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2026080812, San Diego County, CA  

Dear Connie Chen: 

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a 

Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) for 

the Suncrest 230 Kilovolt (kV) Loop-In Project (Project), and the associated Administrative Draft 

Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), prepared by San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E), pursuant to the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines1. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding those activities 

involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife. Likewise, CDFW appreciates the 

opportunity to provide comments regarding those aspects of the Project that CDFW, by law, may be 

required to carry out or approve through the exercise of its own regulatory authority under the Fish 

and Game Code. 

CDFW ROLE 

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those resources in trust by 

statute for all the people of the State (Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7, subd. (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources 

Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd. (a)). CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction 

over the conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat 

necessary for biologically sustainable populations of those species (Fish & G. Code, § 1802). Similarly, 

for purposes of CEQA, CDFW is charged by law to provide, as available, biological expertise during 

 

1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq. The “CEQA Guidelines” are 

found in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000. 
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public agency environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities 

that have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife resources. 

CDFW may also act as a Responsible Agency under CEQA. (Pub. Resources Code, § 21069; CEQA 

Guidelines, § 15381). CDFW expects that it may need to exercise regulatory authority as provided by 

the Fish and Game Code. As proposed, for example, the Project may be subject to CDFW’s lake and 

streambed alteration regulatory authority (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the extent 

implementation of the Project as proposed may result in “take” as defined by State law2 of any 

species protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, § 2050 et 

seq.) or the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish & G. Code, §1900 et seq.), SDG&E may seek 

related take authorization as provided by the Fish and Game Code. CDFW also administers the 

Natural Community Conservation Planning (NCCP) program, a California regional habitat 

conservation planning program (Fish and Game Code 2800 et seq.). SDG&E has participated in this 

program since 1995 and is currently contemplating an amendment to its inoperative Plan.  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY 

Proponent: SDG&E 

Objective: The objective of the Proposed Project is to address operational challenges and thermal 

overloads on SDG&E’s existing transmission system between the Suncrest and Sycamore Canyon 

Substations. These improvements were identified by the California Independent System Operator 

(CAISO) in its 2022-2023 Transmission Plan to provide additional transmission capacity to 

accommodate forecasted regional load growth. 

The Project proposes to construct 14.5 miles of double-circuit 230 kilovolt (kV) transmission line to 

interconnect an existing transmission line (TL 23021) with the Suncrest Substation, creating a 

transmission loop to improve system reliability. The transmission line would be primarily overhead, with 

approximately 3.5 miles of underground transmission line in two separate locations. Project activities 

include vegetation clearing, grading, installation of overhead transmission structures, construction of 

underground duct banks and utility vaults, cable installation, and use of temporary access roads and 

paths. Underground construction will generally be conducted via open-cut trenching, with horizontal 

directional drilling where necessary to cross existing facilities or sensitive resources. Temporary 

construction facilities would include staging and fly yards, stringing sites, guard structures, and 

helicopter platforms. The Project will restore temporary disturbance areas to pre-construction grade 

and contours. Permanent disturbance would include areas occupied by transmission structures, 

access roads, and associated facilities. 

Additionally, the Project will modify the Suncrest Substation within its existing footprint and would not 

require substation expansion. Modifications will include a new 500/230kV transformer bank, tertiary 

reactors, circuit breakers, disconnects, communication equipment, and a new 230kV bay to loop TL 

23021 into the substation.  

 

2 “Take” is defined in Section 86 of the Fish and Game Code as “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt 

to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill.” 
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Location: The Project is located in unincorporated San Diego County and extends approximately 14.5 

miles between TL 23021 in El Cajon and the Suncrest Substation, located south of Interstate 8 and 

east of Alpine. The Proposed Project alignment will cross private parcels, open-space easements, 

utility corridors, road rights-of-way, undeveloped areas, and rural residential areas. Affected lands are 

managed or owned by CDFW, the County of San Diego, City of El Cajon, U.S. Forest Service within 

the Cleveland National Forest, Sweetwater Authority, and Endangered Habitats Conservancy. The 

Proposed Project alignment will also cross areas subject to multiple NCCPs and Habitat Conservation 

Plans (HCPs), including the San Diego County Water Authority Subregional NCCP/HCP, Sweetwater 

Authority NCCP/HCP, the San Diego Multiple Species Conservation Program (MSCP) NCCP/HCP, and 

SDG&E’s HCP Amendment, Subregional Plan NCCP Amendment for Wildfire Safety Activities, and 

Low-Effect HCP for the Quino checkerspot butterfly. The Proposed Project alignment will also intersect 

with multiple waterways including Forester Creek, the North Fork Sweetwater River, Viejas Creek, and 

Taylor Creek.  

The underground segments of the Proposed Project alignment are located in two separate areas. 

The 3.1-mile western underground segment would begin on Vista De Montemar within the Crestridge 

Ecological Reserve (CER) which is located east of the City of El Cajon and owned and managed by 

CDFW (see Attachment A, Figure 1). From CER, the underground line would extend east along 

existing roads and terminate at the end of Canyon Rim Drive in San Diego County, where it would 

transition to the overhead transmission line. The 0.41-mile eastern underground segment would begin 

on land owned by SDG&E and loop into the Suncrest Substation (Attachment A, Figure 1).  

The DEIR prepared by SDG&E as part of their Permit to Construct (PTC) application to the CPUC 

evaluated 14 alternative routes in addition to their preferred alternative. However, SDG&E 

determined all 14 alternatives were infeasible and eliminated them from further evaluation because 

those alternatives did not meet their project objectives, the primary objective being in-service 

operation by 2032. 

Biological Setting: Per the DEIR, the 654.33-acre Project survey area3 contains 17 vegetation 

communities and land cover types (see Attachment B, Table 1).  In addition, the Proposed Project 

alignment overlaps 24,731 linear feet (LF) of aquatic features (11.59 acres), including 7.17 acres of 

wetlands, 2.66 acres of ephemeral non-wetland waters, 1.16 acres of intermittent non-wetland 

waters, and 0.60 acre of perennial non-wetland waters.  

