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would you make sure please that we have your first 
2 name, first and last name properly spelled for the 

court reporter. 
4 PATRICIA ARONS: My name is Patricia Arons, 

5 P-a-t-r-i-c-i-a, A-r-o-n-s. That's one A. 

6 Edison would like to commend the joint 

agency approach to undertaking designation of 
8 corridors. I believe it's a very important process 

for ensuring and preserving our ability to build 
10 energy infrastructure into the future, so my 

11 compliments undertaking this. And I believe that 

12 you'll find that it's going to have a very enduring 
13 impact on the energy industry. 
14 I'd like to begin my comments by suggesting 
15 that you think about some expected outcomes of 

16 designating energy corridors. From Edison's 

17 perspective as we look at increasing load growth in 

18 Southern California and increasing transmission 
19 related services to new market based generation and 

2 o new renewable regeneration what we see is that 

2 1 there's tremendous pressure to build new transmission 

2 2 to meet these obligations for the future. 

2 3 So the expected outcomes that we would like 

2 4 you to begin to focus on would be to expedite 

2 5 environmental permitting for new projects as they 
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1 cross federal land. And in helping that, interagency 

protocols would be useful so that as you have a 
3 single project that involves use of different federal 

4 lands under different agency jurisdiction, having a 

5 set of protocols would greatly ease the burden on 

utilities in accomplishing and developing a 
7 particular project. 

8 We'd also ask that this process take into 

9 consideration planned projects that utilities are 

10 beginning to look at. At Edison we have our 

11 transmission grid under the control of the California 

12 Independent System Operator. And through that 

13 process of working with IS0 related staff we look at 

14 a planning horizon that is generally a ten year 

15 planning horizon but we also try to incorporate into 

16 our thinking long-term needs as to what we think the 

17 growth requirements would be out for 20 years. So 

18 begin to think about the time horizon in which you're 

1 9  designating corridors for the future. 

2 o And I think one other point in terms of a 

2 1 designated outcome to be thinking about is those 

2 2 federal policies that will preserve our ability to 

2 3 build energy infrastructure through federal corridors 

2 4 is going to be very important. And I get into that 

2 5 later on in my talking points. 
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1 We've got some comments included here on the 

2 importance of a sufficient corridor width, and I talk 

3 a little bit about how wide that should be. A single 

4 transmission line might require right-of-way width of 

5 200 feet. And if you're talking about multiple 

6 transmission lines, you don't always site those 

7 transmission lines immediately adjacent to each 

8 other, as I discuss, because of the liability 

vulnerabilities that you can actually build into the 
10 system. 

11 But we're suggesting that from the 

12 perspective of electric infrastructure you think 

13 about corridor widths that are about a mile wide. 

14 And that would give us opportunity to put two lines 

15 adjacent to each other with a third line having about 

16 a 2,000 foot separation for liability reasons. 

17 And we have, at Edison we use a 2,000 foot 

1 8  separation as kind of a benchmark that came out of 

19 the planning of the California/Oregon transmission 

2 o project. It was an activity that was undertaken in 

2 1 the mid '80s I believe where we looked at separating 

2 2 a third 500 KV line from the Pacific Northwest which 

2 3 was the existing two 500 KV lines had a capability of 

2 4 transporting 3200 meg watts from the Oregon area down 

2 5 into California, and the project was the third 500 KV 
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1 line. 

2 And in the course of doing the studies we 

3 found that if there were a common event that could 

effect all three lines simultaneously, that we had 

some very adverse consequences that we were dealing 
6 with. So separation of those electric facilities 

7 became a critical issue. And as we look at energy 

corridors for building transmission, you really do 

need to incorporate in your thinking some sort of 
10 standard for separation so that you do not build in 

11 vulnerabilities into what you're doing. 

12 And I do have a copy of that corridor 

13 separation report that was prepared for the 

14 California energy -- I'm sorry, for the 

15 California/Oregon transmission project that will give 

16 you some background and thinking. Actually discussed 

17 in that report was very -- I'm going into this 

18 elaborate because I actually wrote the report for the 

19 committee and spent a lot of time researching 

2 o reliability and where it really came from. 

2 1 But stemming from the 1965 blackout there 

2 2 was a great report that was written by the Federal 

2 3 Energy Regulatory Commission as a report to the 

2 4 President, and it really talked about one of the 

2 5 recommendations was getting adequate separation for 
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reliability reasons. So I would direct you or 

suggest that you perhaps includeyhat in your 
3 comments. I think another -- 

4 JERRY PELL: Excuse me, Miss Arons, will you 

be able to provide us with a copy of that report for 
6 the record? 

7 PATRICIA ARONS: We'll attach it to our 

* formal comments that we plan on filing. 
9 JERRY PELL: Excellent. Thank you. 

