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Public Meeting on the Draft Eir for the
Sout hern California Edison
Val | ey-1vygl en Subtransm ssion Project and
Al berhill System Proj ect
-O
KRI STI BLACK: Thanks, everyone, for comng. This

Is the public neeting on the Draft EIR for Southern
California Edison project for Valley-1lvyglen
Subtransm ssion Project and the Al berhill System Project.

Pl ease nake sure that you signed in at the
front desk. If you didn't, you can do that at the end of
the neeting. |If you'd like to nake a verbal remark,
pl ease do fill out a speaker card. You can do that. |If
20 m nutes from now you deci de you want to, you can sign
up later. And if you'd like to submt a witten comment
toni ght, we do have fornms that you can fill out, but you
can al so submt witten comments after the neeting.

W'l tal k about how to do that later in the
presentati on.

I f you could please turn off your cell phones
or put themto silent node, that would be very much
appr eci at ed.

Emergency exit l|ocations, through the front
door and al so through the back door.

Restroons are through this door back here.
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Here's the agenda for the presentation today.
We're going to do sone introductions, talk about why
we're here. W're going to talk about how to submt a
comment on the draft EIR, talk about the CEQA Revi ew
process, and then we'll get into tal ki ng about the
proposed projects, what they involve. W'IIl talk about
the environnental inpacts of the proposed projects and
tal k about the alternatives. After we go through the
presentation we'll have an informal Q and A session, and
that will be followed by a formal comment period where

you can nake verbal renmarks.

| NTRODUCTI ONS

KRI STI BLACK: Fromthe California Public Uilities
Conmi ssi on we have Jensen Uchida. He's in the front row
her e.

And | am from Ecol ogy and Environnent. My
name is Kristi Black. W are the CPUC s consul tants and
we prepared the EIR for the project. Sone of ny
col | eagues are al so here.

We have Sylvia Yanez, Caitlin Barns and
Jessica Mdbust. And they're avail able to answer
gquestions about the Draft EIR and the projects.

Al so, she wasn't able to make it tonight, but
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going forward, Rachel Janes is going to be the project
manager for Ecol ogy and Environnent, just so you know the

namne.

PURPCSE OF THI S MEETI NG

KRI STI BLACK: So what's the purpose of this
neeting? This is the California Public Uilities
Comm ssion's neeting. Southern California Edison has
submtted two applications to the CPUC, one through the
Val | ey-1vyglen Project and the other is for the Al berhill
System Proj ect .

The CPUC is the CEQA Lead Agency for both
projects. CPUC prepared and released a Draft EIR that
covers both of the projects, and this neeting is to share
I nformati on about the Draft EIR and also to get input

fromthe public on what to include in the Final EIR

HOW TO COMVENT ON THE DRAFT EIR

KRI STI BLACK: Here are the ways that you can
comment on the content of the Draft EIR As | stated
before, you can nmake a verbal comment tonight, fill out a
speaker card.

The public comment period for the Draft EIR
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extends all the way until May 31st, which is the day
after the holiday. So you can either fill out or re
a cooment formthis evening, and we have those at th
front table here. But you can also e-mail a letter
mail a letter or fax a letter anytinme up until that

31st date.

CEQA AND CPUC REVI EW PROCESSES

KRI STI BLACK: So Jensen is here tonight, but I
going to give what he would nornally give for his
presentation, and that's tal king about the CEQA and
revi ew process for projects.

The California Public Uilities Comm ssio

regul ates public utilities in California, and that

turn
e
or

May

"m

CPUC

n

I ncl udes energy, tel ecomunications, natural gas, water

and certain types of transportati on conpanies. The
pur pose of CPUC s regulation is to nake sure these
services are provided to the public in a safe and

reliabl e manner and at a reasonable price. So when

utility proposes to build or expand its facilities i

a

n

California, the utility has to file an application with

t he CPUC.
Depending on the type of the facility the

utility intends to build and the | evel of power the
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facility wll dissem nate, the applicant must submt an

application for either a certificate of public necessity
and convenience or a permt to construct. |In this case

SCE filed a CPCN for the Alberhill System Project and a

PTC for the Valley-lvyglen project. And along with the

application, the project proponent subnmts a proponents

environnment al assessnent based on a checklist that CPUC
has adopt ed.

The PEA is supposed to be based on the CPUC s
information and criteria list in order to determ ne
whet her the application for the projects is conplete.
The applicant has to submt this information before an
application can be determ ned to be conplete. The filing
of that application is what starts two concurrent review
processes and those are shown on this slide over here.

The first process -- they're concurrent.

One process is the CEQA revi ew process, and
that's on the left, and there's also the CPUC econom c
review which is on the right, and it's known as the
General Proceedi ng.

The General Proceeding is conducted nuch |ike
the | egal proceeding in court. The proceedi ng | ooks at
the effect of a proposed project on custoner rates,
mar ket conpetition, market structure, and whether the

proposed project wll neet the needs of the people in
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California.

The assi gned conm ssioner, along with the
assi gned Adm nistrative Law Judge, wll jointly oversee
this General Proceedi ng process.

The environnental review process, which the
EIRis part of, is conducted in accordance with the
California Environnental Quality Act, CEQA. To review
the PEA and draft the environnental docunent, the CPUC
hires an environnental consultant. |In this case it was
Ecol ogy and Environnment. Under the oversight of the
CPUC, the environnental consultant reviews the
applicant's PEA, perforns the environnmental review, and
then drafts the environnental docunent.

The purpose of this reviewis to nake the
public aware of the potential environnmental inpacts of
t he proposed project. The docunent al so includes
potential mtigation neasures that will reduce
significant inpacts of the proposed project and also a
reasonabl e range of alternatives to the project that wll
reduce inpacts. Wen it's determ ned the PEA and
application contains sufficient information, this
environnmental review process begins.

The first major step in this process is a
scopi ng neeting where the project team asks for

information fromthe public to determ ne the range of
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I ssues and the project alternatives that shoul d be
considered in the project's environnental docunent. Then
we use various information, information gathered fromthe
scopi ng neetings, fromsurveys in the field, and from
research to draft the CEQA docunent. In this case it was
an EIR

The docunent identifies potential
envi ronnental inpacts of the project and also identifies
a project alternative that has the | east environnental
| npacts based on the studies conducted during the
environmental review. This is called the environnmentally
superior alternative. Upon publication, the draft
envi ronnmental docunent is circulated to the public for a
45-day public review period, and we're in that right now
During this period, comments are collected fromthe
public. Once this review period has conpl eted, all
comments submtted on the Draft EIR are consi dered and
we'l | prepare responses to these comments in a Final EIR

The Final EIRw Il then be given to the
assigned Adm ni strative Law Judge at the CPUC who
I ncorporates major findings of the General Proceedi ng and
t he envi ronnental docunment into a proposed decision. Al
five comm ssioners then vote on the decision at a
comm ssion neeting, and the CPUC will seek a deci sion

about the project that starts the bal ance on power
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production, |and use, and environnmental stewardship.

In the Q and A session that follows this,
you' re wel cone to ask questions about that process. |
know that's a lot to listen to. There's also nore
information online at the CPUC s website about this other
paral | el process that goes on. There's sone information
here, and we can provide that to you at the front desk if
you' re interested.

We're at this public neeting and it actually
covers two projects. The CPUC determned it was in the
public's best interest to consolidate the environnental
reviews of both projects into one EIR for a few reasons,
they're really close in proximty and sonetines the
Al berhill project transmssion |lines are |ocated on |ines
proposed for Valley-lvyglen. There's overl apping
| npacts, particularly due to the close proximty, and

there's simlar construction tim ng.

DESCRI PTI ON OF THE PROPOSED PRQJECT

KRI STI BLACK: Now we're going to talk about the
Val | ey-1vygl en Project.
The Val |l ey-1vyglen Project mainly consists of
a new single circuit of 115 kilovolt subtransm ssion

line. There was a project that was approved by CPUC in
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2010, and the project we're |looking at right now fol |l ows
nostly the sanme route as that project. There's sone
slight deviations. The subtransm ssion |line that SCE is
currently proposing would be about 27 mles long within
about 23 mles of new right-of -way.

There will also be a tel ecomrunications
conponent .

There wll be new fiber optic line installed
over head on the transm ssion structures underground and
some new and sone exi sting underground conduit.

Here's a map of the project. |It's also
avai l able online at the project website to take a cl oser
| ook, and we al so have sone nmap books up on the front

table that have a nore detailed | ook at the route.

OBJECTI VES OF THE PROPCSED PROJECT

KRI STI BLACK: The objectives of the project --
there's three of themthat have been defined -- is to
serve projected demand in the Electrical Needs Area,

i ncrease electrical reliability, and al so i nprove
operational and maintenance flexibility.

The Draft EIR is concluding that the
Val | ey-1vygl en Project would have unavoi dabl e and

significant inpacts on air quality during construction,
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and al so noi se generation during construction.

There are sone ot her significant inpacts of
the Valley-lvyglen Project, but the Draft EIR concl udes
that there's mtigation that could be inplenented to
reduce those inpacts to less than significant, and that's
for the follow ng resources on this slide. So
aest hetics, biological resources, cultural resources, and
several others.

There's al so sonme cunul ati vely consi derabl e
i npacts fromthe Valley-lvyglen Project. That's where
Val |l ey-Ivyglen in and of itself is one piece of a |ot of
ot her inpacts fromother projects in the area, and we
found that for air quality and noise the Valley-Ivyglen
woul d make a cunul atively considerable contribution to a
significant cunul ati ve i npact.

So we have an alternative screening report for
the Valley-lvyglen Project. |In that report we | ooked at
14 alternatives. Five of themwere carried forward in
the EIR in addition to the No Project Alternative. The
No Project Alternative is what would happen if the CPUC
denied the permt and the project wasn't inplenented.

The Draft EIR identifies the Environmental ly
Superior Alternative as Alternative C, which involves an
under ground of 115-kV Segnent VI G5 al ong Tenescal Canyon
Road and Horset hief Canyon Road. That's instead of
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overhead alignnent south of 1-15 in the sane area. And
we do have maps of this at the front table.

Now onto the Al berhill Project.

The Al berhill Project involves constructing
the Alberhill Substation. That's one of the objectives
of the project. Another objective is to construct 500-kV
transm ssion lines to connect it to an existing 500-kV
transmssion line, and it's also to construct new 115-kV
transm ssion lines to nodify how sonme existing
substations operate in the grid, and also to install sone
t el ecommuni cati on i nprovenents.

Here's a map of the Alberhill Project, an
overview map of where it is. You can see the substation
Is up in the upper left-hand portion of the map as are
t he 500-kV Iines.

So the objectives of the projects are to
relieve projected electrical demand; constructing a
substation within the Electrical Needs Area; and al so
mai ntain systemties between a new 115-kV System and an
exi sting 115-kV System

The Al berhill System Project would have
several significant and unavoi dabl e inmpacts on the
environnment, and these are identified in the Draft EIR
There woul d be significant and unavoi dabl e aesthetic

| npacts during operation and mai ntenance, nostly centered
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in the substation area. There would al so be significant
unavoi dabl e i npacts on air quality and noise during
construction of the proposed project.

Just as for Valley-lvyglen, there is also
several inpacts where the Draft EIR has concl uded that
mtigation could be inplenented to reduce those inpacts
to less than significant, and those are |isted here.

Just like Valley-lvyglen, Al berhill would al so
contribute to what's been identified as a significant
cunul ative inpact when | ooking at the project with other
projects going on in the area, and that would be for
aesthetics, air quality and noise. For Alberhill we have
an alternative screening report that | ooks at 34
alternatives. Two of themwere carried forward to the
EIR, including the No Project Alternative.

The Draft EIR identifies Alternative DD as the
environnmental |y superior alternative and that's an
alternative substation location. It would be a few mles
north of SCE's proposed substation | ocation.

So for nore information, both projects have
their own project website, and you can also find these
pretty easily by Googling CPUC Al berhill, CPUC
Val |l ey-l1vyglen. They're usually the first result that
cones up.

Ri ght now we can do an informal Qand A if
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anyone has questions about the proposed project or the

| npacts or the Draft EIR, and then we can take a short
break, and then after that we'll take formal comments.

So if you have a comment, don't raise it now. This isn't
the comment period. But if you have questions or

anything like that, this would be the tine to do it.

QUESTI ON AND ANSWVER

KRI STI BLACK: Yes.

M5. RIDENOUR: My nane is Linda R denour. | have a
guestion. It's a significant hardship for me to try to
downl oad sonething |ike that on ny conputer, and | feel
that you are perhaps discrimnating agai nst sone of us
el ders who are not conputer literate. So how do you pl an
to rectify that?

KRI STI BLACK: Well, we could provide you with a DVD
that has the file. As far as paper copies, they' ve also
been distributed to several libraries in the area.
There's a list of the libraries on the notice of
avail ability.

M5. RIDENOUR: How do we check those out so we can
underline significant environnmental problens?

KRI STI BLACK: Jensen, do you want to nake it

avai l abl e for people at cost, or how would you like to do
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t hat ?

M5. RIDENQUR: | don't understand. |If this is a
public scoping neeting, and I don't think this is your
first scoping neeting, is it? No. So sone of us were
not even invited to the first scoping neeting.

You have one notice in the newspaper today,
unl ess you had ot hers, okay. And we had insufficient
time to prepare.

KRI STI BLACK: W put notices in two newspapers when
the Draft EIR was rel eased.

M5. RIDENOUR: What is the date for that?

KRI STI BLACK: W can get that for you, unless
Jessica knows off the top of her head. She's the one who
put the notice in.

MS. RI DENOCUR.  How woul d we know when the 45 days
started?

