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12.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
 

12.1 CEQA REQUIREMENTS 
 
Before approving a project, the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires the Lead 
Agency to prepare and certify a Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR). 
 
In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15120 through 15132 and Section 15161, the 
City of El Segundo prepared a Draft EIR for the El Segundo South Campus Specific Plan (EA 
905) (SCH #2012101081).  This Comments and Responses section, combined with the Draft 
EIR, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, and errata sheet comprise the Final EIR.   
 
This Comments and Responses section includes all components required by CEQA Guidelines 
§ 15120 and is included in the Final EIR.   

 

12.2 PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS – DRAFT EIR 
 
The Draft EIR was circulated for review and comment to the public, agencies, and 
organizations.  The Draft EIR was also circulated to State agencies for review through the State 
Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research.  The 45-day public review period ran from July 
14, 2014 to August 27, 2014.  Comments received in writing during the 45-day public review 
period from the public, local, and State agencies on the Draft EIR have been incorporated into 
this section. 
 

12.3 FINAL EIR 
 
The Final EIR allows the public and Lead Agency an opportunity to review revisions to the Draft 
EIR, the comments and response, and other components of the EIR, such as the Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program, before Project approval.  The Final EIR serves as the 
environmental document to support a decision on the proposed Project. 
 
After completing the Final EIR, and before approving the Project, the Lead Agency must make 
the following three certifications as required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15090: 
 

• That the Final EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA; 
 

• That the Final EIR was presented to the decision-making body of the Lead Agency, and 
that the decision-making body reviewed and considered the information in the Final EIR 
prior to approving the Project; and 
 

• That the Final EIR reflects the Lead Agency’s independent judgment and analysis. 
 
These certifications, the Findings of Fact, are included in a separate Findings document.  Both 
the Final EIR and the Findings will be submitted to the Lead Agency for consideration of the 
proposed Project. 
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12.4 WRITTEN COMMENT LETTERS  
AND RESPONSES 

 
All written correspondence from those agencies or individuals commenting on the Draft EIR is 
reproduced on the following pages.  The individual comments on each letter have been 
consecutively numbered for ease of reference.  Following each comment letter are responses to 
each numbered comment.  A response is provided for each comment raising substantive 
environmental issues.  Added or modified text is underlined, while deleted text will have a strike 
out through the text, and is included in a box, as the following example shows: 
 
 
  “Text from EIR” Text from EIR 
 
 
COMMENT LETTERS 
 
A total of eight comment letters were received:  seven during the public review period; and one 
(Number 8) after close of the public review period (August 27, 2014). 
 

1. Scott Morgan, Director, State Clearinghouse, State of California Governor’s Office of 
Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse, August 28, 2014. 

 
2. Xin Tong, Development Review Coordinator, Los Angeles County Metropolitan 

Transportation Authority, July 30, 2014. 
 

3. Frank Vidales, Chief, Forestry Division, Prevention Services Bureau, County of Los 
Angeles Fire Department, August 3, 2014. 
 

4. Carmen Sainz, Supervising Regional Planner, County of Los Angeles Airport Land Use 
Commission, August 13, 2014. 
 

5. Dianna Watson, IGR/CEQA Branch Chief, State of California Department of 
Transportation, August 15, 2014. 
 

6. Ruben Cruz, Land Development Division, Los Angeles County Department of Public 
Works, August 27, 2014. 
 

7. Adriana Raza, Customer Service Specialist, Facilities Planning Department, County 
Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, August 27, 2014. 
 

8. Karen Cadavona, Senior Corporate Representative, Third Party Environmental Reviews, 
Southern California Edison Company.1 
 

 
 
  

                                                
1 This comment letter was received November 14, 2014, 124 days after the close of the public review period.  









 
Environmental Impact Report 

   El Segundo South Campus Specific Plan (EA 905) 
 

 

 
Final ● January 2015 12-6 Comments and Responses 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NO. 1 
Scott Morgan, Director, State Clearinghouse 
State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse 
August 28, 2014 
 
 
1-1 This procedural letter received from the State Clearinghouse acknowledges the close of 

the public review period for the EIR and verifies that the City of El Segundo has 
complied with State Clearinghouse review requirements under CEQA.  The letter also 
states that no state agencies submitted comments to the Clearinghouse by the close of 
the 45-day public review period.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NO. 2 
Xin Tong, Development Review Coordinator 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
July 30, 2014 
   
 
2-1 This is an introductory comment and does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR.  
 