10 PATRICIA ARONS: I may actually be able to 

11 get my hands on the original 1965 report to the 

12 President that was published by the Federal Energy 

13 Regulatory Commission. That would be another useful 

14 document to refer to. 

15 The other suggestion that we included here 

1 6  in our talking points is that security of course 

17 today is a big concern. And as you go about 

18 publishing information, making it generally 

19 available, I think you want to be somewhat guarded 

2 o about designating corridors for specific energy uses. 

2 1 In fact, I would suggest you don't even designate an 

2 2 energy corridor, that you designate it as a corridor 

2 3 and deal with the issue of what it is used for on a 

2 4 case-by-case basis. 

2 5 I think also coordination with state, local 
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and tribal government agencies are very important. 
2 In California we have adopted -- the state has 

adopted a renewable portfolio standard that requires 

utilities to purchase up to 20 percent of their 

energy needs from renewable resources by 2017, 

although they're talking about accelerating that to 
7 2010. I don't know if that's happened yet. I 

haven't really followed that that closely. 
9 But what's important about that is renewable 

10 resources tend to be remotely located. They require 

11 substantial transmission to connect to the utility 

12 grid, and they're going to in all likelihood go to 

13 federal land. 

14 The state of California actually is, 

15 stemming from their renewable portfolio standard, is 

16 considering undertaking an activity to do corridor 

17 designation on state land. And one of the things 

18 that would be a useful outcome from a utility 

19 perspective is to have some sort of alignment so that 

2 o you can coordinate use of federal corridors with 

2 1 state corridors and assure access between the two. 

2 2 You don't want to see a north/south corridor across 

2 3 federal lands and an east/west corridor immediately 

2 4 adjacent over state lands that make it almost 

2 5 impossible to make access to the two readily 
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1 available. 

2 Tribal governments I think are looking at -- 

3 first of all, they have extraordinary energy 

4 resources that are beginning to be developed. And I 

believe that it's really important to incorporate 

tribal energy development and tribal meetings into 
7 this process. 

8 Federal policies that I think were 

particularly interested is that as we develop energy 
10 corridors at the federal level, access across private 

11 lands to be able to access those corridors become 

12 critical. And growth as developed in more and more 

13 remote areas tends to close off corridors. And so we 

14 have policies both at the state and federal level 

15 that limit our ability to carry property in rates 

16 unless they're associated with a particular project. 

17 And I think that if we had a federal policy 

18 that was in alignment with a corridor designation 

19 process that would say that incorporates in 

2 o particular you could hold right-of-way in rates in 

2 1 order to access those federal corridors for the 

2 2 eventual development of a transmission facility. So 

2 3 federal policy that would encourage and preserve that 

2 4 ability would be particularly important. 

2 5 Your schedule is very optimistic. In 
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California spring bloom is critical in any 
2 environmental assessment that we do. And any new 

corridors that are developed included in your Draft 
4 PEIS for the spring of this year won't have spring 

5 bloom data in all likelihood. And you might want to 

think about data adequacy and valid designation of 

these corridors as being an important part of what 

your goals should be. 
9 We own extensive transmission facilities, 

10 and it's important to us to preserve our ability to 

11 use our existing corridors through federal lands. 

12 And we think it might be a sensible thing to do to 

13 define corridors around existing facilities that 

14 would at the very least allow us to site new 

15 transmission adjacent to existing facilities, or at 

1 6  least within some reasonable separation for 

17 reliability. 

18 I've listed on my talking points some 

19 particular federal lands that we had major 

2 o transmission through where we're particularly 

2 1 concerned about our ability to build in the future as 

2 2 well. 

2 3 And finally I would suggest that we consider 

2 4 a periodic review of this. This is going to be a 

2 5 very valuable process as time goes by and the world 
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changes. I'm a transmission planner and I can tell 

you every year I deal with a new set of facts as I do 

my work. And so you need some sort of periodic 

update, and I would suggest perhaps a five to ten 

year cycle that would ensure that the designated 

corridors are consistent and meet or satisfy the 

energy development needs in the west. 
8 So I thank you for allowing me to perhaps go 

over my five minute limit by a few minutes, and I 
10 appreciate the opportunity to comment. 

11 JERRY PELL: Thank you. Thank you very 

12 much. Very valuable comments. I especially 

13 appreciate the comments on corridor width because 

14 this has been a technical issue we've been struggling 

15 with at DOE in previous NEPA documents as to what 

16 constitutes an appropriate corridor for study. So 

17 your remarks and whatever information you bring to 

18 bear on that subject will certainly be available. 

19 And thank you again for that corridor 

2 o separation report in advance for when we get it. And 

2 1 I also want to thank you for enlightening me about 

2 2 Indian tribes. I did neglect to ask whether there 

2 3 were any Indian tribal representatives present that 

2 4 wish to speak, for which I apologize. Are there any? 

2 5 Okay. Thanks again, Ms. Arons. 
