Based on CDFW’s review of the DEIR, the following species were detected or have the potential to 

occur within the Project site: 

Plants: 

• Palmer’s goldenbush (Ericameria palmeri var. palmeri; California Rare Plant Rank (CRPR)1B.1) 

• Delicate clarkia (Clarkia delicata; CRPR 1B.2) 

• Munz’s sage (Salvia munzii; CRPR 2B.2) 

• Engelmann oak (Quercus engelmannii; CRPR 4.2) 

 

3   Per Section 3.5.1 of the DEIR, the survey area included a 150-foot buffer from the Project footprint, including 

the existing substation, transmission line alignment, and staging and access areas. The survey area 

encompasses areas of temporary and permanent impacts associated with the Project (SDG&E 2026). 
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• Robinson’s pepper grass (Lepidium virginicum var. robinsonii; CRPR 4.3) 

• Rush like bristleweed (Bahiopsis laciniata; CRPR 4.3) 

• San Diego County viguiera (Bahiopsis laciniata; CRPR 4.3) 

• San Diego sagewort (Artemisia palmeri; CRPR 4.2) 

Invertebrates: 

• quino checkerspot butterfly (Euphydryas editha quino; ESA-listed endangered) 

• Hermes copper butterfly (Lycaena hermes; ESA-listed threatened) 

• Crotch’s bumble bee (Bombus crotchii; CESA-listed candidate endangered) 

• monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus plexippus) 

 

Birds: 

• least Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus; ESA-listed endangered, CESA-listed endangered) 

• golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos; Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Action (BGEPA), 

California Fully Protected Species (FP)) 

• coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica; ESA-listed threatened, 

California Species of Special Concern (SSC)) 

• gray vireo (Vireo vicinior; SSC) 

• southern California rufous-crowned sparrow (Aimophila ruficeps canescens; SSC) 

• vermillion flycatcher (Pyrocephalus rubinus; SSC) 

• yellow warbler (Setophaga petechia; SSC) 

• yellow-breasted chat (Icteria virens; SSC) 

 

Amphibians: 

• western spadefoot (Spea hammondii; CESA-listed candidate endangered) 

• arroyo toad (Anaxyrus californicus; ESA-listed endangered, SSC) 

Mammals:  

• big free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops macrotis; SSC) 

• pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus; SSC) 

• pocketed free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops femorosaccus; SSC) 

• Townsend’s big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii; SSC) 

• western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis californicus; SSC) 

• western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii; SSC) 

 

 

A complete list of the 67 special-status plants and 45 special-status wildlife determined to be present 

or have the potential to occur within the Project survey area is included in Attachments 3.5-F and 3.5-

G of the DEIR (SDG&E 2026).  

 

The Project proposes to impact CDFW’s Crestridge Ecological Reserve (CER), which is comprised of 

three properties: The Conservation Bank property (approximately, 2,377 acres, acquired in 1999); San 

Diego County Water Authority Habitat Management Area (261 acres, acquired in 2002); and the 

Rancho Montana Property (121 acres, acquired in 2002). At approximately 2,759 acres, CER is the 

third-largest CDFW-owned ecological reserve in San Diego County and supports a variety of natural 

vegetation communities (coastal sage scrub, chaparral, oak woodlands, grasslands and riparian 

areas) and over 25 sensitive species. Federally and/or state-listed species known to occur onsite 
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include Hermes copper butterfly, Crotch’s bumble bee, coastal California gnatcatcher, San Diego 

thorn-mint (Acanthomintha ilicifolia; ESA-listed threatened, CESA-listed endangered), Encinitas 

baccharis (Baccharis vanessae; ESA-listed threatened, CESA-listed endangered), and mountain lion 

(Felis concolor; CESA-listed threatened). Additionally, the western extent of CER is designated as a 

key linkage (Linkage H, Interstate 8 at Lakeside) in the San Diego MSCP, connecting MSCP Core 

Resource Areas 8 (McGinty Mountain/Sequan Peak-Dehesa) and 9 (Lake Jennings/Wildcat Canyon-

El Cajon Mountain). This linkage is critical for facilitating wildlife movement across the Interstate 8 

transportation corridor and supporting regional population connectivity for MSCP-covered species 

such as coastal California gnatcatcher. CER is also adjacent to one of the limited known 

occurrences of state-listed Dehesa nolina (Nolina interrata; CESA-listed endangered), an MSCP-

covered Narrow Endemic species whose conservation relies on the protection of intact habitat in this 

area. The Conservation Bank portion of the property is managed in accordance with the 

requirements of the 2004 First Amended and Restated Crestridge Conservation Bank Implementation 

Agreement and associated long-term management plan. An on-site reserve manager ensures the 

property is maintained and managed. Additionally, the site is used extensively for public and 

community environmental educational purposes. 

The Project will temporarily impact a cumulative total of 115.24 acres and permanently impact a 

cumulative total of 119.82 acres of suitable special-status plant species habitat. Of eight total special-

status plant species detected within the Project survey area, the Project will directly impact five 

special-status plants including Munz’s sage, Engelmann oak, Robinson’s pepper grass, Rush like 

bristleweed, and San Diego County viguiera (see Attachment B, Table 2). Per MM-BIO-2, the Project 

proposes to mitigate impacts to one of these species, Munz’s sage, at a minimum 1:1 mitigation ratio 

and in accordance with resource agency permits or agreements.  

 

The Project will temporarily impact a cumulative total of 300.69 acres and permanently impact a 

cumulative total of 234.00 acres of suitable habitat for special-status wildlife species (see Attachment 

B, Table 4). These species include but are not limited to, Crotch’s bumble bee, Hermes checkerspot 

butterfly, Quino checkerspot butterfly, monarch butterfly, least Bell’s vireo, coastal California 

gnatcatcher, golden eagle, western spadefoot, arroyo toad, and various sensitive bat species. The 

Project will also impact U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)-designated critical habitat for Hermes 

copper butterfly and arroyo toad. The Proposed Project alignment also occurs within the Pacific 

Flyway, an important north-south migration corridor for various birds, and riparian areas associated 

with Taylor Creek and Sweetwater Creek provide breeding habitat for least Bell’s vireo and functions 

as a stopover habitat for migratory birds (SDG&E 2026).  

