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Response to Comment Set DD.4: Quartz Hill Public Meeting (August 28th, 
6:30PM) 

DD.4-1 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures for the Draft EIR/EIS. On 
September 13, the CPUC, as the CEQA Lead Agency, and the USDA Forest Service, as the NEPA 
Lead Agency, extended the public review period for the Project from 45 days to 60 days, ending on 
October 3, 2006. 

DD.4-2 An evaluation of the potential change in property taxes is outside of the scope of this EIR/EIS. 
However, please see General Response GR-1 regarding the effects of the Project on property 
values, and General Response GR-2 regarding property acquisition. 

DD.4-3 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures.  

Alternative 5 would not entail the removal of 30 homes. As discussed in Section C.9.10.2, the 
majority of land uses that would be restricted as a result of Alternative 5 would be from the erection 
of new structures within the alternative ROW. However, given that SCE has not conducted 
construction or final alignment and design studies for Alternative 5, the EIR/EIS has assumed that 
the removal of one or more homes may occur. It is not anticipated that Alternative 5 would result in 
the displacement of a significant portion of the families in the Leona Valley or Agua Dulce 
communities, nor would it necessitate the closure of local schools. 

DD.4-4 While the terminology of “viewscape” was not used as part of the visual resources analysis, the 
degradation of the existing visual character or quality along the Alternative 5 alignment (Criterion 
VIS1) was discussed in Section C.15.10.2 of the EIR/EIS. 

DD.4-5 As described in Response to Comment C.9-12, construction of Alternative 5 would result in 
construction-related traffic on area roads. However, the Project would not require the removal or 
demolition of 30 residences (see Response to Comment DD.4-3). Section C.13.10 of the EIR/EIS 
includes several mitigation measures to reduce the effects of traffic on local streets. 

DD.4-6 Please see General Response GR-3 regarding EMF concerns. 

DD.4-7 In all photographs of existing conditions, no landscape features or homes were removed or altered 
in any way. If photographs of existing landscape conditions show vacant lands, it is because the 
view across these existing vacant lands provided excellent observation of landscapes that would be 
affected by construction and operation of a new 500-kV transmission line. As described in Section 
C.15.1.1, photographs used in the EIR/EIS were taken from vantage points called key observation 
positions (KOPs). Each KOP was carefully selected to display the typical or worst-case view from 
major travel routes or use areas that provide visual access to affected landscapes. From dozens of 
potential observer positions, and in consultation with CPUC and Forest Service personnel, 14 
locations were selected as KOPs for detailed analysis of the proposed Project, and 14 additional 
KOPs were selected for detailed analysis of alternatives. 

DD.4-8 Please refer to the EIR/EIS Section C.15.1.1 regarding methodology for visual simulations. 
Computerized visual simulations were prepared using AutoCAD and 3D-Studio software to create 
accurate, computerized depictions showing the visual effects of the Project.  According to SCE, the 
new 500-kV single-circuit towers would vary from 113 to 178 feet tall and arms would be 96 feet 
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wide. Each single-circuit lattice steel tower was modeled at 144 feet high with 96-feet-wide arms, 
and is accurately shown in each simulation. Single-circuit towers would not be 220 feet tall.  

  Maps are drawn to scale. The scale of each map is indicated in the title block.  

DD.4-9 As discussed in Section C.9.10.2, the alternative alignment would be constructed across 
approximately 103 privately owned parcels. The majority of land uses that would be restricted as a 
result of Alternative 5 would be the erection of new structures within the alternative ROW. 
However, given that SCE has not conducted any engineering design or routing studies for 
Alternative 5, the EIR/EIS has assumed that the removal of one or more homes could occur. As 
such, Section C.9.10.2 (Impact L-3) concluded that potential impacts to residential land uses as a 
result of Alternative 5 would be significant. 

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

DD.4-10 Your comment will be shared with the decision-makes who are reviewing the Project and 
alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. Please see General Response GR-2 
regarding property acquisition. 

DD.4-11 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. Please see Section D.5 of the Draft EIR/EIS for further discussion of this 
issue. 

DD.4-12 Thank you for expressing your concerns. Your comment will be shared with the decision-makers 
who are reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

DD.4-13 Please see General Response GR-1 regarding the effects of the Project on property values. 

DD.4-14 Please see the response to Comment DD.4-11 regarding wildland fire concerns. 

DD.4-15 Your comment will be shared with the decision-makes who are reviewing the Project and 
alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

DD.4-16 Thank you for expressing your opinion on the Project and alternatives. 

DD.4-17 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the noticing procedures and review period for the 
EIR/EIS. 

DD.4-18 Please see the response to Comment DD.4-9 regarding impacts to private land. 

DD.4-19 The impacts to public health and safety as a result of Alternative 5 have been discussed in the Draft 
EIR/EIS Section C.6.10. Please also see General Response GR-1 regarding the Project’s effects on 
property values, and General Response GR-2 regarding property acquisition. 