KRI STI BLACK: It started in the release of the
notice of availability. The notice of availability was
rel eased on April 14. And | don't know how the libraries
wor k and whet her you can check things out, but | would
assune they m ght have a copy machi ne where you can nake
copies. You can also request a copy, but | think Jensen
can speak to whether CPUC m ght charge or how that works.

MR. UCHI DA: | think the best idea is DVD.

M5. RRDENOUR: |I'msorry. | can't hear you.
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MR, UCHIDA: | think that would be your best option
is a DVD. | think that's the best we coul d do.

M5. RIDENOUR  You have those here tonight for us?

KRI STI BLACK: W can send you one.

M5. RIDENOUR: That would be the total project, not
just the environnental conponents of it?

KRI STI BLACK: The CDs contain the entire Draft EIR
So that printed docunent right there at the front table,
we have that on DVDs, and we can send you one.

M5. RIDENOUR  What date do we need to have our
response in by?

KRI STI BLACK: The coment period cl oses on May
31lst, which is the day after the holiday.

Yes, in the back.

SPEAKER 2: Can you go back to the slide that has
t he web address for the comment period?

KRI STI BLACK: Yes.

SPEAKER 2: And does it have to be physically
recei ved by the 31st, or postmarked by the 31st?

KRI STI BLACK: | think | would say postmarked we
woul d accept.

JENSEN UCHI DA: We'll accept anything that cones in
around the date.

KRI STI BLACK: W do want your comments. | nean,

that's an inportant part of the process.

Page 18

385-B5

385-C1


hitchingsj
Line

hitchingsj
Line


© 00 N o o B~ wWw NP

N DD N N MDD P P P P P PR
gag A W N B O O 00 N O O b~ w N +—» O

SPEAKER 3: It says there postnarked by the 31lst.
W were trying to clarify that.

KRI STI BLACK: Jensen said around that.

JENSEN UCHI DA: As long as we receive sonething --

SPEAKER 3: It says on there.

KRI STI BLACK: Yes.

SPEAKER 4: | have a general question.

KRI STI BLACK: Sure.

SPEAKER 4: Overhead transm ssion |ines generate an
el ectromagnetic field, the effects of which are not
entirely certain. Could you contrast the overhead
transm ssion |line electromagnetic field with an
underground transm ssion |ine of the sane voltage and
anper age?

KRI STI BLACK: | would suggest submtting that as a
coment on the Draft EIR if that's sonething you want to
see in the docunment, because that speaks to the inpacts
of the project, not the content of the Draft EIR or the
proposed project.

SPEAKER 5: There's been several Draft EIR s that's
been approved and conmented four tines now Is this the
begi nning of No. 5?2 O the end of No. 57

KRI STI BLACK: | don't know the exact nunber off the
top of ny head. There have been several, and as |

mentioned in the presentation, there was actually an
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approval of Valley-lvyglen in 2010.

For Al berhill there hasn't been a Draft EIR
yet. There have been three scoping periods. The one
| ast year was the third.

For Valley-lvyglen, for the new application, I
believe this is the first.

s that correct?

JENSEN UCHI DA:  Yes.

KRI STI BLACK: This is the first for the new
resubmtted nodified Valley-Ivyglen Project.

SPEAKER 5: Is this with both of them conbi ned?

KRI STI BLACK: Yes, both of them are covered.
They're still separate permt application processes. So
If you were to |look up the adm ni strative proceedi ng,
they woul d be separate, but as far as --

SPEAKER 5: Are they com ng together?

KRI STI BLACK: Not in that proceeding. But because
there are so many simlarities, the CPUC deci ded having
one EIR that covers both made nore sense and woul d be
better, maybe just |ess confusing and not -- but would be
better than having two separate docunents. So the
processes for both projects under CEQA and environnent al
review are now tracking each ot her

Does that help clarify? [It's conpl ex.

SPEAKER 5: It helps a little bit, but I'mKkind of
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wondering when the reviews are going to be final. |
mean, of course they've said this is the final several
times. Now we're at another final.

KRI STI BLACK: The Final EIRw Il contain the
response to coomments on the Draft EIR, and barring any
changes -- like if SCE changes their project, then we
m ght need to go back. But barring any changes, the
Final EIR would be certified, which nmeans the CPUC fi nds
it's adequate, and then it would go in to the
Adm ni strative Law Judge Proceedi ng where then they woul d
consi der approval of a CPCN or PTC, and then the
schedul es m ght vary because those are two separate
processes for the two separate projects.

SPEAKER 7: How are we to be involved in that?

KRI STI BLACK: | have information on another slide
about the adm nistrative proceeding. So | recomend
contacting the Public Advisor. Their role is to help
peopl e be involved in the adm nistrative proceedi ng.

SPEAKER 8: Just a general question. Wthin the
boundari es of Lake El sinore, what percentage or
approxi matel y what percentage of the |lines would be
under grounded, and what percentage woul d be above ground?
And how many ot her poles are you conbi ning on these poles
to elimnate the existing lines with the new |ines?

KRI STI BLACK: That is a good question. As far as
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SCE' s proposed project there -- and SCE can correct ne if
"' mwong, because this is off the top of ny head.

For Vall ey-1vyglen, one segnent which is
Segnent VI is proposed to be underground, and in the
Draft EIR we have the mleage of that, but | want to say
it's five --

Two. SCE is in the back.

Two out of 25 mles or so for Valley-Ivyglen,
27 mles. So less than 10 percent of Valley-1vyglen.

For Al berhill, none of the |ines are being
proposed under gr ound.

SPEAKER 7: |Is there a reason?
KRI STI BLACK: That would be a question for SCE

" m not SCE.

I|"'mw th Ecol ogy and Environnment, and we work
for California Public Utilities Conm ssion. The public
utilities comm ssion is not a proponent for or against
the project. So we're just |ooking at the environnental
| npacts of the project.

SPEAKER 7: Now, if they take into consideration the
environnmental inpact, that's all there is, on
under groundi ng nore of the |ines?

KRI STI BLACK: | believe we | ooked at undergroundi ng
all of Valley-lvyglen as an agency, Alternative M and we

did | ook at that.
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SPEAKER 7: Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: Yes.

SPEAKER 8: City of Lake Elsinore is going to have
severe aesthetic problens, | think, going along 3rd
Street and along Hi ghway 74, if | read it right. Al so,
over by the inlet channel there's part of a parachuting
type of activity over there starting to get people, and,
you know, with high type power lines with aircraft and
that kind of stuff in that area --

KRI STI BLACK: As far as the conflicts with the
recreational users, | don't renenber off the top of ny
head, but when we take a break we can go | ook at the
Draft EIR

SPEAKER 8: Looking at the routing of sone of the
lines going in, it's kind of hard to figure out -- are
there already em nent domain on all those |ine ways that
they're going to put the lines in?

KRI STI BLACK: No.

SPEAKER 8: So they still have to go through the
em nent domai n process?

KRI STI BLACK: Ri ght.

SPEAKER 8: So the people that own the property
don't know that they're going to try to take the property
yet ?

KRI STI BLACK: | don't know if they mght do private
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negotiation. That's not part of the ElIR because that
process in and of itself doesn't have environnental
I npacts. So we | ook at what happens when SCE buil ds
sonet hi ng.

SPEAKER 8: Does this have anything to do with the
power lines that originally were going to go -- | think

they were going to go straight to San D ego. They had

another routing at one tine, and that project got kill ed.

KRI STI BLACK: | don't know the answer to that
guesti on.

SPEAKER 9: Not to sound cynical, we were at a
previ ous environmental inpact neeting, and we did put
proposals in for sonme nodifications, primarily going
underground in certain areas. It sounds as though those
proposal s aren't going to happen, potentially.

My question to you is, do we really have an
| mpact here? |Is this plan already pretty nuch
| npl emented, and will our comments really have nuch
| npact, personally, do you think?

KRI STI BLACK: | wll say, in the Final EIR we are
mandated to respond to your conments in witing. And as
far as maki ng a deci sion about the project, it's not
Jensen's job at the CPUC or our job to have a stance on
whet her the project is good or bad.

The Draft EIRisn't about nmerit. 1t's about
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di sclosure and telling the decision-nmakers what the

envi ronnental inpacts are of the decision that they

are

expected to nake on the project, whether that be approve

the project, deny the project, or approve an alternative.

SPEAKER 10: Wen do they determ ne to go

under ground? For exanple, in Alberhill they have no

underground. Well, there's one section going down Conard

that is going in everybody's front yard. They don't show

any of that in these pictures. These pictures show dirt

and hills that are dead. All these are hones, and

they're planning on, like 11 or 12 going across Conard,

which to ne seens it should go underground, and to nost

everybody in that area.

KRI STI BLACK: | would recommend submtting that as
a conmment .
SPEAKER 10: | believe it has been submtted several

tinmes.
KRI STI BLACK: Ckay. On the Draft EIR I would

reconmmend submtting that as a comrent.

SPEAKER 11: In the preparation of the EIR what

nunber was used for the cost differential between high

tension |lines versus undergrounding? Ws there a doll ar

anount attached to those?
So you're making a determ nation

reconmendation, for a specific alternative, and one

bei ng
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undergroundi ng the entire project, but that wasn't
consi dered or that was not accepted or pronoted.

And ny question is, there nust have been a
cost consideration that you people drafting the EIR had
to come up with. So do you know what that was?

KRI STI BLACK: Part of |ooking at alternatives
I ncl udes feasibility, which includes economc
feasibility, but there are several other conponents that
you woul d | ook at, such as reducing substantially or
avoiding a significant environnental inpact of the
proposed project and neeting the project objectives. So
the analysis of the alternatives and why we selected in
the Draft EIR certain alternatives environnental |y
superior is all in the Draft EIR, including how we waive
t hose factors.

SPEAKER 12: Are the economic factors included in
that to the residents of Lake El sinore?

KRI STI BLACK: What do you nean? Can you clarify?

SPEAKER 12: The economic inpact to the residents of
Lake El sinore, are they figured in on your
deci si on- maki ng when proposing the project?

KRI STI BLACK: |I'm not a decision-maker. Do you
mean deci ding the environnentally superior alternative?

SPEAKER 12: Correct.

KRI STI BLACK: | don't believe that the general
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econom ¢ inpact on residents of Lake Elsinore was
consi der ed.

SPEAKER 12: Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: Can | have a new person.

GRANT TAYLOR: Good evening. Thank you for being
here tonight. M nane is Gant Taylor. |I'mwth the
Cty of Lake Elsinore. | just wanted a few questions for
clarification, if | could.

Looki ng at your dual track of the CEQA and the
General Proceeding, it tal ks about the CPUC nmaking the
final determ nation, the Adm nistrative Law Judge. [|'m
assumng that's up at the nain office in San Franci sco.
Is the city allowed or invited to attend that neeting?

MR UCH DA: 1Is the city invited to the proceedi ng?

GRANT TAYLOR: The City of Lake Elsinore will bear
the brunt of this project for everybody el se's service.
W'd really like to be present at that neeting if at all
possi bl e.

MR, UCH DA: It should be included as a project
pr oceedi ng.

GRANT TAYLOR: will we have to request that? WIIl we
get an invite?

MR UCH DA: No. |[If you give ne your information,
"Il get it to the |aw clerk.

GRANT TAYLOR | appreciate that.
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The EIR was very thorough, about the size of

Britannica Encyclopedia. | didn't have a lot of tine to
review it, but fromwhat |I saw, | saw scales of the

pol es; | saw how nmany there were. Was there a map in the
EIR that shows the locations? | didn't see that. | want

to make sure the poles are outside of our ultinmate
right-of-ways. When we inprove our streets for
devel opnent, we don't want a pole in the mddle of the

street that has to be noved later. Was there a map for

that effect in there? | didn't see it.

KRI STI BLACK: | do believe there is one. The other
tool that we have is through the project websites. It's
a web viewer, and I'mgoing to try to pull it out.

So if you go to either Al berhill or

Val | ey-1vygl en websites, |look for Wb Viewer Link, and it
will pull up this web viewer, and it works just |ike
Googl e maps. You can zoomin, zoom out.

GRANT TAYLOR: And it wll give you those |ocations?

KRI STI BLACK: Yeah. This third fromthe left item
Is called layers, and then turn on the ASP structure
| ocati ons and you can scroll down and Valley-Ivyglen is
in here too. And then you can zoomin to where you're
Interested in, and you can see -- so this is just for
exanple. This is near SCE s proposed substation sites.

You can see the |ocations of the structures.
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GRANT TAYLOR: Very good.

Also, | didn't see any specifics on the
substation. Are there any elevations, renderings, that
show t he massing, how big it is?

All | sawwas a little site plan. It talked
about 20-foot walls. It talked about a 49-foot structure
for switch back racks, which I have no i dea what those
are.

Were there any type of renderings that |
m ssed in there?

SILVI A YANEZ: Normally the substation |ayout and
the map of the site --

GRANT TAYLOR: | saw the site plan, yes. That was
it?

SILVI A YANEZ: The viewer can give you different
el evations --

KRI STI BLACK: Do you want to see a visual
simulation or --

GRANT TAYLOR: | want to see --

KRI STI BLACK: -- or nore of an engineering draw ng?

GRANT TAYLOR: It's the entryway to our city. |
want to see what it |looks like. Wen | hear a solid
49-foot steel structure, | go, "What does that | ook
l i ke?"