The DEIR proposes Mitigation Measures (MM) BIO-01 through 15 to avoid, minimize, and mitigate 

impacts to sensitive habitats, special-status species, and preserved lands. These measures include 

conditions for the Project to (1) conduct biological surveys and develop exclusion zones for 

Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs), (2) biological monitoring during construction activities, (3) best 

management practices (BMPs) to ensure no harm to biological or aquatic resources, and (4) 

develop and implement a habitat restoration plan for temporary impact areas in accordance with 

any subsequent permits. The Project also proposes compensatory mitigation at a minimum 1:1 ratio 

for permanent impacts to sensitive habitats, species, and conserved lands that cannot be avoided.  
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Per Table 2-12 of the DEIR, SDG&E plans to obtain an Incidental Take Permit pursuant to CESA (Fish & 

G. Code, § 2050 et seq.) and notify for a Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement (LSAA) (Fish & G. 

Code, § 1600 et seq.).  

Timeline: Project construction is anticipated to occur from 2028 through 2032.  

 

Project History: SDG&E first approached CDFW land managers in April of 2025 about obtaining an 

access easement for the Project on CER. On October 9 of that same year, the CPUC hosted a 

Project kick-off meeting with SDG&E and CDFW. At that time, CDFW shared that we were unable to 

voluntarily grant an easement over the specific parcels requested by SDG&E because the parcels 

were transferred to CDFW as mitigation for the San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA) NCCP in 

2011. These parcels are governed by a transfer agreement which restricts voluntary transfer of the 

property, including granting an easement (HMA Agreement). At the October 9, 2025, meeting, 

CDFW requested SDG&E share any Project alternatives which would avoid impacts to CER; however, 

no response nor follow up was received. At an interagency meeting between CPUC and CDFW in 

February of 2026, CDFW again informed the CPUC that SDG&E had not responded to our request for 

Project alternatives nor provided information on the siting criteria associated with developing 

alternatives. At the most recent meeting hosted by CPUC on March 20, 2026, SDG&E responded to 

CDFW’s request and presented information on 14 evaluated alternatives and their criteria for 

selecting its preferred alternative. On April 16, 2026, CDFW provided a written position statement 

letter to the CPUC stating that we do not support the proposed siting of the Project on CDFW land 

and cannot grant an easement for these parcels, as the Proposed Project alignment will impact 

SDCWA mitigation parcels on the CER (Attachment C). On May 8, 2026, SDG&E filed an application 

with the CPUC and requested a PTC for the Proposed Project.  

 

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist the CPUC in adequately 

identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially significant, direct and indirect 

impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. CDFW recognizes the DEIR has been prepared by 

SDG&E and its contractor consultant, an option afforded to SDG&E under General Order 131-E 

(January 2025). While this undertaking may have benefits in supporting a streamlined environmental 

review, our comments below are meant to highlight the challenges associated with developing clear 

and transparent criteria for identifying routing alternatives which are separate and distinct from the 

criteria that would be considered when selecting a preferred Project alternative amongst a range of 

alternatives. 

Specific Comments 

1) Impacts to Crestridge Ecological Reserve. The Proposed Project alignment selected by SDG&E 

would encroach into the CER and directly impact 2.48 acres of permanently conserved land. 

Since 2025, CDFW has not supported the Proposed Project alignment through the CER and has 

consistently communicated this position to SDG&E on the record. Additionally, SDG&E has not 

acknowledged how they would acquire land rights from the State of California, which likely would 

occur through condemnation.   
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The HMA Agreement documents the intent for CER to be protected solely for conservation 

purposes and expressly prohibits the voluntary transfer of any portion of the property, including the 

granting of an easement. In addition, the area proposed to be impacted by the Project serves as 

prior mitigation lands for projects permitted under the San Diego County Water Authority 

NCCP/HCP. Accordingly, use of the CER for Project activities would be inconsistent with the 

conservation purpose and express protections established for the property, as well as its role as 

previously approved mitigation land. During prior scoping meetings with SDG&E, CDFW conveyed 

these concerns and limitations. SDG&E therefore had notice of these restrictions and CDFW’s 

position regarding avoidance of the CER. 

The proposed impact to the CER is also unnecessary. SDG&E has an alternative means of 

accessing the interconnecting transmission line from the south via an existing dirt access road on 

land owned by the Endangered Habitats Conservancy (EHC). As shown in Attachment A, Figure 2, 

this alternative route would continue west along La Cresta Road before turning south toward the 

proposed tie-in location along the existing dirt access road. This alternative is roughly the same 

length as that on the CER, could support overhead or underground components, and would 

require similar real estate hurdles that could be managed by the property owner versus the State 

of California. In contrast, SDG&E’s preferred alternative would require excavation through the 

existing CER access road, resulting in temporary impacts to the species that reside on the property. 

The road is also used for minor through traffic which would be affected by construction. These 

impacts are avoidable given an alternative route could feasibly be used to reach the proposed 

tie-in location.  

CDFW recommends the CPUC not adopt SDG&E’s preferred alternative, require the Project to 

avoid CER, and evaluate the southern alternative route on EHC lands as an alternative. The Final 

EIR should not rely on mitigation to justify an avoidable impact to the CER when an alternative  

route is available for the Project to meet its objectives without impacting conserved lands subject 

to the HMA. If SDG&E contends the southern alternative route is infeasible, the Final EIR should 

clearly identify the specific physical, legal, engineering, or other constraint which prevents its use 

and provide substantial evidence supporting that conclusion. 

2) Project Objectives and Alternatives Analysis. Eight out of the ten Project objectives in the DEIR are 

mostly based on operational, engineering, reliability, and scheduling constraints. While there are 

two objectives that refer to minimizing harm to the environment or having the least amount of 

private injury, the Alternative Analysis does not sufficiently incorporate all land-use criteria into a 

comprehensive or exhaustive treatment of resource impacts by route. As a result, the Alternatives 

Analysis does not adequately identify and compare alternative routes to one another based on 

impacts to biological resources, as an example. 