2-2 Comment noted.  Operations associated with the Metro Green light rail located to the 

north of the Project site are discussed throughout the Draft EIR.   
 
2-3 As noted by the commenter, noise, vibration, and visual impacts could occur at the 

Project site due to the close proximity of the Metro Green light rail.  As concluded in 
Draft EIR Section 5.5, Noise, noise from Metro Green Line train operations would be 
most noticeable at the uses in the northeast portion of the Project site (i.e., 
commercial/office mixed-use, office/industrial mixed-use, a parking structure, and open 
space/recreational).  However, these uses are not noise sensitive and would not be 
significantly impacted by train noise from the Metro Green light rail.  The Los Angeles 
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) requests that Noise Easement 
Deeds in favor of LACMTA be recorded on all property within the Specific Plan area.  
The DEIR analysis completed for this Project does not identify a significant impact from 
Metro Green Line operation on parcels within the Project area and no mitigation is 
identified in the DEIR.  Project impacts related to visual resources, character, and light 
and glare were determined to be less than significant; refer to Draft EIR Section 8.0, 
Effects Found Not to Be Significant. 

 
 According to the Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment document (Federal 

Transit Administration [FTA], May 2006), land uses sensitive to vibration from ground-
borne vibration include concert halls and other special-use facilities (e.g., vibration-
sensitive research and manufacturing, hospitals with vibration-sensitive equipment, and 
university research operations); residential land uses and any buildings where people 
sleep (e.g., hotels and hospitals); and schools, churches, other institutions, and quiet 
offices that do not have vibration-sensitive equipment, but still have the potential for 
activity interference.  The proposed uses in the northeast portion of the Project site do 
not fall under any of the aforementioned vibration-sensitive uses.  The retail uses and 
parking structures that are proposed adjacent to the Metro Green Line light rail are not 
considered vibration-sensitive uses.  Additionally, using the Flow Chart of Vibration 
Screening Process in the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (Figure 9-
1), impacts to future onsite uses (commercial/office mixed-use, office/industrial mixed-
use, a parking structure, and open space/recreational) near the Metro Green Line light 
rail would not occur, as these uses are not considered vibration-sensitive, and office 
uses would be outside of the impact screening distance.  Consequently, vibration 
impacts would not occur at the Project site from the Metro Green Line light rail; the 
impact is less than significant.   

 
2-4 As noted in Draft EIR Section 5.10, Public Services and Recreation, an improved 

enclosed bicycle parking station is proposed at either the Metro Green Line Station or on 
the Project site.  It is possible, therefore, that the Project could encroach onto LACMTA 
right-of-way both during Project construction and operations.  Any Project improvements 
that may involve encroachment onto LACMTA right-of-way would require coordination by 
the Project Applicant and LACMTA.  The requirement for a Temporary Right-of-Entry 
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Agreement and Pedestrian Easement will be included as a Project Condition of 
Approval. 

 
2-5 Refer to Response to Comment 2-4 above. 
 
2-6 This comment pertains to the request for review and approval of Project construction 

plans, drawings, and calculations by LACMTA before the City issues a building permit.  
This requirement will be included as a Project Condition of Approval.   

 
2-7 Refer to Response 2-3 above.  The commenter’s request for a Special Operation Permit 

for pile driver/other equipment use in close proximity to LACMTA railway aerial support 
structures during Project construction activities is noted.  The commenter notes that 
future development on the Project site within ten feet of a railway support structure 
would require a Track Allocation Permit at least two weeks before the start of 
construction.  The requirements for a Special Operation Permit and Track Allocation 
Permit will be included as Project Conditions of Approval. 

 
2-8 Refer to Response 2-3 above.  The commenter’s request for a LACMTA staff monitor at 

the Project site during construction activities is a requirement that will be included as a 
Project Condition of Approval.   
 

2-9 Any costs associated with Project construction/operations that may cause delay or harm 
to LACMTA service or infrastructure would be negotiated by LACMTA and the Project 
Applicant/responsible party; this comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft 
EIR.      