KRI STI BLACK: There are sone visual sinulations.
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That's not in the project description. It's in the
aest heti cs.
GRANT TAYLOR Ckay. So it's the view sanpl es?
KRI STI BLACK: Yeah, and also in the map books at
the front table we have them
GRANT TAYLOR: Ckay. Very good.
The CPUC did the bare m ni mum public review
45 days is the bare mninmum That's what we got.
This is a big docunent. |'mreally wondering
i f the CPUC can give us sone nore tinme. There's a |ot of
stuff to look at. At l|least 60 days, preferably 90 days
to give us nore tinme to nake sone neani ngful comrents and
not rush and m ss things.
MR UCH DA: W' Il discuss that internally and see
what we can do.
GRANT TAYLOR: Thank you very nuch
KRI STI BLACK: Thank you.
SPEAKER 13: | live in an unincorporated area of
(i naudi ble) lines going through District 1 which is
County, Riverside County, which neans that the people who
represent ne are in the county, not the city of Lake
El sinore. Are these people also going to be notified?
Furthernore, WIldomar | noticed that the |ines
go up the outlet channel on (inaudible).

KRI STI BLACK: W notified the local cities and the
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county. In fact, we've had neetings with R verside
County, particularly about devel opnent along State Route
74 that's pl anned.

SPEAKER 14: Quick question. |'musing your web

here, and you show the staging area --

| live in the Rosetta Canyon Community which
Is part of the (inaudible) and Central and you chose a
staging area that affects ny hone. But that's neither
here nor there, but right outside of our comunity the
path that you' ve chosen, it's |like an Stag. It requires
a guy-wire on our property. W're in a specific planned
area where we have great | akes and we pay a | ot of taxes
because all of our utilities are underground, and you
want to put a guy-wire right actually at the nonunent to
our associ ation.

Is there a way that you can -- What's the
determ nation for using a pole that doesn't require a
guy-wire, |like double steel structured pole as opposed to
one that does require it. And further you guys bought
the property and put --

KRI STI BLACK: W're not SCE. | just want to
interrupt and say |I'mnot SCE. W evaluate the project
as they propose it.

So | would actually recommend getting in touch

with SCE. They're here.
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SPEAKER 14 : W did in 2010.

KRI STI BLACK: Do you m nd raising your hands, SCE,
where you can direct himw th specific questions about
this, and I would also recommend still submtting a
comment on the Draft EIR about that as well. But the
reasons of why they're proposed -- that we evaluate the
project as they propose it.

SPEAKER 14: You just evaluate the pole there and
the environnental inpact of that.

KRI STI BLACK: What's the |ast part again?

SPEAKER 14: |f that pole has any type of
envi ronment al i npact.

KRI STI BLACK: Ri ght.

SPEAKER 15: | think it would be very good for you
to give one of those books to the city of Lake Elsinore

since there's so much involved in this situation. To

M. -- where is he?
GRANT TAYLOR I'msorry. | didn't hear you
SPEAKER 15: | asked if they'd give you, city of

Lake El sinore, one of these books here so you can be able
to tell people if they want to cone into the office and
ask questions.

GRANT TAYLOR: G eat idea. Already done. W have
one at the public counter. |If anybody wants one, couple

of the staff nmenbers have one. W'd be glad to let you
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| ook and share. W printed out sonme hard copies of the
di sks. Feel free to cone by the community devel opnent
part of the city hall.

KRI STI BLACK: Thank you.

SPEAKER 16: On the lvyglenn Project, can | ask why
t he two undergrounds got approved and what their
reasoning to do that was for?

KRI STI BLACK: The proposed project has not been
approved. O are you asking about the --

SPEAKER 16: You said there's two areas that were
under gr ound.

KRI STI BLACK: Vall ey-1vyglenn Segnent 7 is proposed
to be underground and it's 2 mles |ong.

SPEAKER 16: What is the reasoning that they're
proposi ng that?

KRI STI BLACK: SCE?

SPEAKER 16: How cone they're | aughi ng?

KRI STI BLACK: | don't think they're |aughing.

SCE SPEAKER: Edison is here today out of respect
for the process --

SPEAKER: W can't hear what she's saying.

SCE SPEAKER: So we'll allow that process to go
forward. W have a hotline that you can call Edi son

KRI STI BLACK: Thank you. | appreciate that.

SPEAKER 16: She doesn't want to answer?
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KRI STI BLACK: She's going to provide you with a way
to ask them questions |ike that. Because sone of these
gquestions as to why they proposed it a certain way,
that's not what we know. So I'mkind of putting them on
the spot, actually, by saying that, but they do have a
team that can answer questions |ike that.

SPEAKER 17: So she can't answer what the
determ ning factor to goi ng underground are?

KRI STI BLACK: Again, they propose that segnent
under gr ound.

SPEAKER 16: \Wy?

KRI STI BLACK: SCE is going to provide you with a
person to get in touch with to answer that. It's not a
CPUC project. The CPUC did not determ ne certain
segnments woul d be proposed underground or overhead.

SPEAKER 17: On your rendering up here, how far can
you zoomin on that rendering? Can we actually see the
di mensi ons of those pol es?

KRI STI BLACK: No. They're just point data.

SPEAKER 17: Point data. Gkay. So where in your
aesthetics are you addressing the visual rendering of
what those poles are going to |ook |ike throughout Lake
El sinore? Are we seeing before photos and after photos
of what the proposal |ooks |ike?

KRI STI BLACK: In the aesthetic section there are
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vi sual simulations, including one of the substation
sites. W have the Draft EIR up here, and we al so have
sone map books that have those sinulation draw ngs.

SPEAKER 17: Including all those 27 mles of
transm ssion |ines?

KRI STI BLACK: No. They're at key view points that
have been identifi ed.

SPEAKER 17: So back to your slide that tal ks about
the aesthetics, how are you planning to mtigate the
aest hetics?

KRI STI BLACK: The mtigationis in the Draft EIR
Again, for Alberhill we've identified that it's a
significant and unavoi dabl e aesthetic inpact; so it
cannot be mtigated to |l ess than significant.

SPEAKER: That is based on cost?

KRI STI BLACK: That's because if you | ook at the

pi cture of the substation, if you put up -- you can't
shield it. It's a big change from--
SPEAKER: |'mtal ki ng about the transm ssion |ines

t henselves. So there's no way to underground those |ines

and mtigate the aesthetics is what you're telling ne?
KRI STI BLACK: The aesthetics of the 115 kV li nes,

the i npact of those outside of the substation site were

found to be less than significant with mtigation in

several places, and mtigation there's several neasures,
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and it's in the Draft EIR

SPEAKER: In the Draft EIR does it address the
difference in cost between undergrounding on a per mle
basi s?

KRI STI BLACK: No, it does not.

SPEAKER: How do we get those nunbers?

KRI STI BLACK: That's not part of the environnental
review. |If you want to submt a comment for that, you're
wel cone to.

SPEAKER: There will be plenty of comrents, but |'m
just saying the suggestion that the two nmles that you're
under groundi ng versus the 27 (inaudible) as to who nakes
t hat decision on aesthetics and what the differential is
in cost, and we're --

KRI STI BLACK: Again, SCE proposed the project that
way; so we're evaluating it.

The CPUC cannot require mitigation for inpacts
t hat have been found |l ess than significant, and CPUC can
only require mtigation fromsignificant to | ess than
significant, and there is mtigation in the EIR to reduce
certain aesthetic inpacts to |less than significant.

SPEAKER: \What does the CPUC consider |ess than
significant on a visual site line to the | ake.

KRI STI BLACK: |'mgoing to have to request that you

read the Draft EIR because | think other people have sone
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comments, and this discussion about aesthetics could take
up a lot of tinme; so Il'mgoing to ask that for --
Thank you.

SPEAKER: Could you rewind? | think you said no --
| think this is what you said. You said according to the
environnment there's going to be significant, | don't
know, habitat problens and that can not be mtigated; so
woul dn't that automatically say you can't do the project?

KRI STI BLACK: The bi ol ogical resources inpacts can
be mtigated to less than significant. The CPUC can
approve a project that has significant environnental
I mpacts. It would have to issue what's called a
statenent of overriding considerations.

SPEAKER: What is that?

KRI STI BLACK: You can provide a conment on the
Draft EIR and be involved in the CEQA process.

SPEAKER: Is the online map you're using here part
of the Draft EIR?

KRI STI BLACK: It's not. |It's a tool to be able to
see -- you know, a |lot of people want to see where poles
are in relation to their house or whatever, and it's just
a tool to help that, but it is the sane data that was
used for the maps in the EIR

SPEAKER: 1'll be submtting a proposal comment on

this. Just so you know, Grant, as she pointed out to
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you, this is the only way to drill down into where the
towers are. There are parts of this where when you
activate the layer that says where the structures are,

they actually don't line up with where the line is and

t hat inpacts one of ny properties. | think you and |
tal ked about that and you said, "lI'mnot sure which is
correct. Wiy don't you cone to the neeting." That's a

little frustrating.

KRI STI BLACK: | think the |ines are conceptual
because if you zoom out, you know, the scal e doesn't
matter as nuch, but the poles are nore accurate.

| woul d reconmend you subm tting a conment on
that. That's sonething we can address.

SPEAKER: | have sonething that has been buggi ng ne
and that is, why are these |lines going up?

KRI STI BLACK: SCE is proposing these lines for the
obj ectives that were in the presentation and are also in
the Draft EIR So the Draft EIR describes why SCE is
proposing this and it has to do in general with
reliability. There's been a lot of gromh in the area,
and there will be in the future, and this is nmeant to
address that.

SPEAKER: | thought that's what solar panels were
for.

KRI STI BLACK: |If you would like to submt that as a

Page 38

385-S15

385-S16

385-S17


hitchingsj
Line

hitchingsj
Line

hitchingsj
Line


© 00 N o o B~ wWw NP

N DD N N MDD P P P P P PR
gag A W N B O O 00 N O O b~ w N +—» O

comrent, you are wel cone to.

Any nore questions, or do we want to take a
qui ck break?

One nore.

SPEAKER: If the city decided to anend its
under ground ordi nance to require the |ines be underground
t hroughout the city, would you have to redo the EIR?

KRI STI BLACK: That's sonething we would have to
discuss internally. | don't have an answer to that right
NOW.

SPEAKER  Fair enough. Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: Yes.

SPEAKER: I'l1l save m ne.

SPEAKER: Just one final question. |I'mnewto this
so |"mjust getting up to speed, if | can get up to
speed. But the idea is Southern California Edison
basically proposed this route and gave it to you to then
go and research and prepare the EIR, is that correct?

KRI STI BLACK: Right.

SPEAKER: All the decisions made as to what was
underground or routing, everything, was done by Southern
Cal i fornia Edi son, not you peopl e?

KRI STI BLACK: For the proposed project.

SPEAKER: For the Valley-1vyglen project.

KRI STI BLACK: Yes. SCE proposed the project.
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That's what's described in Chapter 2, but the
alternatives that are analyzed are what the CPUC has cone
up with.

SPEAKER: Those alternatives are binding or only
reconmendat i ons?

KRI STI BLACK: They are recomendations. W | ook at
alternatives, select environmentally superior -- one for
Al berhill, one for Valley-lvyden. The comm ssion, when
it's making its decision at the end of this process, they
don't have to agree with that decision and can approve
different alternatives. There's sonme procedural hoops to
t hat .

SPEAKER: Who deci des what's acceptable as far as
the mtigation is concerned? Are we involved in that
deci si on?

KRI STI BLACK: You can definitely comrent on the
mtigation and say that you don't like a mtigation
nmeasure or propose an additional mtigation neasure or
say you don't think one is sufficient.

SPEAKER: Is our city involved in the final
deci sion? Not the individual but our city.

KRI STI BLACK: What do you -- can you clarify?

SPEAKER: Are elected officials involved in the
final decision as to what's acceptable for our city?

Do we | ose control of our city's ability to
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make deci sions, what's best for us?

O her than comments, do we actually have any

power to inpact what's best for our city?

KRI STI BLACK: As Jensen stated, the city can get
i nvol ved in the adm nistrative proceeding process. |'m
not sure what you nean by power or anything like that.

SPEAKER: Do we have -- who approves it?

KRI STI BLACK: The California Public Uilities
Comm ssion has jurisdiction over approving SCE s
application or denying it or approving an alternative.

SPEAKER:  Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: Ckay. Next.

SPEAKER: One question. The city of Chino Hills of
G oup Valley were slated at a noneconom cally superior
project, just |like you were saying for us; however, they
t hought that it was undergrounded after all.

Wiy was, after that proceedi ng that has been
going through it, and nowin fact they are -- why is our
city not allowed to have the nore aesthetically appealing
yet economcally | ess feasible project?

What determ nation do you guys use w thin your
analysis of the DEIR to determne that our city is going
to support it aesthetically?

KRI STI BLACK: That was a very |ong conplicated

gquestion. | would say the Draft EIR is prepared pursuant
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to CEQA

CPUC has a duty to mtigate significant
I npacts to less than significant or if not |ess than
significant to the extent that's feasible.

I f you disagree with conclusions in the EIR
i ncl udi ng concl usi ons about undergrounding, | invite you
to submt a comment on that.

SPEAKER: So our city is going to have to spend $2
mllion by (inaudible) to the CPUC |ike they did over a
five-year period? | nean.

KRI STI BLACK: |'m not sure what you want nme to say
about that. Qur teamis here preparing the El R pursuant
to CEQA. | can't speak to what was done on other
projects or outside of the CEQA process on this project.

SPEAKER:  Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: | think that's all the questions.

We can either take a quick break or we can
junp right into the verbal coment period. Let's just do
a show of hands, who wants to take a quick break?

| think we're going to go right into the
comment period. Looks like a mnority of people.

What we're going to do, we have a court
reporter here. She is over on your left.

So Jessica has the speaker cards that were

filled out earlier, and you're still welconme to submt
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speaker cards if you think of something that you want to
say, and she will bring the m crophone to you. And |
suggest speaking directly to the court reporter so that
she's able to record your comments. And nenbers of the
audi ence, while other people are giving comments, please
keep any coments, clapping, anything, to yourself so
that the court reporter can hear everything and record
everything accurately.