 

Based on CDFW’s review of the analysis, our primary concern is the weight given to SDG&E’s 

Project objectives in determining which alternatives are eliminated. In Chapter 6 of the DEIR, 

SDG&E describes a four-step process for developing its range of alternatives: (1) outline attainment 

of Project objectives, (2) address feasibility of alternatives, (3) compare significant impacts of the 

Proposed Project and alternatives, and (4) eliminating alternatives. In general, siting and routing of 

linear infrastructure is inherently a land-use compatibility exercise and should first consider land-

uses, biological resources, cultural resources, and other environmental constraints when 

developing potential alternative routes. Instead, the DEIR’s Alternatives Analysis relied on SDG&E-
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defined operational, engineering, and scheduling objectives to eliminate alternatives rather than 

focusing more broadly on environmental criteria to reduce or eliminate alternatives with high 

environmental impacts and retain a reasonable range of alternatives with lesser environmental 

impacts. For example, SDG&E identifies opportunities to parallel existing rights-of-way (Objective 7) 

and prioritize safety  (Objective 8) as Project objectives, but these considerations can affect both 

how alternative routes are developed and whether alternatives are eliminated or retained. 

Consequently, after SDG&E completed their Alternatives Analysis, all 14 alternatives were 

ultimately eliminated from further consideration, primarily because they would not meet the 

proposed 2032 in-service date (Objective 6). Other alternatives were additionally eliminated 

based on potential delays associated with acquiring easements or rights-of-way from the Bureau 

of Indian Affairs (BIA), for example.  

CDFW recognizes engineering, permitting, property acquisition, and scheduling considerations are 

relevant to determining whether an alternative is feasible. However, when these non-

environmental considerations are used to eliminate alternatives before their environmental 

consequences are meaningfully evaluated, the Alternatives Analysis may fail to identify and 

compare alternative routes that could achieve the underlying Project purpose while avoiding or 

substantially reducing impacts to sensitive resources. For instance, the fact that property rights may 

require additional time is not, by itself, sufficient to establish an alternative as infeasible, particularly 

where similar property-right considerations may apply to the Project. For example, acquisition of an 

easement across CDFW property could itself require a lengthy process, as could securing an 

easement from EHC.  

The lack of land-use and biological resource considerations in the Project objectives is particularly 

consequential for a transmission line Project because the location of an alternative route 

determines the extent to which the Project may affect sensitive habitat, conservation lands, 

wildlife movement, and other sensitive resources. Accordingly, a meaningful routing analysis 

should identify, at the outset, areas where energy infrastructure is compatible, focusing firstly on 

developing clear and transparent siting and routing criteria that both highlights opportunities for 

compatibility while simultaneously identifying constraints that should be avoided. In addition, a 

well-designed stakeholder process could have incorporated agency and public input to develop 

siting and routing criteria, land-use conflicts, and compatible areas early in the process.  

For these reasons, CDFW recommends the CPUC, as the Lead Agency, not adopt SDG&E’s 

proposed Project objectives or preferred alternative described in the DEIR, particularly where the 

Proposed Project alignment terminates on the CER. Rather, we request that the CPUC 

independently establish land use criteria to conduct its own, independent evaluation of SDG&E’s 

alternatives to determine whether alternatives were prematurely eliminated or to propose other 

alternatives that were not identified. For biological resources, the analysis should objectively 

compare the extent to which alternatives would affect sensitive or critical habitats, existing or 

proposed preserve areas, wildlife linkages and corridors, and lands subject to or associated with 

adopted or proposed NCCPs/HCPs. The CPUC should then select a preferred alternative based on 

its independent evaluation and disclose the basis for selection in the DEIR.  

3) Impacts to MSCP Preserve (Pre-Approved Mitigation Area). Per the DEIR, a portion of the Proposed 

Project alignment will impact preserved ‘hardline’ areas, specifically the Pre-Approved Mitigation 

Area (PAMA) under the South County MSCP Subarea Plan. Although the DEIR characterizes most 
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of these impacts as temporary, several Project impacts will be permanent, and the Project 

proposes compensatory mitigation at a minimum 1:1 ratio. The DEIR further states these impacts 

are small relative to the overall size of the PAMA; however, this characterization fails to 

acknowledge the PAMA is the highest-priority conservation land within the MSCP and functions as 

the backbone of long-term preserve design. 

The MSCP Subarea Plan has been in place for 29 years, during which the County has conserved 

more than 81,000 acres within the MSCP preserve system. Conservation within the PAMA is 

specifically prioritized because it encompasses areas with high and very high habitat values and 

provides essential habitat for MSCP-covered species (County of San Diego 1997). The proposed 

Project is not a Covered Activity under the County’s Subarea Plan, and therefore its impacts to 

PAMA lands are not consistent with the conservation intent nor the management objectives for 

which the preserve was established. Even impacts deemed “temporary” can degrade habitat 

structure, disrupt species movement, and contribute to incremental loss of ecological function 

within the preserve network. 

Given these concerns, CDFW strongly urges the CPUC to conduct a robust evaluation of 

alternative routes and design modifications that would avoid impacts to the PAMA and the MSCP-

covered species for which the preserve is managed. Avoidance is the preferred mitigation 

strategy under the MSCP framework and is essential to maintaining the integrity of the PAMA as 

the core conservation area within the region. 

4) Impacts to Western Spadefoot. The Project will impact 13.46 acres of suitable upland aestivating 

and foraging habitat for western spadefoot, a candidate species listed as endangered under 

CESA. In addition, Project activities have the potential to directly and indirectly impact western 

spadefoot via temporal loss of habitat, vehicle strikes, entrapment during excavation activities, 

vegetation clearing, grading, noise, fuel spills, and increased human activity. Although the DEIR 

proposes MM BIO-3 to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts to western spadefoot by pre-

construction surveys, vehicle speed limits, BMPs for equipment fueling, restoration of temporary 

impacts, and compensatory mitigation for permanent impacts, the DEIR does not acknowledge 

western spadefoot’s candidacy status under CESA nor acknowledge the need for an Incidental 

Take Permit (ITP) pursuant to CESA.  

a. Protection Status. On September 28, 2026, the California Fish and Game Commission 

accepted a petition to list the western spadefoot as threatened or endangered under 

CESA, determining the listing “may be warranted” and advancing the species to the 

candidacy stage of the CESA listing process (California Fish and Game Commission 2026). 

