Print From

Form F

Summary Form for Electronic Document Submittal

Lead agencies may include 15 hardcopies of this document when submitting electronic copies of Environmental Impact
Reports, Negative Declarations, Mitigated Negative Declarations, or Notices of Preparation to the State Clearinghouse
(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15123. Please include one copy of the Notice of Completion Form (NOC) with your submission and attach the
summary to each electronic copy of the document.
SCH #:

2019049009

Project Title: CPUC SDG&E San Marcos to Escondido Tie Line (TL) 6975 69kV Project
Lead Agency: California Public Utilities Commission
Contact Name:
Email:

Lisa Orsaba

lisa.orsaba@cpuc.ca.gov

Phone Number:

Project Location: San Marcos, Vista, Carlsbad, and Escondido
City

(415) 703-1966

San Diego County
County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The Project is located in the cities of San Marcos, Vista, Carlsbad, Escondido, and unincorporated areas in
northern San Diego County, California. It would originate at the San Marcos Substation on the west and terminate at
the Escondido Substation on the east and would be located within SDG&E right-of-way (ROW). To fully accommodate
the proposed Project, 1.2 acres of additional ROW would be acquired in San Marcos. The Project would
include a combination of approximately 12 miles of new overhead single-circuit electric power line structures, rebuild of
existing structures from single circuit to double circuit, and the reconductoring and re-energizing of existing conductors.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
The Project's potentially significant effects include those associated with aesthetics, biological resources, cultural
resources, geology,soils, seismicity and paleontolgical resources, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology, and
water quality, noise, public services, recreation, transportation, tribal cultural resources, utilities, and wildfire. All of these
impacts would be reduced to less than significant levels by implementation of Applicant Proposed Measures and
additional mitigation measures as presented in the IS/MND.
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Based on public and agency input received during the 60-day public review period, a number of areas of controversy
became evident. They included aesthetics, wildfire and emergency access, alternatives to the proposed Project, health
effects, and other issues not related to CEQA, such as property values and insurance.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
State Water Resources Control Board