JESSI CA M DBUST: Terry Norarty.

KRI STI BLACK: Sorry, Jessica, if | can interrupt.
We're going to limt coments now to three m nutes.
Silvia up here on the right will give you --

Actually, Silvia, if you can nove towards the

court reporter, since people wll be speaking toward her.
She'll give you a one-minute warning. If we
still have tinme left after the comment period, people who

have al ready conmented can speak again, but right now
let's limt it to 3 mnutes.
JESSI CA M DBUST: |'mgoing to wal k around and hand

this to people who have submtted comment cards.

VERBAL COMMENTS

JESSI CA M DBUST: Terry Morarty.
TERRY MORARTY: | would just |ike to suggest that
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you go with the Option Mand put it all underground. The
aesthetics is the main thing to ne. The Valley, we live
in a beautiful Valley and the nore things |like this that
are put into our area, the worse it | ooks. And | just
think it all needs to go underground. That's all.

KRI STI BLACK: Next speaker is John C. G ay.

JOHN GRAY: 50 years ago the health hazards of
snoki ng cigarettes was not yet acknow edged.

50 years fromnow the health detrinental
effects of the strong el ectromagnetic fields surrounding
hi gh tension wires m ght get acknow edged, dependi ng on
who pays for the study. Undergroundi ng reduces the
el ectromagnetic fields significantly. There is a strong
health reason, as well as aesthetic, to underground all
the lines in the entire project.

KRI STI BLACK: The next comrenter is Ace Vallejos.

ACE VALLEJOS: W comment is that we need to get --
| did not know anything about this. There's a |ot of
people in the area, | feel, that don't know about this.

And ny opinion, we need to have nore tine and
need to do a better job of notifying the community so we
all know what's going on and so we can give our input
adequately. That's ny comment.

KRI STI BLACK: Thank you. The next commenter is

Larry Nanedal
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LARRY NAVEDAL: Well, I'mlooking at a map and
there's a Serrano Valley line on the other side of the
15. Wiy don't they follow that?

You don't have this map. And it's going to
t he sane place; so you wouldn't have to cone through Lake
El sinore. You wouldn't even have to cone down the 74.
The line is already in. Just put the towers next to all
this, and keep it out of our sight, because it's going to
| npact the property values. People are not going to cone
out here anynore. And | bought a house out here because
it's supposed to be a nice area. | didn't buy a house to
| ook at high tension |ines.

And that's not even in your map, your little
book, about the other line, is it? Yes? No?

KRI STI BLACK: This period is just for coments.

W' re not respondi ng.
The next commenter is Chris Hyl and.

CHRI'S HYLAND: | pass. |'ve already got mne in.

KRI STI BLACK: Next commrenter is John O Dohorty.

JOHN O DOHORTY: Good evening. M nane is John
O Dohorty, and I'ma property owner on 3rd Street. And |
did review the Draft EIR, particularly in relation to
segment VIG which is nostly on 3rd Street. And | have
these comments here, and | have already e-mailed themto

your organi zati on.
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And the first one is a mnor one, is that in
readi ng the study nost people look at the I-15 as goi ng
nort h-south, and, of course, north is kind of 45 degrees,
and the docunent is a bit confusing with regard to what
Is north and what is south or east and west.

In any event, if you |l ook at the map up there,
my big question is on the road to the VIG the Ivyglen
that shows the map, you can see up there that if you zoom
in on 3rd Street, it nmakes absolutely no sense to nme why
the line is jogged to cone south to 3rd street and then
up 3rd Street and then back up. | don't knowif it's
Conard, onto 74.

My big question is, why was 3rd Street picked
for the routing through the city instead of going all the
way up to 74? And | don't know where that cane from
And | surm se that Edison has an easenent on 3rd Street
which is a very mnor easenent, and that's the excuse for
running the line on 3rd Street with apparent disregard
for everybody on that I|ine.

In fact, you talk quite a bit in the report on
saving noney -- | should say Edison does -- in the draft
docunent about savi ng noney, but we're adding
approximately a half a mle of power |ines by just
jogging onto 3rd Street instead of turning on 74. And |

really would Iike to know, and | put that question here,
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why that decision was made to just cone farther south
t han necessary, why you just didn't go straight on 74.
KRI STI BLACK: 30 seconds.
JOHN O DOHORTY: A |l ot of people got nore tine in
guest i oni ng.

My question, a |ot of people asked, of course,
the kind of poles on the location of 3rd Street; so |'|
skip over that one.

And | am al so asking the question, is
everybody -- is Edison aware of the new drai nage, storm
wat er drai nage channels com ng down 3rd Street right on
the |ine where these poles are supposed to go?

Al so, there is a huge masonry wall built right
under where | understand you nean to put the poles and --

KRI STI BLACK: | think we're at tine. |If we have
nore time at the end --

JOHN O DOHORTY: I'mnot that far away from being
fini shed.

In reading the docunent, there seens to be an
awful lot nore concern for notorists and what is seen and
the visual effects than there is for the residents and
the property owners along the line. That's kind of an
amazi ng thing, which brings ne to the comment that was
al ready nade, is there absolutely no nention in the

docunent about el ectronmagnetic radiation, which that
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gent| eman over there brought up. That's a huge, all the
| npacts that are nentioned in the docunent are tenporary
| npacts during construction. No nmention of it of
negati ve i npacts after the whole project is install ed.

Al so, on the underground thing, | was at a
council meeting here sonme tine ago and brought up this
matter, and the city council stated that all the power
lines on 3rd Street were goi ng underground. Now, that
doesn't appear to be very true here.

Finally -- two nore of ny quick points. In
your appendi x there is a discussion on the whol e idea of
goi ng under ground, and the docunent does state that that
Is entirely feasible. So there is no reason why all
t hese power lines couldn't go underground through the
city of Lake El sinore.

Final point is there are photographs, there
are a whol e series of photographs taken of the road of
the VIGIline. There isn't one single photograph taken of
3rd Street. 3rd Street is one of the mjor thoroughfares
in the city, and there isn't a single photograph taken
going up or down 3rd Street show ng what's goi ng on
there. So that concerns ne. Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: Thank you. Next commenter is Bruce
Slingerl and.
BRUCE SLI NGERLAND: |I'mjust going to follow the
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gentl eman ahead of me with statenents that we're directly
I npacted in that sanme area. And, again, bringing up the
citizens issue -- we did at a prior environnental inpact
neeting submt verbally and witten, you know, a | ot of
I ssues to the plan, to the proposal. They were going
underground in our areas and, you know, it didn't happen.

So ny concern is that we're naking statenents,
we're nmaking witten comments, and nmaki ng ver bal
statenents and, you know, is it really going to have any
sort of an inpact?

Li ke this gentleman said before, the
under standi ng of the SCE routing of the |ines, jogging as
t hey do, versus just heading straight down H ghway 74, or
as the other gentleman proposed, going through an area
that's very rural that doesn't even inpact Lake El sinore.
It's kind of hard to understand SCE s |ogic in what
they're doing with the routing of their lines. That's
our concerns.

"Il also submt witten comment to go al ong
with the verbal statenment. That's just ny opinion
Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: The next comrenter is Barbara Paul .
BARBARA PAUL: Thank you. |'ma resident of the

Tenescal Valley. | amalso a | ong-standing nenber, with

ny husband, of d en Eden Sun d ub.
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Thank you very nuch for putting this on the
cover of the EIRreport. It is a beautiful photograph,
bl ue skies, white puffy clouds, the 15 freeway | ooki ng
south with 3 en Eden on the right-hand side.

A en Eden is included in the EIR with
phot ographs figure 4.1-4A before and after photographs.
| have gone into the map, the layering effect, and | have
seen what is going to happen to the front of 3 en Eden
Sun Club. Across G en Eden property there is proposed
anywhere from7 to 13 of these poles. You mght as well
put a fence, barbed wire on top, with a guard station
because it's going to ook Iike a prison behind there.

| am speaking as a |l ong-term nenber of den
Eden. den Eden |ast year submtted their conmment letter
and they suggested alternative M all underground. W
will again, if we have not already done so, submt
another letter by the deadline again suggesting
everything be put underground. That's nmy conments.
Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: The next commrenter is Leonard
Lei chnitz.

LEONARD LEI CHNI TZ: Hello. M name is Leonard
Leichnitz. |1'mthe president of Lunbs Communiti es.

We're the property nmanager for the old rodeo grounds

whi ch was approved to build sone houses. The owner of
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that is JLJ, and we're the property manager for them

The purpose of the Draft EIRis to allow the
public to comrent on environnental inpacts for a project,
a proposed project, but it's alittle difficult to do
that when you can't tell where it's going to be built.
As we said informally during the Q and A session, you
have an ARCvi ewer avail able online, and that data
provided is -- there's sone discrepancy between where the
structures are going to go and where the line is shown.

Now, currently, the right-of-way is across
Franklin from our proposed project or our future project.
At table 2.2 of your Draft EIR Segnent ASP4, it says it
w Il be located exclusively in existing right-of-way.

As | said, on the ARCviewer that doesn't seem
to be the case. And that discrepancy is repeated a
couple of tinmes through the EIR including figure 2. 2E,
although it's hard to drill down into them so | can't
tell exactly.

| would ask in the Final EIR that this
di screpancy be resol ved because | would have comrents on
t he environnental inpacts that the line could generate if
it were to cross Franklin rather than stay in the
existing right-of-way. Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: Thank you. The next commenter is

M ke Matt hews.
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M KE MATTHEWS: Hello. M nane is M ke Matthews.

First, I'll make the -- | don't have a probl em
wth progress, and we're doing a lot of it in Lake
El sinore, nmaking the city |ook nice for the people that
|ive there, and enticing other people to nove in.

My issue is with the health, the effects on
heal t h, environnental inpacts, and other issues that the
peopl e in Lake Elsinore are going to have with the
erection of these poles.

Bruce here, he tal ked about goi ng through the
3rd Street annexation area with the poles. For sone
reason they are having pol es erected, 100-foot poles,
cone on, 100-foot poles, 16 inches in dianmeter going
t hrough a residential neighborhood. It's zoned RE,
residential estates. |It's a nice little nei ghborhood,
| ots of famli es.

Unfortunately, they didn't choose the nost
preferred way, which would be 1,000 feet east of the
nei ghbor hood, which is where existing poles are there
now. You've got SCE owned property. GCkay. You got
exi sting poles, and you could run all the poles you want.

I f they insist on going through the
nei ghborhood -- this is one of the few nei ghborhoods that
you have these high tension wires going through -- why

can't they go underneath the ground? There's no reason

Page 52

385-BB1

385-BB2

385-BB3


hitchingsj
Line

hitchingsj
Line

hitchingsj
Line


© 00 N o o B~ wWw NP

N DD N N MDD P P P P P PR
gag A W N B O O 00 N O O b~ w N +—» O

why you guys need to put these poles up, inpacting the
residents in that area, which include honme val ues, health
| ssues -- first few people have tal ked about health

| ssues. Unfortunately, it's never really good -- set in
stone that there are significant health issues, but there
have been health issues identified.

Now, | feel that along wwth the rest of the
peopl e in ny nei ghborhood, and I'l|l speak for every one
of them that an alternate solution be | ooked at and
t aken advantage of instead of inpacting the econom ¢ and
health of the people in that area. Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: Thank you. The next comenter is
Li nda Ri denour.
LINDA RIDENOUR: | would |like to conmment, not having

read your environnmental studies, and say, if any of your

studi es were based on Al berhill Environnental Studies, |
question themall. The Alberhill -- conpany hired by
Al berhill had significant areas that didn't include the

vernal pools, et cetera, et cetera. So if there's
anything like that in there, then you need to provide

docunentation that you actually did those areas in

guesti on.

If there is a species that are sensitive or
endangered, | don't understand how you can nmitigate
agai nst that. That does not seemright. If one
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department of the governnent says this is a very

I nportant plant or animl, then how can anot her group
say, "Oh, no, well, it's not inportant because" -- so
t hose are sone of ny problens.

Al so, these gentl enen have been tal ki ng about
human experinentati on, because if we find out |ater on
down the road that those were significant inpacts on the
children, on thenselves, then that's going to be a
problem | don't know if they can sue, but certainly
sonebody shoul d be held accountable for that.

Al so, normally during construction there is
t renendous dust, noi se, perhaps |lights, causing
difficulties with the Palomar |ighting area and a whol e
bunch of things like that. You say tenporary. Tenporary
could be nonths. | think it should be nore specific,
al though I"'m 1| ooking forward to readi ng what you're going
to send me. And | think all these people would like to
know that too. Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: Thank you.
Next commenter is G ant Tayl or.
GRANT TAYLOR: Thank you, again, for comng. W
appreci ate the opportunity to hear your presentation,
of fer testinony.
| understand the need for the project. Wen

you plug sonething in, when you turn on a swtch, you
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need electricity. | get it. The concernis the way it's
I npl emented and the inpacts on the residents and the
busi nesses of Lake El sinore.

This will serve a wde area. | think there
were seven or eight cities in unincorporated county that

woul d be inpacted. Tenmecula, Murrieta, Miurrieta Hot

Springs -- zero inpacts, but they will receive the
benefit. | think they should bear sone of the cost in
mtigating i npact on Lake Elsinore. It's all about

noney, the undergrounding, the mtigation.

The County of Perris, Menifee, WIdomar, sone
| npacts, not nearly as nuch. Lake Elsinore will bear the
brunt of these inpacts, these poles zigzagging through
our cities.

| woul d hope that the California Public
Utilities Comm ssion would be willing to work with the
city to find ways to address the aesthetics, mtigate the
| npacts, soften the inpacts, and protect our residents
and our busi nesses.