Western spadefoot is granted full protection under CESA. Take of any endangered, 

threatened, candidate species that results from the Project is prohibited, except as 

authorized by State law (Fish & G. Code, §§ 86, 2062, 2067, 2068, 2080, 2085; Cal. Code 

Regs., tit. 14, § 786.9). Western spadefoot also meets the CEQA definition of rare, 

threatened, or endangered species (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). Therefore, take of western 

spadefoot could require a mandatory finding of significance by the CPUC (CEQA 

Guidelines, § 1565).  

b. Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation. Firstly, CDFW strongly recommends the CPUC 

explore alternative routes to avoid areas of suitable habitat for western spadefoot. The DEIR 

should disclose the alternative routes considered and provide an analysis of their associated 
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impacts on suitable habitat for western spadefoot. If avoidance of suitable habitat areas is 

infeasible, CDFW recommends SDG&E coordinate with us early in the planning process to 

initiate the ITP application process.   

5) Impacts to Crotch’s Bumble Bee. The Project has the potential to impact Crotch’s bumble bee, a 

candidate species listed as endangered under CESA. Based on the DEIR, the Project site contains 

various upland habitats (e.g. coastal sage/chapparal mix, buckwheat scrub, non-native 

grassland, chaparral, and coastal sage scrub) which may provide suitable foraging or nesting 

resources for Crotch’s bumble bee. Crotch’s bumble bee can use a variety of upland land cover 

types for foraging and often nest underground, sometimes occupying abandoned rodent burrows 

(Hatfield et al., 2015). If Crotch’s bumble bees are using burrows on the Project site for nesting, 

direct impacts could result from ground disturbing activities, which could lead to death or injury of 

adults, eggs, and larva, burrow collapse, nest abandonment, and reduced nest success. 

Additionally, the Project may result in temporal or permanent loss of foraging habitat.  

a. Protection Status. The California Fish and Game Commission accepted a petition to list the 

Crotch’s bumble bee as threatened or endangered under CESA, determining the listing 

“may be warranted” and advancing the species to the candidacy stage of the CESA listing 

process. Crotch’s bumble bee is granted full protection under CESA. Take of any 

endangered, threatened, candidate species that results from the Project is prohibited, 

except as authorized by State law (Fish & G. Code, §§ 86, 2062, 2067, 2068, 2080, 2085; Cal. 

Code Regs., tit. 14, § 786.9). In addition, Crotch’s bumble bee has a State ranking of S1/S2. 

This means that Crotch’s bumble bee is considered critically imperiled or imperiled and is 

extremely rare (often five or fewer populations). Crotch’s bumble bee is also listed as an 

invertebrate of conservation priority under the Terrestrial and Vernal Pool Inverts of 

Conservation Priority List4 (CDFW 2017). Crotch’s bumble bee also meets the CEQA 

definition of rare, threatened, or endangered species (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). 

Therefore, take of Crotch’s bumble bee could require a mandatory finding of significance 

by the CPUC (CEQA Guidelines, § 1565). 

b. Surveys and Disclosure. CDFW recommends SDG&E retain a qualified biologist familiar with 

the species to survey the Project site for Crotch’s bumble bee and suitable habitat. Surveys 

should be conducted during the flying season when the species is most likely to be 

detected above ground, between March 1 to September 1 (Thorp et al. 1983). Survey 

should also occur within one year prior to vegetation removal and/or ground disturbance 

and adhere to the Survey Considerations for CESA Candidate Bumble Bee Species5 (CDFW 

2023). The DEIR should provide full disclosure of the presence of Crotch’s bumble bee and 

the Project’s potential impact on Crotch’s bumble bee.  

c. Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation. If the site is determined to be occupied by 

Crotch’s bumble bee, the DEIR should include measures to avoid impacts on Crotch’s 

bumble bee. If Crotch’s bumble bee is present, the qualified biologist should identify the 

location of all nests in or adjacent to the Project site. If nests are identified, 50-foot no-

disturbance buffer zones should be established around nests to reduce the risk of take. 

 

4 https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=149499&inline 
5 https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/CESA 
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Additionally, the DEIR should require consultation with CDFW to determine if a CESA ITP is 

required. In addition, if impacts to floral resources associated with Crotch’s bumble bee 

cannot be avoided, SDG&E should provide compensatory mitigation. Floral resources 

should be replaced as close to their original location as is feasible.  

6) Impacts to Hermes Copper Butterfly Critical Habitat. The Project will impact 18.31 acres (3.1 miles) 

of USFWS-designated critical habitat for Hermes copper butterfly, a threatened species listed 

under the federal ESA. The Project proposes to restore 14.14 acres of temporary impacts and 

mitigate 4.17 acres of permanent impacts to occupied habitat at a minimum 1:1 mitigation ratio. 

Based on CDFW’s review of critical habitat mapping in the DEIR, the Proposed Project alignment 

intersects with critical habitat areas in four separate locations. CDFW strongly urges the CPUC to 

consider the cumulative impacts to the species, explore alternative routes, and design the 

Proposed Project alignment to avoid areas of suitable habitat for Hermes copper butterfly. The 

DEIR should disclose the alternative routes considered and provide an analysis of their associated 

impacts on critical habitat for Hermes copper butterfly. 

7) Impacts to Arroyo Toad Critical Habitat. The Project will impact 0.74 acre (0.8 miles) of USFWS-

designated critical habitat for arroyo toad, an endangered species listed under the federal ESA. 

The Project proposes to restore 0.26 acre of temporary impacts and mitigate 0.48 acres of 

permanent impacts to occupied non-breeding habitat at a minimum 1:1 mitigation ratio. CDFW 

strongly urges the CPUC to explore alternative routes and select a preferred alternative to avoid 

areas of suitable habitat for arroyo toad. The DEIR should disclose the alternative routes  

considered and provide an analysis of their associated impacts on suitable habitat for the arroyo 

toad. 