 
2-10 Comment noted.  The ESSCSP has identified as a design objective (ESSCSP Section 

V) to “ensure functional pedestrian, bicycle, and motor vehicle circulation within the 
Project and convenient pedestrian and bicycle linkages to and from adjacent residential, 
commercial, industrial, and school areas.”  To this end, the Project includes as a 
development guideline to provide “appropriate linkages between internal Project 
components and buildings, as well as between the Project and the surrounding 
development…. including pedestrian walkways, and plaza areas.”  The Project proposes 
various design features that encourage non-motorized transportation and provide 
connectivity within the Project area and with adjacent areas, such as the Metro Rail 
Station.  Namely, the Project proposes a Class I Bicycle Path within El Segundo 
Boulevard,  two Class II Bicycle Lanes within the Nash Street extension, and an 
enclosed bicycle parking station at (or onsite near to) the Metro Rail Station; refer to 
Exhibit 3-6, Conceptual Site Plan.   

 
The commenter’s request for wayfinding signage at the Project site in congruence with 
LACMTA’s transit-oriented development (TOD) principles may be included as a Project 
Condition of Approval that conform with the El Segundo Municipal Code (ESMC).   

 
2-11 Comment noted.  This comment is informational and does not address the adequacy of 

the Draft EIR.  Notification of Employer Transit Pass Programs will be included as a 
Project Condition of Approval. 

 
2-12 Comment noted.  Refer to Response 2-7.  Additionally, the Project is subject to 

compliance with ESMC Chapter 15-16, which sets forth the requirements for new 
developments to provide facilities that encourage and accommodate the use of 
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pedestrian and bicycle commuting (among other modes).  As discussed in detail in 
Section 5.2, the Project includes various TDM measures that encourage and 
accommodate non-motorized transportation (i.e., pedestrian and bicycle commuting), in 
compliance with ESMC Chapter 15-16 requirements.  As specified in ESMC § 15-16-2, 
before approval of any development project, the Applicant is, at a minimum, required to 
provide all of the applicable TDM and trip reduction measures.  Specifically, 
nonresidential developments of 50,000 square feet or more must display transportation 
information and provide the following measures:  preferential parking; HOV loading area; 
vanpool access; on-site amenities; and bicycle facilities.  Additionally, optional measures 
include showers/lockers and transit support facilities.  The TDM and trip reduction 
measures in ESMC Chapter 15-16 will be required as a Condition of Approval.  The 
reduction in vehicle trips achieved through the Project’s proposed pedestrian/bicycle 
design features and TDM measures can be expected to lessen the Project’s 
traffic/circulation, air quality, greenhouse gasses, and noise impacts.   

 
2-13 The Project involves transit accessible development; refer to Responses 2-7 and 2-9 

above.  This comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR.   
 
2-14 This comment is a closing statement and does not address the adequacy of the Draft 

EIR.  
 
2-15 Refer to Response 2-2 above.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NO. 3 
Frank Vidales, Chief, Forestry Division 
County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Prevention Services Bureau 
August 4, 2014 
 
 
3-1 This is an introductory comment and does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR.  
 
3-2 As noted by the commenter, the Project site is located entirely within the jurisdiction of 

the City of El Segundo.  Since the El Segundo Fire Department (ESFD) is responsible 
for fire prevention services, the Project would not result in any impacts to the 
Consolidated Fire Protection District of Los Angeles County (LACFD).  

 
3-3 The Commenter suggests that the proposed Project comply with all LACFD codes, 

requirements, and standards such as ingress/egress, fire hydrants, roadway widths, 
turning radii, fire sprinkler systems, and any other related design requirements.  As 
noted on Draft EIR page 5.10-8, the Project would be required to comply with all 
applicable laws for fire and safety protection.  The El Segundo Fire Department (ESFD) 
would review the Project’s design details pertaining to architectural, structural, 
mechanical, plumbing, and electrical systems.  Through implementation of the standard 
ESFD fire plan check process, impacts in this regard would be less than significant. 

 
3-4 Comment noted.  The comment is informational, and pertains to the statutory 

responsibilities of LACFD Forestry Division.  The comment also indicates that the Health 
Hazardous Materials Division has no comments.  No further response is required. 