Al so, future devel opnents -- finally the great
recession is over. W have a nunber of very good
projects on the books. | would hate for this project to
di srupt projects that are underway or deter any future
projects that would bring conmerce, sone noney to help us

| Nnprove our city.
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We very much | ook forward to an invitation to
the California Public Utilities Conm ssion decision. W
would i ke to see the five comnm ssioners, hear their
del i berations, offer testinony, feel that our voices were
hear d.

And | ast, but not l|east, we very nuch |like an
extension of that 45 days. For a docunent that resenbles
the Britannica Encyclopedia it's a lot to digest. At
| east 60 to 90 days to give us an opportunity to be
t hor ough, do our due diligence, and provi de neani ngful
comments. Thank you.

KRI STI BLACK: Thank you. That's the |ast speaker
card that we have.

D d anybody el se want to nake a ver bal
conment ?

Qur next speaker is Kim Cousins.

KIMCOUSINS: | have to comment on the presentation.
| fully believe it's a little disingenuous for us to see
a mp with blue lines or dots on the map as far as where
a tower could be or individual tower is placed on the
drill down wi thout understanding the aesthetic inpact on
the community in total.

Certainly in nei ghborhoods power |ines don't
need to be strung, and they certainly can be underground,

but this is a pristine Valley, that we're very proud of,
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that is on a major growth pattern, third fastest grow ng
city in the Riverside County, fifth fastest growing in
the state of California, and this can significantly

I npact us financially as far as attenpting to attract new
honmeowners, as well as businesses, to this conmunity.

You know, when you have a city council and
pl anni ng comm ssion that review the paint colors on a
bui | ding and the color of materials, its brick or a wood
or rock on the sides of the building, and we have this
kind of a presentation that doesn't show the aesthetic
i npact, it doesn't do any service to this comunity
what soever. So | highly encourage you -- as Grant said,
we need a | onger extended period of tine. The city
council of this city is enpowered to speak on behal f of
these citizens, and they need to be at the table having
t hose di scussi ons about what you're attenpting to do with
this Gty for the future.

KRI STI BLACK: Thank you. Does anyone el se want to
make a comment ?

So I think that concludes our neeting.

Thank you all for comng. As a rem nder, the
coment period ends May 31st, the day after the holiday,
and we | ook forward to getting your witten conments
after this neeting.

There is another neeting tonorrow, if you
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would i ke to cone to that. It's in the afternoon in

Perris.
Thank you.

(Wher eupon the proceedi ngs concl uded)
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REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE

|, ELIZABETH EGA.lI, CSR NO. 6241, CERTIFIED

SHORTHAND REPCRTER I N AND FOR THE STATE OF CALI FORNI A, DO

HEREBY CERTI FY:

THAT | TOOK | N SHORTHAND THE PROCEEDI NGS IN THI S

MATTER, AND THE FOREGO NG TRANSCRI PT IS A TRUE AND
CORRECT TRANSCRI PTI ON OF MY SHORTHAND NOTES.

| FURTHER CERTI FY THAT | HAVE NO | NTEREST I N THE

OQUTCOVE OF THE ACTI ON.
W TNESS MY HAND THI S DAY OF

ELI ZABETH EGA.I, CSR NO. 6241
CERTI FI ED SHORTHAND REPORTER | N
AND FOR THE STATE OF CALI FORNI A
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APPEARANCES

California Public Uilities Comm ssion (CPUC
Energy Di vi sion:

Jensen Uchi da, Project Mnager

Ecol ogy and Environnent, Inc. (E & E):

Silvia Yanez, Senior Environnental Speciali st

Caitlin Barns, Deputy Project Manager/ Bi ol ogi st

Kristi Black, Planner

Jessi ca M dbust, Environnental Pl anner
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PUBLI C MEETI NG ON THE DRAFT EIR FOR THE
SOQUTHERN CALI FORNI A EDI SON
VALLEY- | VYGLEN SUBTRANSM SSI ON PRQJECT AND
ALBERHI LL SYSTEM PRQJECT
-O

KRI STI BLACK: | think we're going to get started.

Can everyone hear ne?

AUDI ENCE:  Yes.

KRI STI BLACK: Wl cone to the public neeting for the
Draft EIR for SCE s Vall ey-1vyglen Subtransm ssion
Project and Al berhill SystemProject. This is the second
of two neetingS. Last night we held a neeting in Lake
El si nore.

So if you could please signin, if you haven't
already. You're welcone to sign in on the way out.

I f you would lIike to nake a verbal conmment
today, if you can please fill out a speaker card, you can
do so at any tine during the neeting. W have such a
smal | group here, during the comrent period we m ght as
well go by a raised hand. You can also fill out a
comment card there or submt witten comments, and we'll
al so go over how to subnmt witten coments after the
neeting today.

So if you could turn off your cell phone or

turn it to silent, that would be nuch appreciated. Exit
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| ocations are all three doors around the room The

restroomis out the door to the left and then go | eft

agai n.

So the agenda for the presentation -- and |
see sonme famliar faces -- it's the sane one as
yesterday. First we'll introduce the teamthat's here.
We'll go over the purpose of the neeting. W'II| discuss

how to comment on the Draft EIR W' Il talk briefly
about CEQA and the CPUC revi ew processes, give a
description of both proposed projects, talk about the
obj ectives for both proposed projects, and go over
briefly the environmental inpacts, and then tal k about
alternatives and provide a little bit nore informtion.
We'll have an informal Q and A period after
the presentation, and then we'll get into the fornal

comrent period after that.

| NTRODUCTI ONS

KRI STI BLACK: First, for introductions, fromthe
California Public Uilities Comm ssion | have the project
manager, Jensen Uchida, and he's sitting back here.

| am from Ecol ogy and Environnent. W're the
contractor for the California Public Uilities

Comm ssion, and we prepared the Draft EIR under their
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di recti on.

My nanme is Kristi Black. |'ma senior
pl anner .

Rachel Janes wasn't able to nmake it tonight,
but she will be the project manager goi ng forward.
wanted to introduce her name so that it's famliar to
everyone as the project noves forward.

Caitlin Barns is also here. She is the deputy
proj ect manager and al so the biol ogist on the project.

Silvia Yanez is also here. She's a senior
environnment al speci ali st.

And al so Jessica Mdbust is al so here.

PURPCSE OF THI S MEETI NG

KRI STI BLACK: So the purpose of this neeting is to
tal k about the Draft EIR for both projects.

Sout hern California Edison submtted two
separate applications, one for each project.

CPUC, as the CEQA Lead Agency, prepared and
rel eased a Draft EIR di scussing both projects and is
hosting this nmeeting to share informati on about the Draft
EIR, and to get your input on what to include in the

Fi nal EI R
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HOW TO COMVENT ON THE DRAFT EIR

KRI STI BLACK: Here is sone information on how to
comment on the Draft EIR  And we have handouts of this
information, as well, for you to take with you.

W' || accept verbal comments today. The
public comment period for the Draft EIR ends on May 31st,
which is the day after the holiday. There are a few ways

to cooment. They're all listed here.

CEQA AND CPUC REVI EW PROCESSES

This graphic explains the CPUC S review
process for projects that are submtted to the CPUC

You can see on the left is the CEQA process,
and we're at the public conment stage on the Draft EIR

That environnental review process runs
concurrently with the CPUC Adm nstrative Law Process,
which is shown on the right here.

Utimately the CEQA process is one part of the
deci si on- maki ng process at the CPUC

Once the final EIRis prepared and certified,
It's part of what the conm ssioners take into
consi derati on when deci di ng whether or not to approve

SCE's application, deny it or approve an alternative.
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You can al so be involved in the Adm nistrative
Law Judge Proceedi ng process, and there's a couple of
| i nks here on howto do that if you would |ike to get
i nvol ved. W al so have sonme handouts up front on how to
do that, and there's also the Public Advisor. One of
their roles is to help the public figure out how to be
I nvolved in this other parallel process.

So as | nentioned, there are actually two
projects that the EIR covers. There are two separate
permts that would have to be considered by the
comm ssion, but the CPUC decided to put both projects in
one EIR for several reasons. They're in close proximty.
I n sonme cases transm ssion |ines proposed in the
Al berhill Project would actually be on pol es proposed for
the Valley-lvyglen Project. There would be overl apping

| mpacts, and also simlar construction timng.

DESCRI PTI ON OF THE PROPOSED PRQIECT

KRI STI BLACK: So this is a brief overview of what
the Vall ey-lvyglen Project involves. The main el enent
woul d be a new single-circuit 115-kilovolt
subtransm ssion line. Sone of you m ght renenber that
this project in another formwas approved in 2010.

The project that the CPUC is considering today
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nostly follows the route that was approved in 2010, but
this Iine would be approximately 27 mles | ong and
construction within about 23 mles of the new
right-of-way. The project would al so invol ve sone new
fiber optic lines for tel ecommunications.

This is a map -- and the EIR contains nore
detail ed maps and nore segnents. This is an overview map

of where the Valley-lvyglen Project is |ocated.

OBJECTI VES OF THE PROPCSED PROJECT

KRI STI BLACK: There are several objectives of the
Val | ey-1vygl en Project.

First, is to serve the electrical demand in
the Electrical Needs Area, which was outlined in blue on
t he previous graphic; also, increase electrical
reliability to the Electrical Needs Area, and al so
| nprove operational and nai ntenance flexibility.

The Draft EIR nade a few concl usions rel ated
to significant and unavoi dabl e environnental inpacts, and
t hose were that during construction air quality em ssions
woul d be significant and unavoi dabl e as woul d noi se from
construction.

Several other resource areas woul d experience

significant inpacts, but the Draft EIR concl uded that
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with inplenentation and mtigation neasures those inpacts
could be reduced to less than significant |evels, and
t hose resource areas are listed on the slide.

In addition to significant project |evel
| npacts, in conmbination with other projects that are
t aki ng place at the sanme tine as the Valley-1vyglen
Project, there could be cunul ative significant inpacts.

The Draft EIR concluded that for air quality
and for noise the Valley-lvyglen Project would nake a
cunul ati vely consi derable contribution to those
cumul ati ve inpacts.

So the EIR also had to consider alternatives
to SCE s proposed projects. In the alternative screening
report that was prepared we | ooked at 14 alternatives.
Five of those alternatives were carried forward in the
EIRin addition to the No Project Alternative.

The No Project Alternative is what woul d
happen if the conm ssion denies the project and SCE is
not allowed to build the project.

The Draft EIR identifies Alternative C as the
environnental ly superior alternative. Alternative C
i nvol ves under groundi ng Segnent VI G al ong Tenescal
Canyon Road and Horset hi ef Canyon Road i nstead of having
an overhead segnent to the west of 1-15.

For the Al berhill Project there are a couple
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ot her additional conponents in addition to a 115-kV
transm ssion line. SCE is proposing to construct a
500-ki l ovolt substation, and also to construct two

500-kilovolt transm ssion |lines to connect that

substation to an existing 500-kilovolt transm ssion |ine.

There will also be, as | stated, a new 115-kV
transm ssion |ine, about 20 total mles, and al so, just
as with Valley-lvyglen, there will also be sone
t el ecommuni cation |ines.
This is an overview of the Al berhill Project.
It includes the existing substations as well as the
exi sting 500-kV Iine, which is on the upper portion of
this picture.
For Alberhill there's three objectives. One
Is to relieve a projected electrical demand in the area.
Second objective is to construct a new
500- kil ovolt substation in the Electrical Needs Area.
The third is to nmaintain the systemties
bet ween the new 115-kilovolt System and anot her
115-kilovolt System and that gives the SCE nmi nt enance
flexibility.
For environnmental inpacts for the Al berhill
System Project there are several inpacts identified in
the Draft EIR that woul d be significant and unavoi dabl e.

One of those is aesthetics during operation and
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mai nt enance of the project, also air quality em ssions
during construction, and al so noise during construction.

For cumul ative inpacts, the sane three were
found to be cunul atively considerable -- aesthetics, air
guality, and noi se.

For the Alberhill Project the alternative
screening report that was prepared identified 34
alternatives to SCE s proposed project. Two alternatives
were carried forward with full analysis in the EIR
I ncluding, as with Valley-lvyglen, a No Project
Al ternative.

The Draft EIR identifies Alternative DD as the
environnental |y superior alternative. Alternative DD
I nvol ves an alternate substation site location that is
approximately 4 or 5 mles north of SCE s proposed
substation site.

So both projects have their own website posted
by the CPUC.

Quick ways to get to those are up on the slide
now, but if you Google CPUC Al berhill or CPUC

Val l ey-1vyglen, it should be the first result that cones

up.
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QUESTI ON AND ANSWER

KRI STI BLACK: So now l'd like to do an informal Q
and A, | know that was a |lot, covering a | ot of ground
in a short amount of time. So if anybody has any
guesti ons about the project or the contents of the EIR or
the process, we can do that. And we do have a court
reporter here. She's over here. So if we could speak
up, or we have a mcrophone if you need it, that would be
great.

SPEAKER 1: | can speak loudly. | think it was
slide 14 or around there, you indicated that the |vyglen
Proj ect needed to connect Valley-lvyglen. |Is that what |
under st ood?

KRI STI BLACK: Is it Cbjective 2 on this slide?

SPEAKER 1: Yes. Valley-lvyglen. This project
doesn't do that. This project connects -- no line wll
go fromValley to Ivyglen.

KRI STI BLACK: So if you can see on the map here
| vygl en Substation is here. The proposed route goes up
here to Vall ey Substation which is on the right.