DD.4-20 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the noticing procedures and review period for the 
EIR/EIS. On September 13, the CPUC, as the CEQA Lead Agency, and the USDA Forest Service, 
as the NEPA Lead Agency, extended the public review period for the Project from 45 days to 60 
days, ending on October 3, 2006. 

DD.4-21 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the noticing procedures and review period for the 
EIR/EIS. On September 13, the CPUC, as the CEQA Lead Agency, and the USDA Forest Service, 
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as the NEPA Lead Agency, extended the public review period for the Project from 45 days to 60 
days, ending on October 3, 2006. 

DD.4-22 Please see General Response GR-3 regarding health concerns associated with EMF, and General 
Response GR-1 regarding the effects of the Project on property values. 

DD.4-23 Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the noticing procedures 
and review period for the EIR/EIS and General Response GR-4 regarding alternatives identification, 
screening, and analysis. 

DD.4-24 The impacts to public health and safety associated with potential earthquakes have been discussed in 
the Draft EIR/EIS Sections C.6.5 through C.6.10. Please also see Response to Comment DD.4-11 
regarding wildland fire concerns. 

DD.4-25 In July 2006, as arrangements were being made to release the Draft EIR/EIS, public meetings were 
scheduled for August 28, 29, and 30 in Quartz Hill, Santa Clarita, and Agua Dulce, respectively. 
Meeting locations were picked in Quartz Hill and Santa Clarita with the intent of having a public 
meeting north of Angeles National Forest and another public meeting south of the Forest. The 
public meeting in Agua Dulce was scheduled as a central location along the route of Alternative 5. 
At the time, this was considered to be a reasonable number and distribution of meetings. In 
addition, the Forest Service made a presentation and answered questions regarding the proposed 
transmission project at the Leona Valley Town Council meeting on September 11. Please note that 
public meetings are not a required component of the EIR/EIS process. 

DD.4-26 The impacts to public health and safety associated with Alternative 5 have been discussed in the 
Draft EIR/EIS Section C.6.10. Please also see General Response GR-3 regarding health concerns 
associated with EMF. 

DD.4-27 Please see General Response GR-3 regarding EMF concerns. 

DD.4-28 Thank you for expressing your concerns on Alternative 5. These will be shared with the decision-
makers reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and CPUC. 

DD.4-29 Corona noise, which sounds similar to a humming noise, results in typical sustained noise levels of 
approximately 34 to 44 dBA at 150 feet, as discussed in the Draft EIR/EIS under Impact N-3 (page 
C.10-17). While this noise level may be perceptible when located within the immediate vicinity, this 
noise level would not exceed the Los Angeles County Noise Ordinance and therefore, would not be 
significant under CEQA/NEPA. As noted in Section C.10.10.2, “Alternative 5 would have the 
potential to affect a greater number of residences along the ROW compared to the proposed Project 
or other alternatives due to the fact that Alternative 5 would not traverse the ANF [Angeles National 
Forest], except for a 0.5-mile segment, where there are few residences, and would instead cross 
through rural development in both Leona Valley and Agua Dulce, as well as urban development in 
Santa Clarita (common to the proposed Project and other alternatives”. As such, it has been 
acknowledged that Alternative 5, and the corona noise levels produced by a new transmission line, 
would affect a greater number of residences. This information will be provided to the decision-
makers to help them make an informed decision with respect to the proposed Project and all the 
alternatives. 

DD.4-30 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the noticing procedures and review period for the 
EIR/EIS. 
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DD.4-31 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the noticing procedures and review period for the 
EIR/EIS. 

DD.4-32 Thank you for your comment.  

DD.4-33 Your comment will be shared with the decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and 
alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. Note that the degradation of the existing 
visual character or quality along the Alternative 5 alignment (Criterion VIS1) was discussed in 
Section C.15.10.2 of the EIR/EIS. 

DD.4-34 Please see General Response GR-3 regarding EMF concerns, and General Response GR-4 
regarding the identification and selection process for alternative routes. 

DD.4-35 Please see Response to Comment DD.4-11 regarding wildland fire concerns. 

DD.4-36 Please see Response to Comment DD.4-9 regarding impacts to private land. Please also see General 
Response GR-2 regarding property acquisition. 

DD.4-37 Please see Response to Comment DD.4-9 regarding impacts to private land. Please also see General 
Response GR-2 regarding property acquisition. 

DD.4-38 As described in Response to Comment C.16-1, it is understood that residents in Leona Valley rely 
on groundwater resources for residential purposes and that the viability of groundwater is of concern 
in this area. Neither the proposed Project nor an alternative to the Project would interfere with the 
overall supply and recharge of groundwater resources in the Project area (see Draft EIR/EIS Section 
C.8, Criterion HYD2). The required implementation of multiple mitigation measures and 
construction best management practices would minimize the potential for an accidental release of 
harmful materials to occur. Neither the proposed Project nor an alternative would significantly 
interfere with or damage well water in the Project area, including in Leona Valley. 

