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Appendix E E1-1 November 2014 

Appendix E-1. Summary of Oral Comments Received at Scoping Meetings 

Name & Organization Comments 
Scoping Meeting, August 19, 2014 (6:00 pm to 8:00 pm) – Barstow, CA 
Doug Ruland  • Requests that the California Department of Fish and Wildlife and the US Fish and Wildlife 

Service provide input on the project if sensitive species are identified, their findings should be 
included in the EIR/EIS before a decision is made on the project. 

Joel McCabe  • Concerned about the stability of the grid.  
• Wants the EIR/EIS to include examination of natural gas components added to wind and solar 

generating stations. 
• Believes utilizing natural gas to help stabilize the grid is contrary to solving energy problems. 

John Zemanek, Alliance for 
Desert Preservation 

• Is concerned that the PEA has not considered the biome or ecosystems in the desert area 
within the CDCA boundaries.   

• The approval process including an amendment to the CDCA plan cannot be removed from the 
environmental review process. 

• Wants to see that the EIS/EIR moves in conjunction with the planned amendment and takes 
into consideration the fragile desert environment. 

• Did not agree with how alternatives were analyzed in the PEA. Would like a clear statement of 
objectives that considers the potential for future renewable energy projects to result from CLTP 
and that includes alternatives that take this future development in consideration. 

Waldo Stakes • Submitted 120-page study about the aerodynamic effects of giant wind turbines. 
• Will file a tort lawsuit if any of the parties involved in the project own SCE stock. 
• Is concerned that CLTP will lead to installation of wind turbines, which will create a wide no-fly 

zone that will jeopardize the safety of individuals residing in that area of the project if a fire or 
health issue arose.  

Bryan Mashian • Wants the EIR/EIS to identify and discuss each specific cultural site including mitigation efforts 
that SCE will take to protect cultural resources. 

• Indicated that the BLM cultural resource inventory is not completed and feels no meaningful 
comments can be made until a site-specific plan is developed. 

• Public needs site-specific detail to provide meaningful input on existing and any new potential 
alternatives to the proposal. 

• Note: added additional comment that there is no way to engage only submit questions or 
concerns. 

Walter Royle • Wants the EIR/EIS to include an analysis of the cumulative and secondary effects from the 
construction noise & air quality associated with OHV use.  

Steve Mills • Wants the EIR/EIS to include analysis on the growth inducing impact of the project. 

Robert Howells, Alliance for 
Desert Preservation 

• Believes that the EIR/EIS needs to identify and discuss biological resources including mitigation 
efforts that will be put in place. 

• Measures need to be put into place to ensure that environmental disturbances from the project  
incur the least negative impact on high-value wildlife habitat, impact from OHV’s and increased 
human presence in the area, as well as, increased threat of fires. There needs to be proof that 
restoration efforts will work in a desert environment. 

Neal Nadler • Believes project is not warranted after attending the CEC workshop on integrating 
environmental information in the renewable energy planning process and listening to speakers 
from the CEC and CPUC who indicated that the energy needs for California can be met by easy 
access to existing lines, as well as, CPUC indicated their PS goals are at 33% in terms of 
procurement. 

• Wants to know how the development planning criteria for the CDCA amendment takes into 
account if the project is warranted and if the potential environmental damage to the desert is 
warranted. 



Coolwater-Lugo Transmission Project 
SCOPING REPORT 
 

Appendix E E1-2 November 2014 

Appendix E-1. Summary of Oral Comments Received at Scoping Meetings 

Name & Organization Comments 
Reza Hadaegh • Believes the project does not conform with the Energy Transmission Initiative’s EA which 

recommends projects use the most cost effective measures with the least impact on the 
environment.  

• Asking that the EIR/EIS and the CDCA include clear analysis of the project including the 
alternatives.  

• Asking that the EIR include and analyze the impact of other similar transmission projects to help 
determine if Coolwater Lugo is necessary. 

Richard Ravana, Alliance 
for Desert Preservation 

• The PEA did not address the problems of non-native plant development that evolves with 
ground disturbance nor does it address the problems they create on restoration efforts. 

• The PEA does not include any discussion of the effect of climate change on the restoration 
process.  

• Asking that the EIR/EIS include these topics. 

Ezra Cohen, Alliance for 
Desert Preservation 

• The PEA did not address the protection of unique and special habitat within the project area.  
• Wants the location of high value wildlife included in the EIR/EIS and a plan outlining the specific 

protection methodology that will be used during construction. 