SPEAKER 1: Well, in your Draft EIR it shows the
| ine goes fromValley to Al berhill.

s Ivyglen going to be a 500-kV Substation as

well as Alberhill?
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KRI STI BLACK: lvyglen is an existing substation.

SPEAKER 1: | understand. It's not 500.

KRI STI BLACK: It's not 500.

SPEAKER 1: Is it going to be 5007

KRI STI BLACK: No.

SPEAKER 1: Then Valley is a 500. Wen you're
saying it's connected Valley to lIvyglen --

KRI STI BLACK: Sorry. lvyglen is 500 --

Can SCE clarify this? Because Valley steps
down the power to 115-kV.

SCE SPEAKER: Valley Substation is currently a 500
to 115. Ivyglen Substation is a 115 to 33. So the line
w Il connect fromValley to Ivyglen.

SPEAKER: So it's a 115 line, not a 500 |i ne.

KRI STI BLACK: No. The 500-kV is proposed as the
Al berhill Project.

SPEAKER 2: The segnent of |ine along Tenescal
Canyon Road, is that proposed as above ground or
underground? | knowin the alternative it is
underground, Alternative C. R ght, | nean you can see
| i ke where the |ake is; so just northwest of there.

KRI STI BLACK: Sure, let ne pull up. W have a web
viewer and | can use the pointer on that to help.

Sir, you're tal king about this segnent here?

SPEAKER 2: No, just north of it.
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KRI STI BLACK: So the segnent that doesn't have the
red dots on it is proposed as underground. That's
Segnent Val |l ey-1vygl en 8.

SPEAKER 2: Ckay. Thank you.

SPEAKER 3: On the Al berhill side, ny brother-in-Ilaw
lives there right off Concordia Ranch Road, and it | ooks
|i ke those two lines are going right up over the top of
his house, and |"'mtrying to find out if those are still
going there or if that's what this DD, Alternative DD
woul d be. | think they're 500.

KRI STI BLACK: So under Alternative DD the 500-kV
| i nes woul d not be constructed where SCE is proposing to
construct them

SPEAKER 3: Al berhill Substati on.

KRI STI BLACK: Correct.

SPEAKER 3: Because you can see themon the map
right there where they go up fromthere. He's right
under them

KRI STI BLACK: So under alternative DD the 500-kV
|l i nes woul d be | ocated here.

Are there other questions?

SPEAKER 4: One of the ways that the Draft EIR
I ndi cates as a way of mtigating noise fromhelicopter
construction is going to, quote, "SCE w |l be designating

flight paths away fromresidential areas.”
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How i s that going to be achieved, given that
nost of the |anding pad zones are next to hones, and all
the lines are along the hones. So how w || Edison avoid
residential areas when everything is in a residential --
virtually residential area.

KRI STI BLACK: That would be a good comrent on the
Draft EIR

SPEAKER 4: Ckay.

KRI STI BLACK: Part of the CEQA process is that any
coments on the Draft EIR, we have to respond to themin
witing inthe Final EIR So if you want clarification
on how mtigation neasures are going to be inplenented or
If you don't think it's sufficient to mtigate the
| npact, that would be a great conment.

SPEAKER 4: | just don't see how you address it.

KRI STI BLACK: That would be a perfect comment as
wel | .

SPEAKER 4: Ckay.

KRI STI BLACK: Sure.

SPEAKER 5: Edison is claimng this is needed for
reliability. Have they given -- what powerful studies
have they done, and what overl oads have they shown, and
do they include the fact that over the next 10 years
distributive generation will be substantially expanded in

this area because of what was just signed?
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Si x or eight nonths ago we wote a 50 percent
gr owt h.
KRI STI BLACK: Chapter 1 -- we're in Chapter 1 of
the Draft EIR -- shows the date that Edi son has provi ded
that shows that additional capacity is needed to neet the

directed gromh in the area.

SPEAKER 5: That's all. There's no other data other
than that? Because | |ooked at that data. So that was
it?

KRI STI BLACK: That's what we have to work wth,
yes.

SPEAKER 6: For the lvyglen Project | noticed one of
the mtigation neasures was to underground Segnent No. 2.
What was the reasoning behind that?
Was it the proximty to the residential
devel opnent ?
Wiy was that the only segnent that's
under gr ounded?
KRI STI BLACK: For aesthetic inpacts.
l"mrenmenbering this off the top of ny head,
but briefly, in a bigger picture, State Route 74 is
desi gnated as an eligible scenic highway, and we
concl uded that what is proposed along SR 74, given the
sensitivity of the viewers, as an eligible scenic

hi ghway, given the existing visual character and quality,
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what is proposed did not fit in with that and woul d
substantially degrade that.

SPEAKER 6: |'m nore concerned with Segnent 6. And
| actually didn't realize it was one of the alternatives
to underground that. So all of Segnment 6 is right now
proposed to be above ground?

KRI STI BLACK:  Yes.

SPEAKER 6: Can you clarify what that, being an
alternative, really nmeans in the grand schene of things;
so that CEQA can choose that alternative to accept that
I nstead of --

KRI STI BLACK: Yeah. The conm ssion, when it's
maki ng its decision whether or not to issue Edison a
permt, can decide to approve one of the alternatives.

SPEAKER 6: kay. Thank you.

SPEAKER 7: On the Al berhill Project on the
substation, ny understanding is that Edi son doesn't
currently control the land that they're proposing for the
substation, and that the owners of the |land are not that
cooperative; so there's the Alternative DD for an
alternate | ocation

What's the |ikelihood that Alternate DD woul d
end up bei ng inpl enent ed?

KRI STI BLACK: Yeah, | don't have an answer for

that. | guess | would clarify, Edison does own the
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proposed substation property.

SPEAKER 7: Ckay.

SPEAKER 8: | have a -- | guess it's a phil osophi cal
guestion. This project is intended to provide single

poi nt of connection for this 115-kV service area and the

new Al berhill Substation, and di sconnect the 115 fromthe
Valley. So it will serve all of these venues. Those

wi Il be served by a single point of connection. This is
about a half a billion dollar project.

At the sanme tine, the conm ssion is being
asked to approve an SDG&E project that's a half billion
dollars. It's being proposed to provide two connections
to catalyze a grid because SDG&E clains that a single
source of connection to catalyze it is not reliable. So
these two objectives of these two projects are
di anetrically opposed, and the comm ssion is being asked
to approve both of them

Has that been factored in here whether or not
it really is nore reliable that we have all of these
residential areas served by a single catalyzed or
connection point? Looking at the reliability, is it
really nore reliable?

MR, UCH DA: Maybe Edi son could help us with that
answer .

SCE SPEAKER: W have a card that we can give you
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and have that conversation outside this neeting.

SPEAKER 8: Ckay.

KRI STI BLACK: Because this neeting is really to
tal k about the CEQA process.

SPEAKER: But you justified all this based on a
pur pose that the comm ssion has to agree to before it's
approved; so the purpose is conpletely opposite from
anot her purpose from another utility. You know what |
mean?

KRI STI BLACK: In the docunent we're | ooking at the
obj ectives of this project and whether -- the objectives
are what we used to define the alternatives. So we're
| ooki ng at this project and using objectives to define
alternatives. The alternatives also have to
substantially reduce or avoid an environnental inpact.

So as far as howthis fits into the entire
grid, I think that m ght be beyond the scope of our
docunent for this project. That's not to say that the
comm ssion can't consider that in the broader
deci si on-maki ng process, but | can't answer questions
about the Draft EIR in that process.

Are there any other questions?

SPEAKER 9: | have one. Alternative DD, under that
alternative, would there be any adjustnent to the

Val | ey-1vyglen lines should that alternative be adopted?
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KRI STI BLACK: Alternative DDis an alternative to

the proposed Al berhill Project. It |ooks at just the
nodi fications to the Al berhill Project.
SPEAKER 9: | was wondering how that woul d affect

the transmssion lines if there would be any inpact where
the Valley Ivyglen portion would have to be nodified with
t hat new station.

KRI STI BLACK: Mbdifications to the Valley-Ivyglen
Project are included as part of an Alternative Al berhil
DD.

SPEAKER 10: Can you show Val |l ey-1vyglen Alternative
C on your naps, or is your connection out?

KRI STI BLACK: | have a handout here that shows it.
| don't have it on the conputer.

SPEAKER 10: Ckay.

SPEAKER  Just goi ng back and | ooki ng at that
expl anation for that Alternative C, so that's not
undergroundi ng the entire Segnent 6. It's just doing it
on Horsethief and Tenescal Canyon; so everything on
De Pal ma would still be above ground?

KRI STI BLACK: Yes. It's just the portion that's
noved.

SPEAKER: When | first saw it | thought it was the
entire segnent.

KRI STI BLACK: If there are other alternatives that
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you would like to see considered in the EIR that would
be a great comment.

SPEAKER: I'll look at it.

KRI STI BLACK: Do you have any other questions?
SPEAKER: The existing |ine that now goes from
Valley to Fogarty and El sinore, according to EIR, that's

the Draft EIR, it's going to be switched off or
di sconnected but remain, | think they call it power --
energi zed but not carrying power. \What does that nean?

KRI STI BLACK: | think it nmeans it's still there,
but it's not actually serving the |oad. What you're
| ooki ng at are schematics of the power flow, not
necessarily all of the Iines.

SPEAKER:  These aren't all the 115 lines? Because
it runs parallel to the newlines that are being built.
Way build new lines if you already have a 115 line that
you're just going to not use?

KRI STI BLACK: That would be a good comment on the

Draft EIR |1'mdoing ny best.
SPEAKER: | know. |If there's a reason, | won't nake
the coomment. It isn't obvious to ne why that woul d be.

KRI STI BLACK: That would be a great comment because
we have to respond to it in witing.
Are there any other questions, or should we

nove on to the comment period? Ckay.
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VERBAL COMMENTS

KRI STI BLACK: W have one commenter, Jacqueline

Ayer .
JACQUELI NE AYER. |'mthe only one? Ckay.
Thi s project includes extensive helicopter
construction and inpacts will be mtigated, as | said, by

avoi ding residential, although the project is in a
residential area.

Edi son has, on other projects, has a habit of
putting helicopter staging, fueling and assenbly areas
anywhere it wants after the EIR is approved, certified,
and the project's approved.

For exanple, on the Tehachapi Renewabl e
Transm ssion Project Segnent 6, the EIR specifically
prohi bited helicopter operations outside the Angel es
Nat i onal Forest to ensure mninal inpacts on residents.
But as soon as the project was approved, Edison
constructed many helicopter fueling station staging areas
and | anding pads mles outside of the forest, even
residential areas.

For two years the residents of Acton had to
endure over 200 flights a day, every day, 50 feet off the
deck over their homes, back and forth, for this

construction project because they put all these |anding
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pads and helicopter fueling areas and everything in
residential areas where they were not supposed to --
where the EIR specifically prohibited them It got so
bad that the Acton Town Council filed a conplaint with
the CPUC. The proceeding was open. And Edi son argued
that "Well, the EIR sinply represents initial
engi neering," and since there was a |line in the EIR that
said, "Well, final engineering may change the | ocati on of
these sites slightly,” that's why they were allowed to
put themmles and mles outside.

In the decision, the conm ssion agreed sayi ng
that the EIR resol ved prelimnary and final engineering

to cause extensive changes to where these pads need to

go.
How are the residents of this area going to be

protected from helicopters being placed -- we had

hel i copter pads right next to hones, literally. So how

IS that not going to happen on this project?

We need to make sure that the conditions you
put in protect the people of these areas. Because it was
so bad, we had a Vietnamvet who for two years endured
post traumatic stress. He was curled up in a little
ball, literally, in his hone, because there were so many
hel i copters outside flying over his house. So |I'm

concerned about that. And | guess I'll nake all the
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ot her comments on the single point.
Was that taken down or should | repeat that?

KRI STI BLACK: She is transcribing the entire
neeting. We'Ill go through the Q and A and make sure that
we address those.

JACQUELI NE AYER  Thanks.

KRI STI BLACK: Wuld you |ike a m crophone, or do
you feel okay w thout one?

JERRY SINCICH. |'m okay wi thout one. M voice wll
pi ck up. Just two comments.

The first one is, with the Alternative DD
replacing the Alberhill, currently that area that's been
identified is an approved Serrano specific plan approved
by the county. It is a devel opnent that has not broken
ground yet but is approved by the county. That site also
I s surrounded by a number of residential areas up in
t hose hills, Dawson Canyon as well as Spanish Hills.

Resi dents woul d be affected by that, and obviously it
woul d al so have a visual inpact. |'mnot sure that you
can hide all of that. But with any station, there's
probably | andscaping that could be put around to bl ock
some of the effect.

But the inpact of putting that station there
further limts the | and use of the surroundi ng project.

So whatever land is not used for that substation wll be
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i mpacted. And | think its use, land use, will be limted
as well. So what kind of businesses, what kind of

I ndustry can go in there will be very limted. So ny
comrent would be either the original site on the | and
that is now owed by Southern California Edison or naybe
some ot her pl ace.

The second is, as you -- by Horsethief Canyon
you have the Valley Ivyglen |ines junping over the
freeway, running along either De Pal ma Road or Tenescal
Canyon Road and then junping back over the freeway.

My concern is we already have 500-kV lines in
pl ace that go over the freeway. Adding additional |ines
that go over the freeway do represent a huge safety issue
because i f sonehow, either by nature or by earthquake,

t hose |ines cone down -- because of the fact that there's
only two major corridors in that area, travel corridors,
and one would be the I-15 the other woul d be Tenescal
Canyon Road -- if any of those are bl ocked, residents
trying to escape would have a heck of a tinme, couldn't

| eave until you had crews cone out to nove those |ines.
And couldn't be a case where first responders could
handl e t hose |ines, and who knows how long it would take
to get the appropriate personnel on site to be able to
nove anything. It could be weeks. And you would have a

| arge nunber of citizens, probably around 23, 000,
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affected by it. That was ny second conment.