 
3-5 This comment is a closing statement that provides contact information and it does not 

address the adequacy of the Draft EIR.   
 
 
  





 
Environmental Impact Report 

   El Segundo South Campus Specific Plan (EA 905) 
 

 

 
Final ● January 2015 12-22 Comments and Responses 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NO. 4 
Carmen Sainz, Supervising Regional Planner 
County of Los Angeles, Airport Land Use Commission 
August 13, 2014 
 
 
4-1 As noted by the commenter and concluded in Draft EIR Section 8.0, Effects Found to 

Not Be Significant, the Project is not located within an Airport Influence Area (AIA).  
Therefore, the Project would not result in an airport-related safety hazard, and would not 
be subject to the County of Los Angeles Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) review.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NO. 5 
Dianna Watson, IGR/CEQA Branch Chief 
State of California Department of Transportation 
August 15, 2014 
 
 
5-1 This commenter identifies the impacted State facilities and requests that the City direct 

the traffic consultant to calculate fair share amounts and submit calculations to Caltrans 
for further processing of traffic impact fees.  This comment does not address the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR.  All required fees, adopted by agencies with jurisdiction over 
intersections and roadways affected by this Project, must be calculated and collected by 
affected agencies before Certificates of Occupancy are issued on any development in 
the Project area.   

 
5-2 Comment noted.  This is a closing statement and does not address the adequacy of the 

Draft EIR.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NO. 6 
Ruben Cruz, Land Development Division 
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 
August 27, 2014 
 
 
6-1 Comment noted.  As noted by the commenter, the Project would require the City Council 

to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) due to Significant and 
Unavoidable impacts.  A copy of the Planning Commission and City Council packet for 
the Final EIR hearing would include a copy of a proposed SOC, and would be publicly 
available and distributed to the County of Los Angeles before the final hearing.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NO. 7 
Adriana Raza, Customer Service Specialist, Facilities Planning Department 
County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County 
August 27, 2014 
 
 
7-1 The commenter provides introductory comments.  The commenter notes that future 

development projects within the Project site may require a County Sanitation District of 
Los Angeles permit for Industrial Wastewater Discharge.  As discussed in Section 5.8, 
Hydrology and Water Quality, all future development within the ESSCSP area must 
comply with NPDES requirements for any commercial and light industrial uses that plan 
to discharge wastewater to the City’s sewage system, which ultimately flows to the 
JWPCP.  This requirement will be added as a Project Condition of Approval.   

 
7-2 Comment noted.  Paragraph two on Draft EIR page 5.11-15 has been revised as follows: 
 

 
The facility, which has a design capacity of 400 MGD, provides both primary and 
secondary treatment of approximately 265.4 264.1 MGD of wastewater. 
 

 
7-3 Comment noted.  This comment is informational and does not address the adequacy of 

the Draft EIR.   
 
7-4 The commenter identifies that the District’s average wastewater generation factors are 

available on the Los Angeles County Sanitation District’s website in a table identified as 
“Table 1 – Loadings for Each Class of Land Use.”  The Flow factors used in the DEIR 
analysis are consistent with this table with the exception of the flow factor for the 
“Shopping Center” land use.  The flow factor used in the DEIR for the 148,960-square 
foot commercial retail portion of the Project is 150 gallons per day per thousand square 
feet (gpd/ksf).  The flow factor identified in “Table 1 – Loadings for Each Class of Land 
Use” is 325 gpd/ksf.  Using the County’s flow factor, the estimated flow amount for the 
Project’s commercial portion would increase by 26,068 gpd.  Using the County’s flow 
factor, the overall estimate for the Project’s wastewater generation would increase from 
408,168 gpd to 434,236 gpd.  The Planning Division and Public Works Department staff 
reviewed the incremental change in wastewater flow that would result from using the 
County’s recommended flow factor and compared this modified wastewater estimate 
amount against the DEIR analysis for wastewater.  The increase in flow resulting from 
the use of the County’s wastewater flow factor for a shopping center is small compared 
to the Project’s overall daily flow estimate.  Therefore this small increase in wastewater 
flow estimate would not significantly modify the analysis or the conclusions for 
wastewater facilities included in the DEIR.    