Sharon Sloan • Believes that the agencies should wait and see what transmission is really needed before 
approving the CLTP; local officials and thousands of residents oppose projects such as the 
North Peak Wind Project.  Concerned that this approach puts the “cart before the horse”. 

John Smith • Understands the format for submitting comments, but feels no format for asking questions and 
getting answers in a public format has been properly addressed. 

• The need for the CLTP and the Desert View Substation must be presented; it is not a shortage 
of electricity but power consumption.  

• Rural communities should not be required to bear the self-inflicted problems arising from 
unbridled over development in other locations. 

Gaither Loenstein, 
Economic Development and 
Planning Manager, City of 
Barstow 

• Alignment Alternative 9 is adjacent to lands designated in the Barstow General Plan for single 
family residences which would have significant and severe impact on visual resources. 

• This would create adverse impact on land and property values. 
• The City feels that Alternative 10 would be a preferable alignment and would avoid the issues 

mentioned. 

Ted Weasma • EIR/EIS must consider night sky lighting impact from working at night and if lighting is placed on 
tall towers. 

• There is no positive benefit to this community only to Los Angeles. The Mojave Desert 
communities should not be made to continuously support Los Angeles. 

Neville Slade, Mojave 
Community Conservation 
Collaborative 

• The project will lead to renewable energy sprawl in the desert, which is unneeded, poorly 
planned and very poorly sited. Future renewable projects will be strongly contested by 
residents.  

• Another project called AV Clearview has a more direct route than the project. 
• Restoration potential is important, once damaged it is impossible to restore cleared land with 

old-style technologies.  
• Wants precautionary oversight implemented to consider the impact on the environmental 

sustainability, social sustainability and economic sustainability of the project area. 

Karen Gray, Marine Corps 
Logistic Base, Community 
Planning and Liaison 

• Segments 8, 9, 10 and 11 will cross military land and will come very close to the base. 
• Project will disrupt a new military training program that is being planned and will disrupt military 

activity between the installation base and the project area. 
• Believes that the southwest range restricted air space and ground ranges cannot be replaced. 
• These concerns have been brought to the attention of the SCE engineers and will continue to 

be expressed. 
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Appendix E-2. Summary of Oral Comments Received at Scoping Meetings 

Name & Organization Comments 
Scoping Meeting, August 20, 2014 (3:30 pm to 5:30 pm) – Lucerne Valley, CA 
Carlos De La Peza • Concerned about the health risks of 220 kV and 500kV facilities located close to homes and the 

potential negative impact on property values. 
• Feels previous studies done on similar projects did not accurately analyze or estimate the 

impact on various species like desert tortoises. At the Ivanpah Plant facility, there has been 
larger than expected numbers of impacted tortoises and bird fatalities.  

Cyndie Granados • Asked if Mr. Barnsdale knew the legal amount of time that a planned outage can keep power 
off? Spoke about the negative impact of ongoing planned power outages, noise from 
construction and impact on wildlife when fencing is put up after construction has begun. 

• Opposed to the project. The project does not need to be here it can be somewhere else. 

Peter Stehlik • Wants to know if the power is going to Los Angeles? Project should be placed closer to where it 
will be used such as City of Lancaster, which is closer to Los Angeles. 

• Analysis should consider AV Clearview as an alternative to the project. 
• Wants to be able to provide comments to decision makers. 

Bill Lembright • Negative impacts to property values and up to 50 percent for those properties adjacent to the 
towers and substations. 

• The project will also have negative impacts on our viewsheds from ugly and unnecessary 
structures. Also, indicated that Hwy 247 is being considered a CA Scenic Highway and feels that 
Coolwater Lugo would be detrimental to that proposal.  

• Asked to have the AV Clearview project considered as an alternative. 
• Feels existing lines should be upgraded and the focus should be on securing existing grids from 

electromagnetic attack, speed up Net Zero energy requirements and look at alternatives like 
natural gas, nuclear power and private Point-of-Use solar. 

• Construction of the project would open the floodgates for industrial solar and wind projects and 
turn the desert into a wasteland. If project enables North Peak Wind project it would limit the ability 
of firefighters to use aerial firefighting methods. All of the related projects would bring about the 
potential destruction and dislocation of wildlife native to the area. 

