated to construct
from a safety and timing consideration as compared to all other routes, and Route 1 is
economically superior in that it would cost tens of millions of dollars less than Routes 2 or 3.18
Thus, although a Garamendi Principles analysis is not required under CEQA, any full analysis of
all of the principles — and not just one of those principles — would clearly demonstrate that
creating new right-of-way for Route 1 is clearly justified due to its environmental, technical, and

economical superiority.

V.
CONCLUSION

For all of the reasons discussed above and in SCE’s Comments to the Proposed Decision,

the Commission should modify the Proposed Decision as set forth in Appendix A.

Respectfully submitted,
JENNIFER R. HASBROUCK
/s/ Jennifer R. Hasbrouck

By:  Jennifer R. Hasbrouck

Attorney for

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Post Office Box 800
Rosemead, California 91770
Telephone: (626) 302-1040
Facsimile: (626) 571-4281

Dated: June 1, 2010 E-mail: jennifer.hasbrouck@sce.com
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[~

SCE/Wilder, Ex. 3, pp. 19-20; SCE/Tucker, Ex. 2, pp. 1-10.
SCE/Alford, Ex. 2, pp. 13-17; SCE/Gokbudak and Ghosh, Ex. 2, pp. 19.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that, pursuant to the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure,
I have this day served a true copy of SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY’S
(U 338-E) REPLY COMMENTS ON PROPOSED DECISION OF ALJ YACKNIN on all
parties identified on the attached service list(s). Service was effected by one or more means
indicated below:

Transmitting the copies via e-mail to all parties who have provided an e-mail address.

First class mail will be used if electronic service cannot be effectuated.

Executed this 1* day of June, 2010, at Rosemead, California.

/s/ Henry Romero

Henry Romero
Case Analyst
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Post Office Box 800
Rosemead, California 91770
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JENNIFER HASBROUCK BARBRAE LUNDBERG
ATTORNEY AT LAW 23002 CLOSE AVE
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY EXETER, CA 93221
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE PO BOX 800 FOR: BARBRAE LUNDBERG

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770
FOR: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

ERIC QUEK GEORGE MCEWEN
HOMEOWNER 22114 BOSTON AVE.
30905 ROAD 216 EXETER, CA 93221
EXETER, CA 93221 FOR: GEORGE MCEWEN

FOR: ERIC QUEK

PHILIP PESCOSOLIDO JOHN O. KIRKPATRICK

VALLEY VIEW RANCH/SIERRA VIEW RANCH 23114 CARSON AVENUE

POB 1108 EXETER, CA 93221-9744

150 WEST PINE STREET FOR: JOHN O. KIRKPATRICK, SHIRLEY B.
EXETER, CA 93221 KIRKPATRICK

FOR: VALLEY VIEW RANCH/SIERRA VIEW RANCH

RENE MILLER MARY A. GORDEN

CITY MANAGER PO BOX 44066

CITY OF FARMERSVILLE LEMONCOVE, CA 93244
909 WEST VISALIA ROAD FOR: MARY A. GORDEN

FARMERSVILLE, CA 93223
FOR: CITY OF FARMERSVILLE

WILLIAM F. PENSAR PATRICIA L. STEVER

PO BOX 44001 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

LEMON COVE, CA 93244-0001 TULARE COUNTY FARM BUREAU
FOR: WILLIAM F. PENSAR PO BOX 748

VISALIA, CA 93279
FOR: TULARE COUNTY FARM BUREAU

D. ZACHARY SMITH GAYLE MOSBY

RUDDELL COCHRAN STANTON SMITH BIXLER 3330 W. MINERAL KING AVE, SUITE H
1102 N. CHINOWTH VISALIA, CA 93291

VISALIA, CA 93291 FOR: GAYLE MOSBY
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FOR: KAWEAH DELTA WATER CONSERVATION
DISTRICT