 
7-5 Comment noted.  This is a closing statement and does not address the adequacy of the 

Draft EIR. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NO. 8 
Karen Cadavona, Senior Corporate Representative, Third Party Environmental Reviews 
Southern California Edison Company 
November 14, 2014 
 
 
8-1 The commenter provides introductory comments regarding the proposed Project and 

identifies the existing Southern California Edison (SCE) facilities:  66/12 kilovolt (kV) 
substation at the southwestern portion of the Project site; a 66 kV power line2 on the 
south side of El Segundo Boulevard; and a utility corridor (66 kV power lines) adjacent 
and southwest of the Project site.  It is noted, SCE’s existing facilities are specified on 
Draft EIR page 5.11-21 and illustrated on Draft EIR Exhibit 5.11-5, Existing Dry Utilities.  
The comments do not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR.  No response is 
necessary.    

 
8-2 The commenter notes that the Project Applicant has not submitted a Study Applicant 

Package to SCE for a second customer dedication substation on the Project site.  This 
SCE requirement will be added as a Project Condition of Approval.   

 
The commenter also notes that the Project’s proposed El Segundo Boulevard widening 
would encroach on the 66 kV power line and states the Draft EIR did not address 
whether road widening would require modification or relocation of these power lines.   
 
As noted on Draft EIR Page 5.11-23, Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines does not 
include a threshold for impacts resulting from dry utilities.  For purposes of the EIR 
analysis, the Project would result in a significant environmental impact if the following 
would occur: 
 

• Require or result in the construction of new dry utilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. 

 
The Project’s proposed electrical facilities are illustrated on Draft EIR Exhibit 5.11-10, 
Proposed Dry Utilities, and addressed on Draft EIR pages 5.11-39 through 5.11-40.  To 
further clarify the discussion concerning the Project’s proposed electrical facilities, these 
pages of the Draft EIR have been revised as follows: 

  
 
SCE maintains and operates the transmission and distribution infrastructure located in 
the Project area.  According to SCE, it anticipates being able to provide electrical service 
to the Project site, sufficient to meet the electrical demands of the proposed uses.  
Electrical service to the Project would be provided via the existing customer dedicated 
substation located in the southwestern portion of the site and electrical 66 kV power line 
located within the El Segundo Boulevard ROW (south side).  Extension of this existing 
power distribution system, along with a proposed second customer dedicated substation 
(of between 50 and 200 kV)3 would be required to provide electrical service to the 
proposed development.  The utility corridor adjacent and southwest of the Project site 

                                                
2 A power line is a line designed to operate between 50 and 200 kV (Public Utilities Commission of the State 

of California, General Order No. 131-D).   
3 Written Correspondence:  Alkire, Masa, City of El Segundo Principal Planner, December 5, 2014.   
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would not be used to provide electrical service to or impacted by the Project.  The 
Project does not include modification of the power lines in the utility corridor adjacent 
and southwest of the Project site.     
 
The Project proposes dedication and construction of roadway for an approximately 10 to 
22-foot wide (depending upon the location) portion of Project frontage along El Segundo 
Boulevard, in order to widen the ROW; see ESSCSP Exhibit 13.  Therefore, the Project 
would require relocation of the existing power line along the south side of El Segundo 
Boulevard.  The new substation would be located immediately northwest of the existing 
substation and would be adequately sized to meet the demands of the proposed 
development, with an anticipated electrical load of approximately 68,240 kWh/yr.  As 
illustrated on Exhibit 5.11-10, the site’s electrical system is proposed to have two 
connection points to this power line to serve the Project:  one connection point to the 
north in El Segundo Boulevard at the Nash Street Project driveway; and one connection 
point to the proposed substation.  Additionally, as discussed in Section 5.2, Mitigation 
Measures (TRA-1 through TRA-6, TRA-8, and TRA-9) would widen the approaches of 
various intersections (Nash Street/Maple Avenue, Nash Street/El Segundo Boulevard, 
Aviation Boulevard/Marine Avenue, and Sepulveda Boulevard/Mariposa Avenue), where 
there are power lines.  The Project would require relocation of the existing power lines at 
these intersections.  The new substation would be located immediately northwest of the 
existing substation and would be sized to meet the demands of the proposed 
development, with an anticipated electrical load of approximately 68,240 kWh/yr.4  The 
financial responsibility for upgrades or additional facilities, if necessary, would be in 
accordance with SCE’s rules and tariffs.  As part of the substation’s review and approval 
process, SCE must submit a Permit to Construct application to the California Public 
Utilities Commission (CPUC) for approval.  The CPUC is the state regulatory agency 
that grants permits for substations.  The CPUC would review the application to ensure 
the substation’s compliance with all applicable laws.     
 