John Miller • Asked that three main issues be considered. The first is the impact on public safety specifically 
relative to the impact on geological or unstable soil resulting from the project. The second is 
location of the project relative to fault lines. Cited that the USGS has documented proof that the 
location for the substation lies within ½ mile of a known thrust line. The third is the proposed route 
of the power lines, specifically is the use of the North Peak Wind Field which crossed several 
additional fault lines. Cited the North Frontal Thrust System with 3 earthquakes of magnitude 3.2 in 
the past month.  

• Concerned with only one road into and out of Milpas Higlands that there is significant chance of 
danger from natural disaster and potential downed power lines.  

• Asked for consideration of the site on the west of Rabbit Dry Lake for the project; SCE owns 1/3 of 
the property and it has adjacent power lines. 

Ed McCarville • Resides on a cut-off road w/ no electricity by choice. Relying on a generator and solar. 
• Asking for alternatives to be considered. 

Karen Smith • The economic recession of 2008 caused the value of our property to decrease and now this 
project will further decrease our property value. 

• The potential for windmills/wind farm will have an impact on the aesthetic environment and may 
have health effects. She noted that the Holistic Horse had an article about the impact of wind 
farms on horses.  
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Name & Organization Comments 
Diane Reeder • Concerned that the residents or human beings are not considered key players when considering 

the impact of the project and asked what percentage of residents and property owners in the area 
would be necessary to have their concerns addressed. 

• Concerned with the environmental impact on the land they own, their property value and the 
aesthetic beauty of the area.  

• Residents pay a fee to CalFire for service.  The project would pose a risk to fire-fighting efforts. 

Mary Ann Norris • Real estate broker who owns 160 acres. Transmission line crosses property; SCE sent a letter 
wanting permission to do work on my property.  Isn’t this premature? 

• Concerned about impact on wildlife and property. Hosts weddings on property and is concerned 
about impact on business if additional power lines are placed through existing area. 

Linda Gommel • Very concerned that this project is just the beginning with many more to follow. Believes that the 
impact on the Mojave Desert will be irreparable. 

Patricia Sullivan • What benefit or advantage will this project provide as a resident of Lucerne Valley? 

Lorrie Steely, Mojave 
Community 
Conservation 
Collaborative 

• The “green energy push” will bring dozens of projects to the area that are waiting for the 
transmission line to be built.  MC3 will not allow this to happen.  

• We want long-term sustainable planning; you can’t just rape the desert and expect it to recover. 
The DRECP identifies the desert as a Development Focus Area. MC3 will vigorously oppose 
Department of the Interior amendment to the California Desert Conservation Plan. 

• We are footing the bill for a huge overpriced project to ruin the environment, our resources, and 
our rural culture.  Consider the benefits of the AV Clearview project that the community of 
Lancaster wants for its economic stimulus.  Also consider rooftop solar, solar PV projects located 
as shade structures in parking lots, and ground-mounted PV at waste water treatment plants, on 
remote brownfields, landfields and remediated sites.   

Waldo Stakes • Believes the project will turn the desert into a giant power plant to feed Los Angeles and will result 
in wind projects all over the desert. The wind turbines restrict airplanes and often burst into flames 
which will impact homes in the area.  

• Aerial fire-fighting efforts will be impacted from new no fly zone areas created by the large wind 
turbines.  

Marcelino Sanchez • Believes the current transmission lines do not enhance the property they surround. 
• Wants to know if the Water quality will be impacted? 

Wayne Snively • Believes the tax payers in the residing area of the project do not benefit in a meaningful way while 
SCE and others benefit from the power, as well as, large tax breaks. 

• Questions whether the project is economically feasible. 

Bryon Bacom • Property is located in the project area and he objects to any kV lines being placed on or near his 
property.  He is also against the wind farms in his backyard that may result from the project. 

Deirdre Smore • The meeting should be rescheduled so that questions can be answered. Requested the street 
routes that would be impacted, tower height and where towers would be installed. 

• Believes the negative impact on the natural habitat and wildlife will be irreversible. Cannot see any 
benefit to the area from the project.  

• SCE should put solar panels on every residence in the desert to gather power. 

Robin McCartney • Lives in Lucerne Valley and believes her family has developed health issues from living under 
towers on their property.  

• Now lives next to a solar plant with on-going exposure to dust from the plant. 
• These types of projects create irreparable harm to the residents’ health and the environment. 
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Name & Organization Comments 
Irene Atteberry • The project will change what residents enjoy most about the area. 