My point being, | would |ike to see them not
j unpi ng over the freeway, you know, and ideally buried
under ground and running along and into the appropriate
roads.

KRI STI BLACK: Thank you.

Wul d anyone else |like to nake a coment ?

So | think we'll end the official comrent
period, but we're ending early; so we'll be around for
guestions if you want to talk wth any of us individually
or together. W'IIl still be here.

Thank you very nuch for com ng, and again
pl ease submt your witten coments by May 31st, e-mail,
mai |, fax.

SPEAKER: Just real quick, what kind of tinme frane
are we |ooking at to where a decision will be nade?

KRI STI BLACK: So if | can ook into my crystal
ball -- so we're |ooking at responding to conments and
preparing a Final EIR It depends on the type of nunber
of comments, but that's maybe a 3- to 5-nonth period. So
then after that, once it goes to the conm ssion, the
Adm ni strative Law Judge has to draft a proposed
deci sion, then the conmm ssion has to hear it.

So | don't know, Jensen, if you have an

estimate, but up to a year from now?
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MR. UCHI DA:  Yeah.

KRI STI BLACK: [It's not a fast process.

SPEAKER: | know it's been going on for a long tine.
My only comment is we've got property there that is
trying to be sold. M brother-in-lawis really stuck
because they don't know if that Al berhill Station is
going to be below himand the lines are going over the
existing residence or if it's going to be noved. So |
just, yeah --

KRI STI BLACK: It mght be alittle bit of tine
before that decision is nmade.

SPEAKER: They have heari ngs.

KRI STI BLACK: No. The decision hasn't been nmade.

SPEAKER: | have a foll owup question about the
timng. At last night's neeting | heard you say, and
may have heard incorrectly, that once -- the PUC wi ||
certify the Final EIR as adequate, then ALJ will prepare
a draft decision. So that suggests that the normal
course in public agency action is that they, as an
agency, will concurrently adopt, approve a final EIR and
adopt findings, and whatnot, and approve the project, but
what you suggested | ast night was sonmething a little
different. So | was hoping you could clarify.

KRI STI BLACK: Jensen, can you speak to that, when
the EIRis certified in relation to when the CPUC nakes

Page 28

386-N1
Cont.

386-N2

386-N3

386-N4


hitchingsj
Line

hitchingsj
Line

hitchingsj
Line

hitchingsj
Line


© 00 N o o B~ wWw NP

N DD N N MDD P P P P P PR
gag A W N B O O 00 N O O b~ w N +—» O

Its decision?

MR UCH DA: It's at the final decision neeting.

SPEAKER: |I'msorry. | didn't hear that.

KRI STI BLACK: It's at the final decision neeting.
| apol ogi ze for the confusion.

WAs there another hand that | saw?

SPEAKER: Yes. |f Edison has to go over private
property, don't they need an easenent?

KRI STI BLACK: They woul d have to get the
appropri ate docunents.

SPEAKER: What if his property were not giving an
easenent .

KRI STI BLACK: |f the conm ssion approves the
project, there would be a controlling em nent donain on
it.

MR. UCHI DA: ldeally SCE would negotiate with the
| and owners to purchase the property through the norna
process.

SPEAKER: | didn't hear him

KRI STI BLACK: He said ideally SCE would work with
t he | and owners.

SPEAKER: W have been in contact with SCE and it
a possibility, but right nowit stopped because of the
DD, you know, possibly it goes a different way.

KRI STI BLACK: Any ot her questions?

S
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kay. Thank you all for com ng.

(Wher eupon the proceedi ngs concl uded)
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REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE

|, ELIZABETH EGA.lI, CSR NO. 6241, CERTIFIED

SHORTHAND REPCRTER I N AND FOR THE STATE OF CALI FORNI A, DO

HEREBY CERTI FY:

THAT | TOOK | N SHORTHAND THE PROCEEDI NGS IN THI S

MATTER, AND THE FOREGO NG TRANSCRI PT IS A TRUE AND
CORRECT TRANSCRI PTI ON OF MY SHORTHAND NOTES.

| FURTHER CERTI FY THAT | HAVE NO | NTEREST I N THE

OQUTCOVE OF THE ACTI ON.
W TNESS MY HAND THI S DAY OF

ELI ZABETH EGA.I, CSR NO. 6241
CERTI FI ED SHORTHAND REPORTER | N
AND FOR THE STATE OF CALI FORNI A
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       1            PUBLIC MEETING ON THE DRAFT EIR FOR THE          



       2                   SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON                



       3           VALLEY-IVYGLEN SUBTRANSMISSION PROJECT AND        



       4                    ALBERHILL SYSTEM PROJECT                 



       5                              -O-                            



       6        KRISTI BLACK:  I think we're going to get started.   



       7              Can everyone hear me?                          



       8        AUDIENCE:  Yes.                                      



       9        KRISTI BLACK:  Welcome to the public meeting for the 



      10   Draft EIR for SCE's Valley-Ivyglen Subtransmission        



      11   Project and Alberhill System Project.  This is the second 



      12   of two meetingS.  Last night we held a meeting in Lake    



      13   Elsinore.                                                 



      14              So if you could please sign in, if you haven't 



      15   already.  You're welcome to sign in on the way out.       



      16              If you would like to make a verbal comment     



      17   today, if you can please fill out a speaker card, you can 



      18   do so at any time during the meeting.  We have such a     



      19   small group here, during the comment period we might as   



      20   well go by a raised hand.  You can also fill out a        



      21   comment card there or submit written comments, and we'll  



      22   also go over how to submit written comments after the     



      23   meeting today.                                            



      24              So if you could turn off your cell phone or    



      25   turn it to silent, that would be much appreciated.  Exit  
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       1   locations are all three doors around the room.  The       



       2   restroom is out the door to the left and then go left     



       3   again.                                                    



       4              So the agenda for the presentation -- and I    



       5   see some familiar faces -- it's the same one as           



       6   yesterday.  First we'll introduce the team that's here.   



       7   We'll go over the purpose of the meeting.  We'll discuss  



       8   how to comment on the Draft EIR.  We'll talk briefly      



       9   about CEQA and the CPUC review processes, give a          



      10   description of both proposed projects, talk about the     



      11   objectives for both proposed projects, and go over        



      12   briefly the environmental impacts, and then talk about    



      13   alternatives and provide a little bit more information.   



      14              We'll have an informal Q and A period after    



      15   the presentation, and then we'll get into the formal      



      16   comment period after that.                                



      17                                                             



      18                         INTRODUCTIONS                       



      19                                                             



      20        KRISTI BLACK:  First, for introductions, from the    



      21   California Public Utilities Commission I have the project 



      22   manager, Jensen Uchida, and he's sitting back here.       



      23              I am from Ecology and Environment.  We're the  



      24   contractor for the California Public Utilities            



      25   Commission, and we prepared the Draft EIR under their     



                     EGGLI COURT REPORTERS (949) 489-0666            

                                                                  5

�

       1   direction.                                                



       2              My name is Kristi Black.  I'm a senior         



       3   planner.                                                  



       4              Rachel James wasn't able to make it tonight,   



       5   but she will be the project manager going forward.  I     



       6   wanted to introduce her name so that it's familiar to     



       7   everyone as the project moves forward.                    



       8              Caitlin Barns is also here.  She is the deputy 



       9   project manager and also the biologist on the project.    



      10              Silvia Yanez is also here.  She's a senior     



      11   environmental specialist.                                 



      12              And also Jessica Midbust is also here.         



      13                                                             



      14                    PURPOSE OF THIS MEETING                  



      15                                                             



      16        KRISTI BLACK:  So the purpose of this meeting is to  



      17   talk about the Draft EIR for both projects.               



      18              Southern California Edison submitted two       



      19   separate applications, one for each project.              



      20              CPUC, as the CEQA Lead Agency, prepared and    



      21   released a Draft EIR discussing both projects and is      



      22   hosting this meeting to share information about the Draft 



      23   EIR, and to get your input on what to include in the      



      24   Final EIR.                                                



      25                                                             
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       1                HOW TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT EIR              



       2                                                             



       3        KRISTI BLACK:   Here is some information on how to   



       4   comment on the Draft EIR.  And we have handouts of this   



       5   information, as well, for you to take with you.           



       6              We'll accept verbal comments today.  The       



       7   public comment period for the Draft EIR ends on May 31st, 



       8   which is the day after the holiday.  There are a few ways 



       9   to comment.  They're all listed here.                     



      10                                                             



      11                 CEQA AND CPUC REVIEW PROCESSES              



      12                                                             



      13              This graphic explains the CPUC'S review        



      14   process for projects that are submitted to the CPUC.      



      15              You can see on the left is the CEQA process,   



      16   and we're at the public comment stage on the Draft EIR.   



      17              That environmental review process runs         



      18   concurrently with the CPUC Adminstrative Law Process,     



      19   which is shown on the right here.                         



      20              Ultimately the CEQA process is one part of the 



      21   decision-making process at the CPUC.                      



      22              Once the final EIR is prepared and certified,  



      23   it's part of what the commissioners take into             



      24   consideration when deciding whether or not to approve     



      25   SCE's application, deny it or approve an alternative.     
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       1              You can also be involved in the Administrative 



       2   Law Judge Proceeding process, and there's a couple of     



       3   links here on how to do that if you would like to get     



       4   involved.  We also have some handouts up front on how to  



       5   do that, and there's also the Public Advisor.  One of     



       6   their roles is to help the public figure out how to be    



       7   involved in this other parallel process.                  



       8              So as I mentioned, there are actually two      



       9   projects that the EIR covers.  There are two separate     



      10   permits that would have to be considered by the           



      11   commission, but the CPUC decided to put both projects in  



      12   one EIR for several reasons.  They're in close proximity. 



      13   In some cases transmission lines proposed in the          



      14   Alberhill Project would actually be on poles proposed for 



      15   the Valley-Ivyglen Project.  There would be overlapping   



      16   impacts, and also similar construction timing.            



      17                                                             



      18              DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT            



      19                                                             



      20        KRISTI BLACK:  So this is a brief overview of what   



      21   the Valley-Ivyglen Project involves.  The main element    



      22   would be a new single-circuit 115-kilovolt                



      23   subtransmission line.  Some of you might remember that    



      24   this project in another form was approved in 2010.        



      25              The project that the CPUC is considering today 
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       1   mostly follows the route that was approved in 2010, but   



       2   this line would be approximately 27 miles long and        



       3   construction within about 23 miles of the new             



       4   right-of-way.  The project would also involve some new    



       5   fiber optic lines for telecommunications.                 



       6              This is a map -- and the EIR contains more     



       7   detailed maps and more segments.  This is an overview map 



       8   of where the Valley-Ivyglen Project is located.           



       9                                                             



      10               OBJECTIVES OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT            



      11                                                             



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  There are several objectives of the   



      13   Valley-Ivyglen Project.                                   



      14              First, is to serve the electrical demand in    



      15   the Electrical Needs Area, which was outlined in blue on  



      16   the previous graphic; also, increase electrical           



      17   reliability to the Electrical Needs Area, and also        



      18   improve operational and maintenance flexibility.          



      19              The Draft EIR made a few conclusions related   



      20   to significant and unavoidable environmental impacts, and 



      21   those were that during construction air quality emissions 



      22   would be significant and unavoidable as would noise from  



      23   construction.                                             



      24              Several other resource areas would experience  



      25   significant impacts, but the Draft EIR concluded that     
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       1   with implementation and mitigation measures those impacts 



       2   could be reduced to less than significant levels, and     



       3   those resource areas are listed on the slide.             



       4              In addition to significant project level       



       5   impacts, in combination with other projects that are      



       6   taking place at the same time as the Valley-Ivyglen       



       7   Project, there could be cumulative significant impacts.   



       8              The Draft EIR concluded that for air quality   



       9   and for noise the Valley-Ivyglen Project would make a     



      10   cumulatively considerable contribution to those           



      11   cumulative impacts.                                       



      12              So the EIR also had to consider alternatives   



      13   to SCE's proposed projects.  In the alternative screening 



      14   report that was prepared we looked at 14 alternatives.    



      15   Five of those alternatives were carried forward in the    



      16   EIR in addition to the No Project Alternative.            



      17              The No Project Alternative is what would       



      18   happen if the commission denies the project and SCE is    



      19   not allowed to build the project.                         



      20              The Draft EIR identifies Alternative C as the  



      21   environmentally superior alternative.  Alternative C      



      22   involves undergrounding Segment VIG6 along Temescal       



      23   Canyon Road and Horsethief Canyon Road instead of having  



      24   an overhead segment to the west of I-15.                  



      25              For the Alberhill Project there are a couple   
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       1   other additional components in addition to a 115-kV       



       2   transmission line.  SCE is proposing to construct a       



       3   500-kilovolt substation, and also to construct two        



       4   500-kilovolt transmission lines to connect that           



       5   substation to an existing 500-kilovolt transmission line. 



       6   There will also be, as I stated, a new 115-kV             



       7   transmission line, about 20 total miles, and also, just   



       8   as with Valley-Ivyglen, there will also be some           



       9   telecommunication lines.                                  



      10              This is an overview of the Alberhill Project.  



      11   It includes the existing substations as well as the       



      12   existing 500-kV line, which is on the upper portion of    



      13   this picture.                                             



      14              For Alberhill there's three objectives.  One   



      15   is to relieve a projected electrical demand in the area.  



      16              Second objective is to construct a new         



      17   500-kilovolt substation in the Electrical Needs Area.     



