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Response to Comment Set C.189:  Laurie De Santis-Staschik and Family 

C.189-1 Thank you for your opinions regarding Alternative 5. To clarify, ground water and surface water 
would not be poisoned as a result of the Project. See response to Comment C.189-2, below. 
Furthermore, background checks of maintenance personnel are the responsibility of SCE and are 
not considered an environmental issue to be discussed in the Draft EIR/EIS.    

C.189-2 The supply and quality of water resources, including in the Leona Valley, would not be significantly 
affected by the proposed Project or an alternative. As discussed in Section C.8 (Hydrology and 
Water Quality) of the EIR/EIS, implementation of the proposed Project or an alternative is not 
expected to significantly interfere with groundwater supply and recharge (Criterion HYD2), or with 
existing surface water drainage patterns (Criterion HYD3). If the proposed Project or an alternative 
is approved, the required implementation of mitigation measures during construction and operation 
would ensure protection of water resources. Therefore, the impacts as described by the commenter 
would not occur. 

C.189-3 Your concerns will be shared with the decision-makers who are reviewing the proposed Project and 
Alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. Please note that air quality impacts during 
construction for Alternative 5 have been identified as significant and unavoidable (Class I). With 
respect to issues regarding Megan’s Law, please see the response to Comment C.189-1, above.   

C.189-4 We recognize that Alternative 5 would constrain the ability to aggressively fight a wildland fire in 
the vicinity of the route, and would create additional fire risks to inhabited areas such as Leona 
Valley and Agua Dulce (see discussion in Section D.5). Your concerns will be shared with the 
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the 
CPUC. 

C.189-5 Please see General Response GR-2 regarding property acquisition. The total cost of land acquisition 
associated with Alternative 5, if approved, has not been determined. 

C.189-6 To clarify, between the Antelope Substation and the point at which the transmission line enters the 
existing Pardee-Vincent corridor, single-circuit 500-kV towers would be built as part of the Project. 
 Within the Pardee-Vincent corridor, the existing northernmost single-circuit 500-kV towers 
(installed with 220-kV transmission lines) located within the corridor would be replaced with new 
double-circuit 500-kV towers to accommodate both the existing 220-kV line and the new 500-kV 
line. The double-circuit towers indicated that up to two separate 500-kV lines could be installed and 
no not result in a 1000 kV line.  Please see General Response GR-3 regarding EMF concerns. 

C.189-7 Although radio and television interference (RI/TVI) can occur from transmission lines this is not a 
common and widespread phenomenon along transmission lines. The radio and television 
interference can vary from “static” sounds on AM radios to distorted TV reception and magnetic 
fields can cause computer monitors/screens to flicker. The majority of RI/TVI problems are traced 
to local electric distribution lines that serve residences and businesses, not high voltage transmission 
lines. When RI/TVI is generated by a line it does attenuate with lateral distance from transmission 
lines and is typically not an issue beyond a few hundred feet. As such, emergency and business 
operations would not be severely impacted as described by the commenter. 

 Please see the response to Comment E.18-7 regarding visual simulations. Please note that single-
circuit 500-kV towers range from 113 to 178 feet. Double-circuit 500-kV towers range from 175 to 
220 feet. 

 Impacts to towers resulting from an earthquake are discussed in Draft EIR/EIS Section C.5 under 
Impact G-4 and G-5 and would be less than significant with implementation of mitigation measures. 