8) Impacts to Quino Checkerspot Butterfly. The Project will impact 2.38 acres of suitable habitat for 

Quino checkerspot butterfly, an endangered species listed under the federal ESA. The Project 

proposes to restore 1.13 acres of temporary impacts and mitigate 1.25 acres of permanent 

impacts to occupied habitat at a minimum 1:1 mitigation ratio. CDFW strongly urges the CPUC to 

explore alternative routes and select a preferred alternative to avoid areas of suitable habitat for 

Quino checkerspot butterfly. The DEIR should disclose the alternative routes considered and 

provide an analysis of their associated impacts to suitable habitats for Quino checkerspot butterfly.  

9) Impacts to Sensitive Bats. The Project has the potential to impact several special-status bat species, 

including but not limited to, big free-tailed bat, pallid bat, pocketed-free tailed bat, Townsend’s 

big-eared bat, western mastiff and western red bat. Project construction and operation could 

directly and indirectly affect bats through collisions with overhead infrastructure, loss of roosting 

and foraging habitat, tree trimming and removal, construction noise, nighttime lighting, and 

increased human activity. All bats are considered non-game mammals and are afforded 

protection by State law from take and/or harassment (Fish & G. Code § 4150, California Code of 

Regulations § 251.1). The DEIR’s conclusion that impacts to sensitive bats would be less than 

significant is not supported by substantial evidence. The assertion that collision risk is low because 

bats use echolocation does not demonstrate that bats will avoid the specific Project infrastructure, 

and the conclusion that electrocution risk is low or nonexistent based solely on wingspan and 

conductor spacing does not adequately account for bat behavior, flight patterns, or interaction 

with Project structures. The proposed mitigation measures may reduce these impacts but do not 

establish that the impacts will be avoided. The DEIR should therefore provide site-specific 

biological evidence, and a more rigorous analysis of collision, electrocution, roosting, habitat loss, 
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and construction impacts before concluding these impacts to sensitive bats are less than 

significant. 

10) Lake and Streambed Alteration Notification. Per the DEIR, the Project overlaps with 11.59 acres of 

aquatic features that may be subject to CDFW’s Lake and Streambed Alteration Program. CDFW 

has regulatory authority over activities in streams and/or lakes that will divert or obstruct the natural 

flow, or change the bed, channel, or bank (which may include associated riparian resources) of 

any river, stream, or lake or use material from a river, stream, or lake. For any such activities, the 

Project applicant (or " entity") must provide written notification to CDFW pursuant to section 1600 

et seq. of the Fish and Game Code. Based on this notification and other information, CDFW 

determines whether a Lake and Stream bed Alteration Agreement (LSAA) with the applicant is 

required prior to conducting the proposed activities. CDFW's issuance of an LSAA for a Project that 

is subject to CEQA will require CEQA compliance actions by CDFW as a Responsible Agency. To 

minimize additional requirements by CDFW pursuant to section 1600 et seq. and/or under CEQA, 

the DEIR should fully identify the potential impacts to the stream or riparian resources and provide 

adequate avoidance, mitigation, monitoring, and reporting commitments for issuance of the 

LSAA. CDFW appreciates SDG&E’s plan to submit a Lake and Streambed Alteration Notification to 

CDFW, and we look forward to coordinating with SDG&E on this process.  

 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and negative 

declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make subsequent or 

supplemental environmental determinations. (Pub. Resources Code, § 21003, subd. I.) Accordingly, 

please report any special status species and natural communities detected during Project surveys to 

CNDDB. The CNDDB website6 provides directions regarding the types of information that should be 

reported and allows on-line submittal of field survey forms. 

In addition, information on special status native plant populations and sensitive natural communities 

should be submitted to CDFW’s Vegetation Classification and Mapping Program using the Combined 

Rapid Assessment and Relevé Form7. 

The CPUC should ensure data collected for the preparation of the DEIR is properly submitted. 

FILING FEES 

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment of filing fees 

is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the Lead Agency and 

serve to help defray the cost of environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the fee is required in 

order for the underlying project approval to be operative, vested, and final. (Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, 

§ 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 21089.) 

 

6 https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB   
7 https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VegCAMP/Natural-Communities/Submit  

Docusign Envelope ID: 4447BF77-1BD6-8074-822C-5FB6BBC1145B

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VegCAMP/Natural-Communities/Submit
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VegCAMP/Natural-Communities/Submit
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/VegCAMP/Natural-Communities/Submit


Connie Chen 

California Public Utilities Commission  

September 28, 2026 

Page 13 

CONCLUSION 

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the NOP to assist the CPUC in identifying and 

mitigating Project impacts on biological resources. 

 

Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed to Alison Kalinowski, 

Environmental Scientist, at (858) 775-6320 or Alison.Kalinowski@wildlife.ca.gov.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Glen M. Lubcke 

Environmental Program Manager 

South Coast Region 
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ATTACHMENT A: FIGURE 1. PROJECT LOCATION (SOURCE: SDG&E 2026) 
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ATTACHMENT A: FIGURE 2. CDFW PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT  

TO AVOID CRESTRIDGE ECOLOGICAL RESERVE 
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ATTACHMENT B: TABLE 1 

Table 1. Impacts to Vegetation Communities and Land Covers within the Project Survey Area8 

Vegetation Community or Land Cover 

Type 

Existing 

Acreage 

(acres) 

Temporary 

Impacts (acres) 

Permanent 

Impacts (acres) 

Riparian    

Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest 7.97 0.01 0.03 

Non-Vegetated  4.59 - - 

Riparian Woodland 5.06 - - 

Uplands   

Agriculture  1.74 - - 

Buckwheat Scrub 5.65 0.10 0.27 

Chaparral 168.48 3.47 4.27 

Coastal Sage Scrub 225.18 4.54 3.00 

Coastal Sage Scrub/Chaparral Mix 43.35 0.95 0.57 

Landscaped/Ornamental 29.46 1.31 0.01 

Non-Native Grassland 14.64 2.19 - 

Open Engelmann Oak Woodland 1.10 - - 

Open Oak Woodland 1.70 - - 

Other Cover Types   

Developed 73.40 10.94 0.24 

Disturbed 41.99 19.85 0.08 

Bare Ground 26.41 6.41 0.16 

Concrete-Lined Channel <0.01 - - 

Total 654.33 49.78 8.62 

 

ATTACHMENT B: TABLE 2 

Table 2. Impacts to Occupied Special-Status Plant Species Habitat9 

Species  California Rare 

Plant Rank (CRPR)  

Temporary Impacts (acres) Permanent Impacts 

(acres) 

Munz’s sage 2B.2 0.12 0.09 

Engelmann oak  4.2 <0.01 <0.01 

Robinson’s pepper 

grass 

4.3 
<0.01 <0.01 

Rush like bristleweed 4.3 <0.01 <0.01 

San Diego County 

viguiera 

4.3 
1.40 1.41 

 

8 Per Section 3.5.1 of the DEIR, the survey area included a 150-foot buffer from the Project footprint, including 

the existing substation, transmission line alignment, and staging and access areas. The survey area 

encompasses areas of temporary and permanent impacts associated with the Project (SDG&E 2026). 