JESUS GAMBOA

MAYOR

CITY OF VISALIA

425 E. OARK, SUITE 301
VISALIA, CA 93291
FOR: CITY OF VISALIA

CHRISTOPHER L. CAMPBELL

BAKER MANOCK & JENSEN, PC

FIG GARDEN FINANCIAL CENTER

5260 NORTH PALM AVENUE, 4TH FL
FRESNO, CA 93704

FOR: PARAMOUNT CITRUS ASSOCIATION

KAREN MILLS

CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

2300 RIVER PLAZA DRIVE

SACRAMENTO, CA 95833

FOR: CALIFORNIA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION

Information Only

MRW & ASSOCIATES, LLC
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

CHERYL TURNER
2520 N. FILBERT RD
EXETER, CA 93221

DIANE HEATON
3014 N. FILBERT
EXETER, CA 93221

ELIZABETH K. HART
31359 DAHLEM DRIVE
EXETER, CA 93221

GARY & KIM HUFFMAN
2149 AVENUE 296
EXETER, CA 93221

JOEL HEATON
3014 N. FILBERT
EXETER, CA 93221

LINDA MCEWEN
145 NORTH E STREET
EXETER, CA 93221

LOIS BRANNAN

DIRECTOR

EXETER COURTHOUSE GALLERY
1310 BRADLEY CT.

EXETER, CA 93221

PATRICIA STEARNS

KEN FITZGERALD

3330 W. MINERAL KING AVE, SUITE H
VISALIA, CA 93291

FOR: KEN & SUSAN FITZGERALD

LON W. HOUSE PH. D.

4901 FLYING C RD.

CAMERON PARK, CA 95682

FOR: PROTECT AGRICULTURE COMMUNITIES
ENVIRONMENT (PACE)

CASE ADMINISTRATION
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

DEAN GORDON
29201 NORTH FILBERT ROAD
EXETER, CA 93221

DON BASTADY

SEC/TRES

BASTADY RANCHES, INC
26389 ROAD 204
EXETER, CA 93221

FRANK SPRATLING
32017A FRITZ DR.
EXETER, CA 93221

JEFF DOWIEN
PO BOX 506
EXETER, CA 93221

KIM MCGEE
PACE TREASURER/FINANCIAL ANALYST
PACE/CITY OF VISALIA

2399 N. FILBERT RD

EXETER, CA 93221

FOR: PACE/ CITY OF VISALIA

LLOYD THOMURE
OWNER

RANCH

21201 AVE 296
EXETER, CA 93221

NEAL FISHER

PACE

2351 N. FILBERT ROAD

EXETER, CA 93221

FOR: PROTECT AGRICULTURE, COMMUNITIES,
ENVIRONMENT

ROBERT WARD
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166 HIGH SIERRA DR.
EXETER, CA 93221