As part of the Project’s approval process, all plans involving the widening of El Segundo 
Boulevard and intersection improvements would be submitted to SCE for its review and 
approval before final City approval of ROW improvements to El Segundo Boulevard.  
The Project Applicant and SCE, in consultation with City Department of Public Works 
and Department of Planning and Building Safety staff, would review the Project plans 
and determine the appropriate methods for SCE facility construction and relocation.  
Further, the environmental impacts resulting from construction of the electrical facilities 
are analyzed in Sections 5.1 through Sections 5.11 of this EIR.  There would be no 
significant unavoidable environmental impacts caused by construction of the substation 
or relocation of the power lines.   
 
The financial responsibility for upgrades or additional facilities, if necessary, must comply 
with the CPUC’s rules and tariffs.  The Applicant would be required to pay the applicable 
fees assessed by SCE to extend electricity construct the substation and relocate the 
power lines to serve the proposed uses.  SCE would not provide service to new 
developments if there were not adequate electricity supplies and infrastructure to 
maintain existing service levels and meet the anticipated electricity demands of the 
specific development requesting service.  Before the City issues any grading permit, the 
Applicant would be required to coordinate with SCE to determine the exact location of 

                                                
4 Written Correspondence:  Alkire, Masa, Principal Planner, City of El Segundo, August 12, 2013. 
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the electrical facilities.  Therefore, the Project would not have a significant impact on 
SCE’s capacity to provide electrical power services to the service area.   
 
General Order No. 131-D (Order 131-D) was adopted by the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) to be responsive to CEQA requirements, among other objectives.  
According to Order 131-D, no electric public utility is allowed to begin construction on 
power line facilities or substations, which are designed for immediate or eventual 
operation at any voltage between 50 kV and 200 kV, without the CPUC having first 
issued a Permit to Construct, in accordance with the provisions of Sections IX.B, X, and 
XI.B (see Order 131-D Section III.B).  As described above, the Project proposes 
construction of a customer dedicated substation (between 50 and 200 kV) and to 
relocate 66 kV power lines.  According to Order 131-D Section III.B.1.c, the new 
substation and relocated power lines would be exempt from Section IX.B (which requires 
filing a Permit to Construct), given they satisfy the following criteria for exemption: 
 

• Power lines or substations to be relocated or constructed which have undergone 
environmental review pursuant to CEQA as part of a larger project, and for which 
the final CEQA document finds no significant unavoidable environmental impacts 
caused by the proposed line or substation. 

 
According to Order 131-D Section X.A, the new substation and relocated power lines 
would be exempt from Section X.A (which addresses electric and magnetic fields 
(EMFs)), given an application for  Permit to Construct would not required.  According to 
Order 131-D Section XI.B, the new substation and relocated power lines would be 
subject to compliance with Section XI.B, which requires that SCE give notice of the 
construction of power line facilities or substations between 50 kV and 200 kV deemed 
exempt from Section III (see discussion above).  
 

 
8-3 The commenter notes that transmission lines or electrical facilities that are designed to 

operate at or above 50 kV may be subject to Order 131-D.  Refer to Response to 
Comment 8-2 above.     

 
8-4 The commenter states that the Project should not impose constraints on SCE’s ability to 

access, maintain, and operate its current and future facilities.  This comment does not 
specifically state how the Project would pose such constraints and further does not do 
not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR.  No response is necessary.    

 
The commenter also requests six sets of Project plans depicting SCE’s facilities and 
associated land rights (including the proposed El Segundo Boulevard widening, 
intersection improvements, and any other widening that may impact SCE’s existing 
facilities).  The requirement to provide SCE with the requested plans will be added as a 
Project Condition of Approval.   

 
8-5 Commenter requests a meeting with the City and Project Applicant.  Coordination of this 

meeting will occur outside the scope of this EIR.  This comment does not address the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR.  No further response is necessary.    
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