DD.4-39 Please see General Response GR-2 regarding property acquisition. 

DD.4-40 As discussed in Section C.9.10.2, the majority of land uses that would be restricted as a result of 
Alternative 5 would be from the erection of new structures within the alternative ROW. However, 
given that SCE has not conducted construction or final alignment and design studies for Alternative 
5, the EIR/EIS has assumed that the removal of one or more homes may occur. It is not anticipated 
that Alternative 5 would result in the displacement of a significant portion of the families in the 
Leona Valley or Agua Dulce communities, nor would it necessitate the closure of local schools. 

DD.4-41 Thank you for your input. It will be considered by the agencies’ decision-makers. 

DD.4-42 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures and the Draft EIR/EIS review 
period. Please note that the review period was extended to October 3, 2006. 

DD.4-43 Please see Section C.4 of the EIR/EIS for a discussion of impacts to cultural and historic resources 
impacted by the proposed Project and alternatives. 

DD.4-44 Thank you for your input. 

DD.4-45 Please see General Response GR-2 regarding property acquisition. 
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DD.4-46 Thank you for your input. Please note that the Fairmont Wind Project is no longer in the California 
Independent System Operator (Cal ISO) queue.  

DD.4-47 Thank you for your input. Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures. 

DD.4-48 No known school sites are located within 350 feet of the proposed Project or any of the alternative 
routes. Therefore, such regulations would not apply and are not discussed in Section C.6.  

DD.4-49 Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinion regarding Alternative 5. Alternative 5 is 
considered a viable option and will be considered by the decision-makers, along with the proposed 
Project and the other alternatives. Please see General Response GR-4 regarding the alternatives 
identification, screening, and analysis process. 

DD.4-50 You are correct. As discussed in Section C.9, uses within transmission line easements are restricted 
and no structures can be built within the transmission line easement. As discussed for Alternative 5 
in Section C.9.10.2 (Impact L-3), “SCE would be required to obtain new easements across 103 
privately owned parcels. While the existing use of these properties (e.g., grazing, farming, 
residential uses) would generally not be precluded, future use of the new easements would be 
restricted. For example, affected property owners could not build any structures on lands that occur 
within the alternative ROW. Depending on the final alignment of Alternative 5, removal of one or 
more homes or acquisition of portions of properties where homes are located may be required for 
construction and operation of this alternative.”  

DD.4-51 Please see General Response GR-3 regarding EMF. Public health and safety issues are addressed in 
Section C.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

DD.4-52 Induced currents and shock hazards related to EMF are discussed and considered as part of the 
Draft EIR/EIS analysis in Section C.6.  

DD.4-53 Impacts of the Project and alternatives on air transportation are addressed in Section C.13, Traffic 
and Transportation. 

DD.4-54 Please see General Response GR-1 regarding effects on property values and General Response GR-
2 regarding property acquisition. 

DD.4-55 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the Draft EIR/EIS review period. The review period 
for the Draft EIR/EIS was extended to October 3, 2006. 

DD.4-56 The EIR/EIS considers both property and people.  Property is discussed relative to Land Use is 
Section C.9. “People” are directly considered as sensitive receptors with respect to air quality 
(Section C.2), noise (Section C.10), and Public Recreation (Section C.9).  

DD.4-57 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures. 

DD.4-58 Thank you for submitting your opinions regarding the Project and alternatives. Please see General 
Response GR-6 regarding underground construction. 

DD.4-59 Thank you for submitting your opinion on Alternative 5. Please see General Response GR-5 
regarding noticing procedures and the Draft EIR/EIS review period. The review period for the 
Draft EIR/EIS was extended to October 3, 2006. 

DD.4-60 Please see General Response GR-3 regarding EMF concerns. 
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DD.4-61 Thank you for your input. Please see General Response GR-3 regarding EMF concerns. 

DD.4-62 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures and the Draft EIR/EIS review 
period. The review period for the Draft EIR/EIS was extended to October 3, 2006. 

DD.4-63 As discussed in Section D.4, Comparison of Alternatives, the No Project/Action Alternative has not 
been included because the intent of the comparative analysis is to highlight differences among 
“action” alternatives, and because CEQA does not allow the selection of the No Project Alternative 
as the environmentally superior alternative (State CEQA Guidelines §15126.6(e)(2)).  

DD.4-64 Thank you for submitting your opinion. Please see General Response GR-5 regarding the Draft 
EIR/EIS review period. The review period for the Draft EIR/EIS was extended to October 3, 2006. 

DD.4-65 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding the Project and alternatives. 

DD.4-66 Please see General Response GR-6 regarding underground construction. 

DD.4-67 Thank you for submitting your opinions on the Project and alternatives. Please see General 
Response GR-1 regarding effects on property values and General Response GR-2 regarding 
property acquisition. 

 