 
9 A full list of special-status plant species that occur or have the potential to occur and impacts to suitable 

habitat are listed in Table 3.5-3 of the DEIR. 
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ATTACHMENT B: TABLE 3 

Table 3. Impacts to USFWS-Designated Critical Habitat 

Species Critical Habitat Temporary Impacts 

(acres) 

Permanent Impacts 

(acres) 

Total Impacts 

(acres) 

arroyo toad 0.26 0.48 0.74 

Hermes copper 

butterfly 
14.41 4.17 18.31 

 

ATTACHMENT B: TABLE 4 

Table 4. Impacts to Special-Status Wildlife Species Habitat 

Species  Status10 Temporary Impacts 

(acres) 

Permanent 

Impacts (acres) 

Total Impacts 

(acres) 

Invertebrates 

quino checkerspot 

butterfly 

FE 
4.54 3.00 7.54 

Hermes copper 

butterfly 

FT 
9.06 8.11 17.17 

Crotch’s bumble 

bee 

SCE 
11.25 8.11 19.36 

monarch butterfly - 32.42 8.22 40.64 

Birds 

bald eagle BGEPA, SE, FP 0.00 0.00 0.00 

golden eagle 
BGEPA, WL, 

FP 
11.15 7.83 18.98 

least Bell’s vireo FE, SE 0.01 0.03 0.04 

coastal California 

gnatcatcher 

FT, SSC 
4.64 3.27 7.91 

gray vireo SSC 4.47 4.27 8.74 

southern California 

rufous-crowned 

sparrow 

SCC 

3.47 4.27 7.74 

vermillion 

flycatcher 

SSC 
0.00 0.00 0.00 

yellow warbler SSC 0.01 0.03 0.04 

 

10 Explanation of federal and state listing codes: 

-FE: Federally Endangered 

-BGEPA: Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act 

-SE: State Endangered 

-ST: State Threatened 

-SCE: State Candidate  

-SSC: Species of Special Concern 

-FP: Fully Protected Species  
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yellow-breasted 

chat 

SSC 
0.01 0.03 0.04 

Bell’s sparrow WL 8.96 7.83 16.79 

Cooper’s hawk WL 0.01 0.03 0.04 

prairie falcon WL 11.25 8.11 19.36 

sharp-shinned hawk WL 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Amphibians 

arroyo toad FE, SSC 0.18 0.44 0.62 

western spadefoot SCE 3.9 9.56 13.46 

large-blotched 

salamander 

WL 
0.01 0.03 0.04 

Reptiles 

California glossy 

snake 

SSC 11.25 8.11 19.36 

coast horned lizard SSC 11.25 8.11 19.36 

coast patch-nosed 

snake 

SSC 9.06 8.11 17.17 

coastal rosy boa - 8.96 7.83 16.79 

coastal whiptail SSC 9.07 8.14 17.21 

red-diamond 

rattlesnake 

SSC 11.26 8.14 19.40 

San Diego banded 

gecko 

SSC 9.06 8.11 17.17 

San Diego 

mountain 

kingsnake 

- 0.01 0.03 0.04 

San Diego ringneck 

snake 

- 11.25 8.11 19.36 

Southern California 

legless lizard 

SSC 8.97 7.87 16.84 

Southwestern pond 

turtle 

SSC 0.03 0.05 0.08 

Two-striped garter 

snake  

SSC 8.97 7.87 16.84 

Coronado skink WL 11.25 8.11 19.36 

orange-throated 

whiptail 

WL 9.06 8.11 17.17 

Mammals 

American badger SSC 6.83 3.27 10.10 

San Diego desert 

woodrat 
SSC 9.06 8.11 17.17 

Big free-tailed bat SSC 3.47 4.27 7.74 

Fringed myotis SSC 11.26 8.14 19.40 

Mexican long-

tongued bat 
SSC 1.31 0.01 1.32 
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Pallid bat SSC 11.26 8.14 19.40 

Pocketed free-

tailed bat 
SSC 8.96 7.83 16.79 

Townsend’s big-

eared bat 
SSC 11.26 8.14 19.40 

western mastiff bat SSC 11.26 8.14 19.40 

western red bat SSC 11.26 8.14 19.40 

western yellow bat  SSC 0.01 0.03 0.04 
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ATTACHMENT C. CDFW POSITION STATEMENT LETTER 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA  GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE  MEGHAN HERTEL, Director 

South Coast Region 

3883 Ruffin Road 

San Diego, CA 92123 
wildlife.ca.gov 

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870 

April 16, 2026 

Jennifer Ramp 

Regional Project Outreach Manager 

8326 Century Park Court, CP42S2 

San Diego, CA 92123 

Jramp@sdge.com 

 

Subject: Position on the Proposed San Diego Gas & Electric Project 

Application for the Suncrest 230 kV Loop-in Project  

Dear Jennifer Ramp: 

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has received notice of the Project 

Application for the Suncrest 230 kV Loop-in Project (Project) that San Diego Gas & Electric 

(SDG&E) is proposing to file with the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). We are 

providing our position on the proposed Project pursuant to CPUC General Order No. 131-E 

(adopted Jan. 30, 2025), Section VII. (Transmission Line, Power Line and Substation Facilities), 

Part A., No. 2 (g). 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide CDFW’s position regarding the proposed Project 

that may affect California fish and wildlife. Likewise, CDFW appreciates the opportunity to 

provide future comments at a later date regarding those aspects of the Project that CDFW, 

by law, may be required to carry out or approve through the exercise of its own regulatory 

authority under the Fish and Game Code. 