• The project will increase the loss of property value, have a negative impact on wildlife, a negative 
impact on water quality and the ability of firefighters to fight fires effectively. 

John Miller • Analysis should include the potential contamination of groundwater from substations. 
• Is the project tied in any way to the wind farms in the area? 
• Why is a 160-acre substation needed when the Desert View Substation only needs 200-

megawatts, but is slated for 500 MWs? SCE should use property they own 7 miles away near 
Rabbit Lake. 
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Appendix E-3. Summary of Oral Comments Received at Scoping Meetings 

Name & Organization Comments 
Scoping Meeting, August 20, 2014 (7:00 pm to 9:00 pm) – Hesperia, CA 
Ken More • Questioned the actual starting time frame of the project. Indicated his land is now deemed 

worthless because Edison might take it. 

Al Vogler • Transmission towers bring noise and EMF, and they are subject to earthquakes, flooding, and 
lightning strikes and fires. 

• Requests that transmission be placed underground as it is more cost effective and safer from 
terrorism in the long run. Lugo has been noted on maps as being a potential site for destruction 
by our enemies if our country was invaded.  

• Believes that rate and tax payers should have a voice in the decision-making process about the 
type and location of new projects. 

Jim Bass • The project will give the green light to a flood of other energy projects. If only about transmission 
lines then could make you put them underground, but not affluent enough like Chino Hills who 
made Edison put the lines underground. The project will change the whole “complex” of Victor 
Valley from desert paradise to concrete.  

• Opposed to the project based on the potential negative impact on the fragile desert 
environment. Believes the beauty of the area will be compromised and lost forever. 

Ernie Mora • Concerned about the impact of corona noise and EMF on residents health from the proposed 
larger 500-kV lines and towers.  

• Believes SCE has abused their easements by proposing to add much larger transmission 
towers and lines to an existing easement. 

• Should consider other alternatives such as moving the line to a zero population area or moving 
the lines underground. 

• Indicated that decreased property values will cause a decreased tax base for the City. 

Pat Banttari • Concerned with the health effects from the transmission lines from noise and EMF. US National 
Council on Radiation Protection and University of Bristol studies show that power lines have 
been linked to health problems such as infant death syndrome, tinnitus, childhood leukemia, 
seizures and other problems.  The only protection from these problems is distance away from 
individuals, plants and wildlife. 

• Opposes additional power lines as it will affect property values and the city’s tax base. 

Gail Kaschebufski • Property is located close to the proposed Desert View Station and on a proposed alternate 
route for a 500-kV line. Concerned with the potential effects of EMF and Corona noise.  

• Concerned with having new roads that people can use to dump trash and engage in disruptive 
behavior. 

• Wants the agencies to consider the AV Clearview project as a potential alternative as the city 
wants it and this area does not. 

• Believes SCE acted deceitfully when gathering information about the area without providing 
property owners information about what they were actually doing.  

George Stone • Very concerned that the BLM indicated to him that the 15,000 form letters and petitions in 
opposition to this project would not be considered because they were too general. Wants those 
letters and petitions included. 

• Study needs to consider property values, public health, and EMF.  When was it ok to destroy 
undisturbed land for green energy? 

John Smith • Believes that it is unfair for rural areas to bear the burden of the self-imposed problems of over 
development in other areas. He believes the purpose of the project is to correct a bottleneck in 
the power transmission to the LA area.  
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Arto Nuutinen 
Riviera County Water 
District 

• Spoke in opposition to the project on behalf of the Riviera County Water District. 
• Concern over the possibility of ground water contamination due to project site location near 

earthquake fault lines. 
• Concern over doubling the height of the power lines preventing fire-fighting aircraft from 

protecting homes and lives. 
• Concern over the adverse effect on scenic vistas and the potential for a new source of night 

glare. 
• Requesting CPUC to have a 3rd party engineering firm substantiate any conclusions regarding 

liquefaction, faults, and the type of soil in the project area. 

Lorrie Steely, Mojave 
Community Conservation 
Collaborative 

• Asks that CPUC and BLM to recognize and address the additional renewable energy generation 
projects that will result from the CLTP and the potential environmental impacts from those 
projects. Water is quality and quantity needs to be considered for the other projects that will 
result from CLTP.  Some of these projects require significant amounts of water. 