SANDY CAMARA
30621 LYLA LANE
EXETER, CA 93221

TONY CALCAGNO
273 HIGH SIERRA DRIVE
EXETER, CA 93221

MONTGOMERY FARMS
883 JOYNER AVE.
EXETER, CA 93221

ANN HOSIER

CITY COUNSEL FARMERSVILLE
388 E CITRUS DRIVE
FARMERSVILLE, CA 93223

IRENE RUBIO
PO BOX 44292
LEMON COVE, CA 93244

MICHAEL LAMPMAN
PO BOX 44172
LEMON COVE, CA 93244

TROY JONES
PO BOX 44192
LEMON COVE, CA 93244

ARMIN PFADISCH
46030 SOUTH FORK DRIVE
THREE RIVERS, CA 93271

LEAH SPENCER
42600A KAWEAH RIVER DRIVE
THREE RIVERS, CA 93271

DONALD L. FULBRIGHT
DONALD LAWRENCE COMPANY
PO BOX 2622

VISALIA, CA 93279

RANDY REDFIELD
21451 AVE 360
WOODLAKE, CA 93286

ARNEL KOSTER

FREEWAY PARTNERS
5020 W. MINERAL KING
VISLIA, CA 93291

LESLIE B. CAVIGLIA

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
CITY OF VISALIA

425 E. OAK, STE 301
VISALIA, CA 93291

MICHAEL W. MILLER
706 N. TILDEN COURT
VISALIA, CA 93291

20569 AVENUE 300
EXETER, CA 93221

TED MACAULAY

MAYOR OF THE CITY OF EXETER
CITY HALL, PO BOX 237

137 NORTH F STREET

EXETER, CA 93221

FOR: CITY OF EXETER

TY ROBERTS
750 MEADOW COURT
EXETER, CA 93221

LARRY JOHNSON
2403 NORTH FILBERT ROAD
EXETER, CA 93221-9781

TERESA CORTEZ
660 N. BRUNDAGE AVE
FAMERSVILLE, CA 93223

LYDIA GARGAN

PO BOX 44027

24001 AVENUE 324
LEMON COVE, CA 93244

SUSAN HAMMOND
33062 SIERRA DR.
LEMON COVE, CA 93244

MARGARET PENSAR
PO BOX 1
LEMON COVE, CA 93244-0001

LAURIE SCHWALLER
43857 SOUTH FORK DR.
THREE RIVERS, CA 93271

DELL STRANGE
464 EAST JACKSON AVENUE
TULARE, CA 93274

FRANK PEREZ

FARMER

612 N. PEPPER
WOODLAKE, CA 93286

ALLEN R. ISHIDA

TULARE COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DISTRIC ONE

2800 W. BURREL

VISALIA, CA 93291

FLORENTINO HERNANDEZ III
321 W. SWEET ANENUE
VISALIA, CA 93291

MICHAEL OLMOS
ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER
CITY OF VISALIA

315 E ACEQUIA

VISALIA, CA 93291

TONY SALIERNO
2803 BORDER LINKS DR.
VISALIA, CA 93291
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CINDY HOMER ERIKA CHARETTE

15115 AVE 280 27399 RD 148

VISALIA, CA 93292 VISALIA, CA 93292

GERALD HOMER JOHNNY SARTUCHE

15115 AVE 280 SEC

VISALIA, CA 93292 ESHOM VALLEY BAND OF INDIANS

929 N. LOVERS LANE
VISALIA, CA 93292

JONATHAN K. WHITENDALE LARRY DOAN

2738 E. COLLEGE AVE 29968 RD 168

VISALIA, CA 93292 VISALIA, CA 93292
MARJORIE WHITENDALE MARK SISCO

EARL C AND MARJORIE R. WHITENDALE TRUST 1901 CREST MAR CIRCLE
29305 ROAD 152 EL DORADO, CA 93292

VISALIA, CA 93292

MATHEW S. WHITENDALE PATRICIA WHITENDALE
4147 E. MURRAY PATRICIA L. WHITENDALE REVOCABLE TRUST
VISALIA, CA 93292 29349 ROAD 152

VISALIA, CA 93292

ROGER E. BRIDGES RONDA C. HASH

1525 E. NOBLE PMB 122 15570 AVE 292

VISALIA, CA 93292 VISALIA, CA 93292

SHERRY ESTABROOKS WILLIAM C. WHITENDALE

14870 AVENUE 360 15203 AVE 292

VISALIA, CA 93292 VISALIA, CA 93292

MELISSA POOLE PAULA CAVIGLIA

33141 E. LERDO HIGHWAY 42415 ROAD 164

BAKERSFIELD, CA 93308 OROSI, CA 93647

BRUCE FOSTER FRAN LAYTON

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY SHUTE, MIHALY & WEINBERGER, LLP
601 VAN NESS AVENUE, STE. 2040 396 HAYES STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

JUDY FISHER JENNIFER JOHNSON

PACE ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATES
2351 N. FILBERT ROAD 225 BUSH STREET, SUITE 1700
EXETER, CA 94102 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

FOR: PROTECT AGRICULTURE, COMMUNITIES, FOR: ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATES
ENVIORNMENT

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATES MATTHEW G. ADAMS

225 BUSH STREET, SUITE 1700 SONNENSCHEIN NATH & ROSENTHAL LLP
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104 525 MARKET STREET, 26TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

JAY CUTLER HILARY CORRIGAN

TULARE COUNTY CITRUS FARMERS CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS

125 CARMEL STREET 425 DIVISADERO ST. SUITE 303
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117-2242
DOUG COVER

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATES

1425 N MCDOWELL BLVD SUITE 105
PETALUMA, CA 94954-6500

FOR: ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATES

State Service
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HALLIE YACKNIN JENSEN UCHIDA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES ENERGY DIVISION

ROOM 5005 AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE 505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CLARE LAUFENBER GALLARDO

STRATEGIC TRANSMISSION INVESTMNT PROGRAM

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

1516 NINTH STREET, MS 17

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
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