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Response to Comment Set C.44:  Laurie Ostrom 

C.44-1 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures and the review period for the 
Draft EIR/EIS. Please also see General Response GR-4 regarding the identification of a non-NFS 
lands alternative. On September 13, the CPUC and the Forest Service formally extended the public 
review period for the Draft EIR/EIS to October 3, 2006. 

C.44-2 A discussion of the geologic, seismic, and paleontologic impacts of Alternative 5 can be found in 
Section C.5.10.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Mitigation Measure G-4 (Minimize Project Structures 
within Active Fault Zone) has been identified to reduce impacts associated with overhead active 
fault crossings to less-than-significant levels. 

C.44-3 Your comment is consistent with the findings of the Draft EIR/EIS. A discussion of the noise 
impacts associated with Alternative 5 can be found in Section C.10.10 of the EIR/EIS. 

C.44-4 Your comment is consistent with the findings of the Draft EIR/EIS. A discussion of the noise 
impacts associated with Alternative 5 can be found in Section C.10.10 of the EIR/EIS. 

C.44-5 A discussion of the noise impacts associated with Alternative 5 can be found in Section C.11.10 of 
the EIR/EIS. While construction of Alternative 5 would generate the greatest amount of demand 
placed on public services as compared to the proposed Project and other project alternatives 
provided in the Draft EIR during construction, the maintenance of this line would be identical to the 
proposed Project and other Alternatives. Therefore, Alternative 5 would not have greater public 
service impacts related to line maintenance. Furthermore, while the Alternative 5 route is the 
longest, resulting in the greatest potential demand on public services during construction, as 
identified in Section C.11 (Public Services) on Draft EIR Page C.11-8, these potential impacts were 
determined to be less than significant. 

C.44-6 Your comment is consistent with the findings of the Draft EIR/EIS. A discussion of the traffic 
impacts associated with Alternative 5 can be found in Section C.13.10 of the EIR/EIS. 

C.44-7 Your comment is consistent with the findings of the Draft EIR/EIS. A discussion of the air quality 
impacts associated with Alternative 5 can be found in Section C.2.10 of the EIR/EIS, and a 
discussion of impacts to utilities is presented in Section C.14.10. 

C.44-8 Your comment is consistent with the findings of the Draft EIR/EIS. A discussion of the estimated 
waste generated by Alternative 5 can be found in Section C.14.10 of the EIR/EIS. 

C.44-9 The proposed Project and each of the alternative routes would result in impacts to a number of issue 
areas that include biological resources (Section C.3), cultural resources (Section C.4), hydrology 
and water quality (Section C.8), recreation (Section C.9), and visual resources (C.15), which are 
discussed in the aforementioned sections of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

C.44-10 A number of alternative routes were identified during the Scoping process to avoid the impacts of 
SCE’s proposed Project. See General Response GR-4 regarding the alternatives identification 
process for the Project, and General Response GR-5 regarding the noticing procedures for the Draft 
EIR/EIS. 

C.44-11 As described in Section C.15.1.1, the Forest Service adopted the Scenery Management System 
(SMS) in its 2005 Forest Management Plan. The objective of the Forest Service SMS is to manage 
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NFS lands to attain the highest possible quality of landscape aesthetics and scenery commensurate 
with other appropriate public uses, costs, and benefits. The Forest Service SMS uses Desired 
Landscape Character (DLC) and Scenic Integrity Objectives (SIOs) to evaluate, manage, and 
monitor landscape aesthetics and scenery. DLC expresses the highest quality goal for a given 
landscape. SIO represents the minimum level of visual quality to which any landscape should be 
subjected, in other words, the minimum acceptable visual quality that is achieved by the maximum 
level of acceptable change. The desired landscape character is natural-appearing landscapes and the 
scenic integrity objective is high for most of the ANF. There are no comparable visual resource 
management objectives for private lands outside the ANF. Although Alternative 5 would have 20 
Class I (significant, unavoidable) visual impacts, it would also have the highest number of beneficial 
effects (eight Class IV, beneficial visual effects. For all the reasons stated in Section D.4.14, 
Alternative 5 is preferred from a visual resources perspective. 

C.44-12 A Notice of Availability regarding the Draft EIR/EIS was sent to the following address: 

Craig & Laurie Ostrom 
35431 Anthony Road 
Agua Dulce, CA 91390 

Please also see General Response GR-5 regarding the noticing procedures for the Draft EIR/EIS. 

C.44-13 Your comments 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-1 
regarding potential effects on property values. 

 