CDFW Role 

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those resources 

in trust by statute for all the people of the State (Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7, subd. (a) & 1802; 

Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd. (a)). CDFW, in its trustee 

capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of fish, 

wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically sustainable populations of those 

species (Fish & G. Code, § 1802). Similarly, for purposes of CEQA, CDFW is charged by law to 
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provide, as available, biological expertise during public agency environmental review 

efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that have the potential to 

adversely affect fish and wildlife resources. 

When CPUC formally initiates its CEQA Lead Agency responsibilities and requests public 

comments from public agencies and the public on the Project, CDFW expects that it may 

need to exercise regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code. As proposed, 

for example, the Project may be subject to CDFW’s lake and streambed alteration 

regulatory authority (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the extent implementation 

of the Project as proposed may result in “take” as defined by State law1 of any species 

protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, § 2050 et 

seq.) or the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish & G. Code, §1900 et seq.), SDG&E may 

seek related take authorization as provided by the Fish and Game Code. CDFW also 

administers the Natural Community Conservation Planning (NCCP) program, a California 

regional habitat conservation planning program (Fish and Game Code 2800 et seq.). SDG&E 

has participated in this program since 1995 and is currently contemplating an amendment 

to its inoperative Plan.  

Crestridge Ecological Reserve 

Crestridge Ecological Reserve (CER) is comprised of three properties: The Conservation Bank 

property (approximately, 2,377 acres, acquired in 1999); San Diego County Water Authority 

Habitat Management Area (261 acres, acquired in 2002); and the Rancho Montana 

Property (121 acres, acquired in 2002). At approximately 2,759 acres, CER is the third-largest 

CDFW-owned ecological reserve in San Diego County and supports a variety of natural 

vegetation communities (coastal sage scrub, chaparral, oak woodlands, grasslands and 

riparian areas) and over 25 sensitive species. Federally and/or state-listed species known to 

occur onsite include San Diego thorn-mint (Acanthomintha ilicifolia), Encinitas baccharis 

(Baccharis vanessae), Hermes copper butterfly (Lycaena hermes), Crotch’s bumble bee 

(Bombus crotchii), coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica), and 

mountain lion (Felis concolor). Additionally, the western extent of CER is designated as a key 

linkage (Linkage H, Interstate 8 at Lakeside) in the Subregional Multiple Species Conservation 

 

1 “Take” is defined in Section 86 of the Fish and Game Code as “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt 

to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill.” 
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Program (MSCP), connecting MSCP Core Resource Areas 8 (McGinty Mountain/Sequan 

Peak-Dehesa) and 9 (Lake Jennings/Wildcat Canyon-El Cajon Mountain). This linkage is 

critical for facilitating wildlife movement across the Interstate 8 transportation corridor and 

supporting regional population connectivity for MSCP-covered species such as coastal 

California gnatcatcher. CER is also adjacent to one of the limited known occurrences of 

state-listed Dehesa bear-grass (Nolina interrata), an MSCP-covered Narrow Endemic species 

whose conservation relies on the protection of intact habitat in this area. 

The Conservation Bank portion of the property is managed in accordance with the 

requirements of the 2004 First Amended and Restated Crestridge Conservation Bank 

Implementation Agreement and associated long-term management plan. An on-site reserve 

manager ensures the property is maintained and managed. Additionally, the site is used 

extensively for public and community environmental educational purposes. 

Prior Coordination 

SDG&E first approached CDFW land managers in April of 2025 about obtaining an easement 

for its proposed project on CER. On October 9th of that same year, CPUC hosted a project 

kick-off meeting with SDG&E and CDFW. At that time, CDFW shared that we are unable to 

voluntarily grant an easement over the specific parcels requested by SDG&E because the 

parcels were transferred to CDFW as mitigation for the San Diego County Water Authority 

(SDCWA) NCCP in 2011. These parcels are governed by a transfer agreement which restricts 

voluntary transfer of the property, including granting an easement (HMA Agreement). At the 

October 2025 meeting, CDFW requested SDG&E share any Project alternatives which would 

avoid impacts to CER; however, no response or follow up was received. At an interagency 

meeting between CPUC and CDFW in February of 2026, CDFW again informed the CPUC 

that SDG&E had not responded to our request for Project alternatives nor provided 

information on the siting criteria associated with developing alternatives. At the most recent 

meeting hosted by CPUC on March 20, 2026, SDG&E responded to CDFW’s request and 

presented information on 14 evaluated alternatives and their criteria for selecting its 

preferred alternative.  

Position Statement on Proposed Project 

We are aware that SDG&E will submit a Permit to Construct application accompanied by an 

applicant prepared Environmental Impact Report (EIR) evaluating the preferred alternative, 
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potential environmental impacts, and reasons for dismissal of other Project alternatives. As 

currently proposed, the Project would impact the SDCWA mitigation parcels on the CER. 

CDFW does not support the proposed siting of the Project on CDFW land and cannot grant 

an easement for these parcels.  

Once CPUC initiates its CEQA Lead Agency responsibilities, we will work closely with the 

CPUC, as required, to provide comments and recommendations on the proposed Project.  

We expect to provide detailed comments on the Notice of Preparation and will remain 

engaged in the CPUC’s environmental review process as the proposed Project is evaluated 

and its potential impacts are presented to agencies and the public. 

Conclusion 

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to provide our perspective on the proposed Project. 

Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed to Paola Perez, 

Environmental Scientist, at (858) 354-2413 or Paola.Perez@wildlife.ca.gov.  

Sincerely, 

Glen M. Lubcke 

Environmental Program Manager 

South Coast Region 

 

Attachments 
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Glen M. Lubcke, Environmental Program Manager 

Hans Sin, Environmental Program Manager 

Jennifer Turner, Senior Environmental Scientist (Supervisor) 

Jason Price, Senior Environmental Scientist (Supervisor) 

Paola Perez, Environmental Scientist 
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United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

Jonathan Snyder, Acting Field Supervisor  

 

California Public Utilities Commission 

Michelle Wilson, Program and Project Supervisor 

Tharon Wright, Public Utilities Regulatory Analyst IV 
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