• Will this project connect to the South of the West of Devers project? SCE claims that the project 
will serve the build out of Apple Valley, but that is not true. 

• The project area has significant cultural resources. With a group of archeologists, we identified 
four unidentified sites. 

• Encourage long-term planning and sustainability so as not to destroy the desert ecosystem. The 
project area includes migratory corridors, eagles, mountain lions, and people. We also have 
flora and fauna. We have Joshua trees that are hundreds of years old. There’s a 10,000 year 
old creosote rings in Lucerne Valley. 

• There is a viable cost effective alternative to CLTP, it is the Clearview project.  
• Asked the CPUC to change the 300 foot noticing rule to a 25-mile rule because in the desert the 

vistas and views go as far as 50 miles. In urban areas 300 feet may be ok, but not here.  SCE 
has not received big attendance because their notification has been minimal. 

• Wants community values to be considered including giving the community an opportunity to 
create economic vitality and to preserve the quality of life.  

Waldo Stakes • Believes the project is only meeting LA’s needs of energy consumption as well as encourages 
other projects to come to the area. The CLTP will turn the desert into a power station to feed 
LA. These (wind) projects will result in the loss of 275,000 birds a year, bring additional roads,  
destroy wildlife, and will impede emergency response (restricts airplane flights).  

Denise Stakes • Expressed concern over why a CPUC judge was already involved in this project. 
• Requested that the agencies have a fireman evaluate whether or not there will be easy access 

points from the analysis of fire officials in the event of a fire.  The concern is with the new towers 
as well as the projects anticipated as a result of the project.  

John Miller • Mitigation for property values is a concern. Conducted a survey of real estate brokers and 
agents and identified a reduction in property values of 10 to 25 percent when there are high 
tension wires nearby. 

• Indicated that the taller power lines create an issue where the FHA will not back loans for 
properties in a fall zone. Taller towers require a larger fall zone, therefore, he Is concerned that 
the existing easement today with taller towers would not allow property owners to develop their 
property. Homeowners will need to be compensated. Mitigation should address these concerns 
if additional land is acquired from property owners. 

• Assessment should include burying the transmission lines like was done in Chino Hills. 
• Significant paleontological resources (petroglyphs) would need to be addressed and mitigation 

measures appropriately taken.  
• The potential for fire is significant in the project area. Tejon Pass is a one-way in one-way out 

road. The power lines will be on the southwest side of this road. The winds blow south towards 
the northeast, which will cause the fire to move quickly.  
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Sue Hammer • Current maps provided are done very poorly; they do not show anything. The maps do not show 

the street names, which is confusing.  
• The location of the substation is a concern because it will be placed in the middle of the Lucerne 

Valley community.  If SCE is allowed to build a substation it will bring more projects to the area, 
and these projects will be here for 30 years or more.  The desert will never recover. More 
projects will bring more lights that will be visible miles away. 

• Concern with BLM allowing use of public land for development of energy projects. Fast-tracking 
permits for solar companies and giving them money to develop these projects is a concern.   

Steve Addor • Can hear noise from the 500 kV towers and is concerned about the ongoing impact from 220 to 
500kV towers on health and welfare of property owners and individuals. 

• If the lines have to go in the current route then they should be placed underground. Not fair to 
the property owners who accepted what was there to now ask them to accept larger towers. 

Lorrie Steely • Asked people to get engaged and educated. Referred to the SPARC forum that the County of 
San Bernardino was hosting and the Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plan (DRECP) 
that will be coming out in September. The DRECP references designated focus areas, which is 
the project area. Also referenced the MC3 website (MojaveC3.org). 

John Smith • Commented on the loss of beauty if the project is developed in the scenic rural setting 

Jim Bass • Mentioned the tapestry project (Las Flores Ranch) in Summit Valley where a developer plans to 
build 20,000 homes. It is also in an area that is the last western region for western pond turtles. 

• Asked if this project is in any way connected to Coolwater Lugo since the homes will need 
energy.  
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Name & Organization Comments 
Scoping Meeting, August  21, 2014 (6:00 pm to 8:00 pm) – Apple Valley, CA 
John Smith • The purpose of proposed project along w/ Desert View and Jasper Substations is not to address 

an energy shortage but to address excess power consumption in the LA basin. The property 
owners and residents of the desert should not be penalized for this over consumption. 

• Agencies need to select an alternative that is strongly supported by the City of Lancaster called 
the AV Clearview project.  

