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Response to Comment Letter F
Sunsweet Growers, Inc.
May 1, 2009
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F-1

The project would not result in transmission line construction activity outside of
PG&E’s existing right-of-way. All right-of-way agreements between PG&E and
underlying landowners (such as those represented by Sunsweet Growers, Inc.)
contain specific terms of use regarding access to and construction, operation,
and maintenance activity allowed on such lands. This project, and the
associated CSLC CEQA process, does not modify the conditions of these
existing right-of-way agreements.
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F-2

Comment acknowledged. Please refer to response F-1. Pursuant to PG&E’s
right-of-way joint use policy, project construction shall not infringe on normal
operations, especially during the harvest season. PG&E was provided a copy of
this letter on May 13, 2009, has reviewed this comment, and is aware of the
commenter's concern. PG&E has further committed to work with Sunsweet
Growers, Inc. to ensure that harvest times are not affected by proposed
transmission line construction work.
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Additionally, Mitigation Measure AGR-3 requires that PG&E provide advanced
notification of project activity to all landowners, aerial applicators, and the Sutter
and Yuba County farm bureaus to provide adequate warning of construction
activity. This mitigation measure would ensure that all landowners along the
alignment are notified of pending construction activity. Advanced noticing
requirements are also outlined in Mitigation Measure NOI-1d, which requires
PG&E to provide advance notice (between two and four weeks prior to
construction), by mail, to all sensitive receptors and residences within 300 feet of
construction sites, staging areas, and access roads. This advance notice
requirement would also require that a mechanism be set up for contacting PG&E
and/or the construction contractor to ensure that community members can
coordinate rescheduling, such as suggested in the commenter’s letter. The
inclusion of Mitigation Measures AGR-3 and NOI-1d would provide adequate
notice to underlying or adjacent property owners who may be affected by project
construction. Provision of such notice would allow concerned landowners or
agricultural operators (such as Sunsweet Growers, Inc.) the opportunity to
contact PG&E or the construction contractor to work out harvest timing concerns.
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