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i am writing this ietter o express my opposition to the Aliernaiive 5 option of tins
proposed new power line and in favor of the forest line proposed route.

i own a lot iocated at §156 Oid Stage Road in Agua Dulce and am cuirently building a
house an the property. | specifically selected this fot for development because of the
view it provides of the Vasquez Rocks area. Now, two years later you are proposing
to put a power line across the valley right in fornt of that view and, for all practical
purposes, too close to my house and iot.

| could possibly see using this alternative 5 route if it offered a “better way” of doing
business or was more efficient, but based on the data I've seen to date, this route is
actually one of the worst (if not the worst) of all the choices presented. Below | will list
the “Cons” of picking this route over the initially proposed forest line route (through
the national forest land).

Comparing Alternative 5 to the forest line proposed route (Cons):

1)  More expensive (ten miles longer, must buy/acquire a lot of
privaie land, etc.)

2) 30+ percent longer - much more intrusive footprint on the
environment and local community.

3) Must acquire extensive right of way from existing private land
(vs. existing already acquired right of way in forest).

4) Ruins views of existing private land already developed or
being developed.
5) Disrupts development projects currently underway or soon to D.48-1
be underway.

B8) Creates more pollution for the environment - both during
construction and under future annual maintenance/operaton.

7)  There is a possible electromagnetic effect to the people who
will be living close 1o this line (vs. virtually no one ciose to the line in the forest land).

The only “Pro” reason | have been able to discover (for using Alternative 5 vs. the
forest line route) is that this will prevent a second power line across forest land (even
though it will be on or close to the existing line power line now in the forest land).

In conclusion then, It appears the Alternate 5 will be more environmentally damaging
than the forest line route; will cause more poliution, both during construction and
afterwards; will cost more to construct; will be more disruptive to the surrounding
communlty will certainly be more lltzgious will be longer and therefore more intrusive
overall; and will take longer to implement.

DO NOT USE ALTERNATIVE 5! VQF; /{ b
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Response to Comment Set D.48: Richard Ricci
D.48-1 Your comment and concerns will be shared with the decision-makers who are reviewing the Project

and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. Please also see General Response GR-
3 regarding EMF concerns.
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