Ernie Mora • Believes that this project is tied to the Mojave solar project as well as to provide more power to 
the Los Angeles basin. 

• When did the project start, notes that an assessment completed 2001 states that the project will 
up and running by 2018. 

• Mentions that a document he read identifies the project as supporting the BLM in meeting its 
goal of developing 10,000 MWs of renewable energy on public land by 2015.  This is a lot of 
power and it is not going to be used in Apple Valley, Hesperia or Lucerne Valley.  Also notes 
that the high desert has excess capacity of 75 MWs. 

• Reiterated points made at meeting in Hesperia about the negative impact of the project to the 
natural habitat, wildlife and humans as well as negatively impact property values. 

Ken More • Has received conflicting information from SCE about his property values and whether his 
property would be affected by the project. Was told that his property is on the alternate route 
through Summit Valley. He would like answers as to the impact on his property. 

• Asked if anyone knew about the new project in Summit Valley called “Tapestry”. Indicated that 
the EIR noted 19,300 new homes were being built and the power line for the project will sit 
adjacent to his back yard.  

Lorrie Steely, Mojave 
Community Conservation 
Collaborative 

• Asked the audience to get engaged, perform good due diligence and make comments on the 
potential environmental impacts of the project.  She asked the audience to get engaged and get 
educated about the project. 

• She reiterated the purpose of the EIR/EIS and asked that the audience consider the potential 
for growth-inducing and cumulative impacts. She also emphasized that they should let the 
agencies know that they do not want future renewable energy projects. 

Brian Hammer • Asked for confirmation that a no-project alternative would be considered in the EIR/EIS. 
• Indicated that the local residents bear the burden of this project with none of the gain. 
• The project would negatively impact residents, wildlife and the environment, as well as, drive 

down property values. 

Cheryl Hemmeninger • Asked if SCE had filed a rate increase application with the CPUC and asked if residents were 
supposed to pay to cover the cost of the Desert View substation. 

• Provided photos of her residence to show if the project is developed that her property would sit 
between the substation on one side and a “windmill” on the other side. 

• Concerned about threat from fire and the inability of aerial fire-fighting efforts due to no fly 
zones in the project location. 

• Concerned about the negative impact on the wildlife population in the area. 

Marion Ely • Concerned about the impact to bird species such as the Oregon junco that migrate to the 
project area along with other bird species such as the Arger bird which come into areas 
damaged by fires. 

• The project area is crisscrossed with active faults and the project area includes lots of mineral 
resources.  The area also includes lost mines.   

• Very concerned that the maps do not accurately portray the properties impacted by the project. 
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Neville Slade • Believes that the project is not to improve capacity, but to capture and transfer power from the 

Mojave solar project that is going live. SCE will also provide power to PG&E so that they can 
meet their renewable energy mandate. The project is not for the LA Basin but for PG&E. 

• Residents have already accepted a huge responsibility for “those people down there” through 
water transport, transport of goods and services, and recreation for 12 million people. Be fair 
and plan carefully. 

• Need to consider the AV “ Clearwater” project.  The City of Lancaster wants this project.  
• There are 40 renewable energy applications in process. Let’s put these projects in the built 

environment where the energy does not need to be transferred.   

Drew Sobeck • Believes the project will set a precedent for other types of renewable energy projects which will 
turn the desert into a wasteland. 

• Very concerned about the stress placed on existing roads especially on Roundup Way and the 
need for alternatives due to the noise and congestion created from large construction vehicles. 

Dinah Shumway • The belief that human generated CO2 causes climate change is a nonissue. The project is 
being placed in the desert with the only intent to transmit power down to the Southern CA area. 

• Believes that this project is a clear case for environmental justice.  All of the burden is placed on 
the desert communities.  There are plenty of other areas for the project such as Riverside, San 
Diego, Ventura, and Santa Barbara. 

• Put the project in these locations to meet this renewable mandate if we have not met it yet; the 
mandate may not be met because solar rooftops are not part of the renewable mandate. 

Rob Kasch • Believes if the substation is developed that many other projects will follow. 
• Proposed transmission line will ruin the 50-mile view from his property. 
• Noted that subsidies are given to foreign companies to build the project in other countries then 

the project parts are shipped to the U.S. The energy is sold to SCE and the residents pay the 
cost of that energy, and all of the money goes to other countries. 

• Does not see any positive benefit to the residents in the area of the project. 

George Stone • Believes SCE was secretive about the plans for this project with their preliminary planning 
efforts by not disclosing what they were doing as they studied residential properties. 

• Believes the project poses a threat to health (from EMF), environment, property values and 
visual beauty of the area. Also, the county will lose revenues from visitors and the film industry. 

• Indicated that the notification placed by the SCE to the public was a small flyer found lying down 
on the desert floor far away from the 300 feet of affected people, and SCE never informed the 
community with a mailing about the application they submitted on the project. 

• SCE provided misinformation about the size of the Desert View Substation. The public was 
never told that the substation would be 160 acres, they were told 70, 66, and 10 acres.  

• Asked BLM to include the 15,000 signatures in opposition which were hand delivered to their 
office. 

Patrick Davis • Asked why solar panels could not be installed on some of the tall buildings in Los Angeles 
instead of building a project in the area. He also suggested burying the power lines. 

Jack Betterley • Has been in the area for many years and bought his property for the view and the isolation, to 
be away from town. The only reason they want to put the project in the desert is because the 
land is cheap. 

• Suggested that a better location for the Desert View Substation would be to build it on the huge 
dry lake bed in Lucerne.  The residents do not want the substation were it is currently planned. 

Bob Salinas • Believes that residents have been misled. They bought the idea of not relying on coal and using 
gas and allowing solar power but now there are all these power plants in the desert that require 
transmission lines to take the power “down the hill.” No one ever mentioned that transmission 
lines would be needed for all of these facilities.   
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Appendix E-4. Summary of Oral Comments Received at Scoping Meetings 

Name & Organization Comments 
Jenny Wieder • Believes that what is missing is a way to get renewable energy generated on rooftops, parking 

lots and warehouses and to have this power calculated in the renewable energy mandate. The 
evaluation should consider solar panels on rooftops throughout the area. It has not been 
considered adequately before. 

• There are microgrids; the military has one, and another possibility is cooperative solar energy 
production. These issues should be addressed.  

• There is a limit to the SCE rebate for solar panels. In this resident’s instance, the number of 
panels necessary on their southern exposure was greater than what the SCE rebate allowed.  
While their energy capacity is not ideal, she still believes it to be a viable alternative which 
should be considered. 

Gayle Flinchum • Encouraged other residents to perform their own due diligence, get organized and work 
together if they do not want the CLTP to move forward. Don’t give up. 

Waldo Stakes • CLTP will encourage the development of other projects such as “giant windmills,” and the 
project will include very tall towers, some of the 500 kV towers will be 260 or 240 feet high. 

• Very opposed to the project, the belief that it is to provide energy for Los Angeles at the desert’s 
expense and encouraged other attendees to unify and advocate against the project. 

Dawna Barnes • Is a local realtor and utilizes a private wind mill on property. Property’s energy is sustainable. 
• Indicated that SCE walked onto property with no notice and would not answer any questions. 
• Indicated mailings do not reach the residents because many use PO Boxes since the USPS 

does not always extend service out that far. SCE sent mailings to physical addresses so 
residents did not receive them. 

• Believes the negative impact to the health, property values, habitat and wildlife is irrevocable. 
They do not want to see their way of life ruined. 

Irene Atteberry • Project will impact recreation use of the project area.  Many people use the area for horseback 
riding, four-wheel drive vehicles, and bikes. The noise from the transmission towers affects 
horses and the towers will impact the beautiful desert. 

• Opposes the project because of the negative impact on property values, wildlife, livestock and 
the well-being of the residents. 

Laurajean Reams • Indicated that SCE will not place solar panels on her property because her energy use is so low 
it does fit SCE guidelines.  

• Solar panels on rooftops should be considered an alternative to the project.  
• The windmills that will result from the project will affect her health; she is opposed to the project. 

Ben Christianson • At a previous meeting, asked SCE about the Lugo Substation and where the power was going 
out from the substation, but felt they did not address his question. Power going into the 
substation needs to go out somewhere.  

• With all of the power going in the substation, he is concerned that the station and associated 
lines will require upgrades to increase the carrying capacity on the other side of the station. 

• His property is close to the project area and the noise from current lines is bothersome when 
outside. Feels that noise level will only increase and possibly heard from inside his house if the 
project is developed. 

Pat Silva • Objects to the project and wants the desert in the area to remain as it is with no further 
development. 
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