      18              The third is to maintain the system ties       



      19   between the new 115-kilovolt System and another           



      20   115-kilovolt System, and that gives the SCE maintenance   



      21   flexibility.                                              



      22              For environmental impacts for the Alberhill    



      23   System Project there are several impacts identified in    



      24   the Draft EIR that would be significant and unavoidable.  



      25   One of those is aesthetics during operation and           
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       1   maintenance of the project, also air quality emissions    



       2   during construction, and also noise during construction.  



       3              For cumulative impacts, the same three were    



       4   found to be cumulatively considerable -- aesthetics, air  



       5   quality, and noise.                                       



       6              For the Alberhill Project the alternative      



       7   screening report that was prepared identified 34          



       8   alternatives to SCE's proposed project.  Two alternatives 



       9   were carried forward with full analysis in the EIR,       



      10   including, as with Valley-Ivyglen, a No Project           



      11   Alternative.                                              



      12              The Draft EIR identifies Alternative DD as the 



      13   environmentally superior alternative.  Alternative DD     



      14   involves an alternate substation site location that is    



      15   approximately 4 or 5 miles north of SCE's proposed        



      16   substation site.                                          



      17              So both projects have their own website posted 



      18   by the CPUC.                                              



      19              Quick ways to get to those are up on the slide 



      20   now, but if you Google CPUC Alberhill or CPUC             



      21   Valley-Ivyglen, it should be the first result that comes  



      22   up.                                                       



      23                                                             



      24                                                             



      25                                                             



                     EGGLI COURT REPORTERS (949) 489-0666            

                                                                  12

�

       1                      QUESTION AND ANSWER                    



       2                                                             



       3        KRISTI BLACK:  So now I'd like to do an informal Q   



       4   and A.  I know that was a lot, covering a lot of ground   



       5   in a short amount of time.  So if anybody has any         



       6   questions about the project or the contents of the EIR or 



       7   the process, we can do that.  And we do have a court      



       8   reporter here.  She's over here.  So if we could speak    



       9   up, or we have a microphone if you need it, that would be 



      10   great.                                                    



      11        SPEAKER 1:  I can speak loudly.  I think it was      



      12   slide 14 or around there, you indicated that the Ivyglen  



      13   Project needed to connect Valley-Ivyglen.  Is that what I 



      14   understood?                                               



      15        KRISTI BLACK:  Is it Objective 2 on this slide?      



      16        SPEAKER 1:  Yes.  Valley-Ivyglen.  This project      



      17   doesn't do that.  This project connects -- no line will   



      18   go from Valley to Ivyglen.                                



      19        KRISTI BLACK:  So if you can see on the map here     



      20   Ivyglen Substation is here.  The proposed route goes up   



      21   here to Valley Substation which is on the right.          



      22        SPEAKER 1:  Well, in your Draft EIR it shows the     



      23   line goes from Valley to Alberhill.                       



      24              Is Ivyglen going to be a 500-kV Substation as  



      25   well as Alberhill?                                        
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       1        KRISTI BLACK:  Ivyglen is an existing substation.    



       2        SPEAKER 1:  I understand.  It's not 500.             



       3        KRISTI BLACK:  It's not 500.                         



       4        SPEAKER 1:  Is it going to be 500?                   



       5        KRISTI BLACK:  No.                                   



       6        SPEAKER 1:  Then Valley is a 500.  When you're       



       7   saying it's connected Valley to Ivyglen --                



       8        KRISTI BLACK:  Sorry.  Ivyglen is 500 --             



       9              Can SCE clarify this?  Because Valley steps    



      10   down the power to 115-kV.                                 



      11        SCE SPEAKER:  Valley Substation is currently a 500   



      12   to 115.  Ivyglen Substation is a 115 to 33.  So the line  



      13   will connect from Valley to Ivyglen.                      



      14        SPEAKER:  So it's a 115 line, not a 500 line.        



      15        KRISTI BLACK:  No.  The 500-kV is proposed as the    



      16   Alberhill Project.                                        



      17        SPEAKER 2:  The segment of line along Temescal       



      18   Canyon Road, is that proposed as above ground or          



      19   underground?  I know in the alternative it is             



      20   underground, Alternative C.  Right, I mean you can see    



      21   like where the lake is; so just northwest of there.       



      22        KRISTI BLACK:  Sure, let me pull up.  We have a web  



      23   viewer and I can use the pointer on that to help.         



      24              Sir, you're talking about this segment here?   



      25        SPEAKER 2:  No, just north of it.                    
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       1        KRISTI BLACK:  So the segment that doesn't have the  



       2   red dots on it is proposed as underground.  That's        



       3   Segment Valley-Ivyglen 8.                                 



       4        SPEAKER 2:  Okay.  Thank you.                        



       5        SPEAKER 3:  On the Alberhill side, my brother-in-law 



       6   lives there right off Concordia Ranch Road, and it looks  



       7   like those two lines are going right up over the top of   



       8   his house, and I'm trying to find out if those are still  



       9   going there or if that's what this DD, Alternative DD     



      10   would be.  I think they're 500.                           



      11        KRISTI BLACK:  So under Alternative DD the 500-kV    



      12   lines would not be constructed where SCE is proposing to  



      13   construct them.                                           



      14        SPEAKER 3:  Alberhill Substation.                    



      15        KRISTI BLACK:  Correct.                              



      16        SPEAKER 3:  Because you can see them on the map      



      17   right there where they go up from there.  He's right      



      18   under them.                                               



      19        KRISTI BLACK:  So under alternative DD the 500-kV    



      20   lines would be located here.                              



      21              Are there other questions?                     



      22        SPEAKER 4:  One of the ways that the Draft EIR       



      23   indicates as a way of mitigating noise from helicopter    



      24   construction is going to, quote, "SCE will be designating 



      25   flight paths away from residential areas."                
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       1              How is that going to be achieved, given that   



       2   most of the landing pad zones are next to homes, and all  



       3   the lines are along the homes.  So how will Edison avoid  



       4   residential areas when everything is in a residential --  



       5   virtually residential area.                               



       6        KRISTI BLACK:  That would be a good comment on the   



       7   Draft EIR.                                                



       8        SPEAKER 4:  Okay.                                    



       9        KRISTI BLACK:  Part of the CEQA process is that any  



      10   comments on the Draft EIR, we have to respond to them in  



      11   writing in the Final EIR.  So if you want clarification   



      12   on how mitigation measures are going to be implemented or 



      13   if you don't think it's sufficient to mitigate the        



      14   impact, that would be a great comment.                    



      15        SPEAKER 4:  I just don't see how you address it.     



      16        KRISTI BLACK:  That would be a perfect comment as    



      17   well.                                                     



      18        SPEAKER 4:  Okay.                                    



      19        KRISTI BLACK:  Sure.                                 



      20        SPEAKER 5:  Edison is claiming this is needed for    



      21   reliability.  Have they given -- what powerful studies    



      22   have they done, and what overloads have they shown, and   



      23   do they include the fact that over the next 10 years      



      24   distributive generation will be substantially expanded in 



      25   this area because of what was just signed?                
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       1              Six or eight months ago we wrote a 50 percent  



       2   growth.                                                   



       3        KRISTI BLACK:  Chapter 1 -- we're in Chapter 1 of    



       4   the Draft EIR -- shows the date that Edison has provided  



       5   that shows that additional capacity is needed to meet the 



       6   directed growth in the area.                              



       7        SPEAKER 5:  That's all.  There's no other data other 



       8   than that?  Because I looked at that data.  So that was   



       9   it?                                                       



      10        KRISTI BLACK:  That's what we have to work with,     



      11   yes.                                                      



      12        SPEAKER 6:  For the Ivyglen Project I noticed one of 



      13   the mitigation measures was to underground Segment No. 2. 



      14   What was the reasoning behind that?                       



      15              Was it the proximity to the residential        



      16   development?                                              



      17              Why was that the only segment that's           



      18   undergrounded?                                            



      19        KRISTI BLACK:  For aesthetic impacts.                



      20              I'm remembering this off the top of my head,   



      21   but briefly, in a bigger picture, State Route 74 is       



      22   designated as an eligible scenic highway, and we          



      23   concluded that what is proposed along SR 74, given the    



      24   sensitivity of the viewers, as an eligible scenic         



      25   highway, given the existing visual character and quality, 
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       1   what is proposed did not fit in with that and would       



       2   substantially degrade that.                               



       3        SPEAKER 6:  I'm more concerned with Segment 6.  And  



       4   I actually didn't realize it was one of the alternatives  



       5   to underground that.  So all of Segment 6 is right now    



       6   proposed to be above ground?                              



       7        KRISTI BLACK:  Yes.                                  



       8        SPEAKER 6:  Can you clarify what that, being an      



       9   alternative, really means in the grand scheme of things;  



      10   so that CEQA can choose that alternative to accept that   



      11   instead of --                                             



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  Yeah.  The commission, when it's      



      13   making its decision whether or not to issue Edison a      



      14   permit, can decide to approve one of the alternatives.    



      15        SPEAKER 6:  Okay.  Thank you.                        



      16        SPEAKER 7:  On the Alberhill Project on the          



      17   substation, my understanding is that Edison doesn't       



      18   currently control the land that they're proposing for the 



      19   substation, and that the owners of the land are not that  



      20   cooperative; so there's the Alternative DD for an         



      21   alternate location.                                       



      22              What's the likelihood that Alternate DD would  



      23   end up being implemented?                                 



      24        KRISTI BLACK:  Yeah, I don't have an answer for      



      25   that.  I guess I would clarify, Edison does own the       
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       1   proposed substation property.                             



       2        SPEAKER 7:  Okay.                                    



       3        SPEAKER 8:  I have a -- I guess it's a philosophical 



       4   question.  This project is intended to provide single     



       5   point of connection for this 115-kV service area and the  



       6   new Alberhill Substation, and disconnect the 115 from the 



       7   Valley.  So it will serve all of these venues.  Those     



       8   will be served by a single point of connection.  This is  



       9   about a half a billion dollar project.                    



      10              At the same time, the commission is being      



      11   asked to approve an SDG&E project that's a half billion   



      12   dollars.  It's being proposed to provide two connections  



      13   to catalyze a grid because SDG&E claims that a single     



      14   source of connection to catalyze it is not reliable.  So  



      15   these two objectives of these two projects are            



      16   diametrically opposed, and the commission is being asked  



      17   to approve both of them.                                  



      18              Has that been factored in here whether or not  



      19   it really is more reliable that we have all of these      



      20   residential areas served by a single catalyzed or         



      21   connection point?  Looking at the reliability, is it      



      22   really more reliable?                                     



      23        MR. UCHIDA:  Maybe Edison could help us with that    



      24   answer.                                                   



      25        SCE SPEAKER:  We have a card that we can give you    
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       1   and have that conversation outside this meeting.          



       2        SPEAKER 8:  Okay.                                    



       3        KRISTI BLACK:  Because this meeting is really to     



       4   talk about the CEQA process.                              



       5        SPEAKER:  But you justified all this based on a      



       6   purpose that the commission has to agree to before it's   



       7   approved; so the purpose is completely opposite from      



       8   another purpose from another utility.  You know what I    



       9   mean?                                                     



      10        KRISTI BLACK:  In the document we're looking at the  



      11   objectives of this project and whether -- the objectives  



      12   are what we used to define the alternatives.  So we're    



      13   looking at this project and using objectives to define    



      14   alternatives.  The alternatives also have to              



      15   substantially reduce or avoid an environmental impact.    



      16              So as far as how this fits into the entire     



      17   grid, I think that might be beyond the scope of our       



      18   document for this project.  That's not to say that the    



      19   commission can't consider that in the broader             



      20   decision-making process, but I can't answer questions     



      21   about the Draft EIR in that process.                      



      22              Are there any other questions?                 



      23        SPEAKER 9:  I have one.  Alternative DD, under that  



      24   alternative, would there be any adjustment to the         



      25   Valley-Ivyglen lines should that alternative be adopted?  
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       1        KRISTI BLACK:  Alternative DD is an alternative to   



       2   the proposed Alberhill Project.  It looks at just the     



       3   modifications to the Alberhill Project.                   



       4        SPEAKER 9:  I was wondering how that would affect    



       5   the transmission lines if there would be any impact where 



       6   the Valley Ivyglen portion would have to be modified with 



       7   that new station.                                         



       8        KRISTI BLACK:  Modifications to the Valley-Ivyglen   



       9   Project are included as part of an Alternative Alberhill  



      10   DD.                                                       



      11        SPEAKER 10:  Can you show Valley-Ivyglen Alternative 



      12   C on your maps, or is your connection out?                



      13        KRISTI BLACK:  I have a handout here that shows it.  



      14   I don't have it on the computer.                          



      15        SPEAKER 10:  Okay.                                   



      16        SPEAKER:  Just going back and looking at that        



      17   explanation for that Alternative C, so that's not         



      18   undergrounding the entire Segment 6.  It's just doing it  



      19   on Horsethief and Temescal Canyon; so everything on       



      20   De Palma would still be above ground?                     



      21        KRISTI BLACK:  Yes.  It's just the portion that's    



      22   moved.                                                    



      23        SPEAKER:  When I first saw it I thought it was the   



      24   entire segment.                                           



      25        KRISTI BLACK:  If there are other alternatives that  
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       1   you would like to see considered in the EIR, that would   



       2   be a great comment.                                       



       3        SPEAKER:  I'll look at it.                           



       4        KRISTI BLACK:  Do you have any other questions?      



       5        SPEAKER:  The existing line that now goes from       



       6   Valley to Fogarty and Elsinore, according to EIR, that's  



       7   the Draft EIR, it's going to be switched off or           



       8   disconnected but remain, I think they call it power --    



       9   energized but not carrying power.  What does that mean?   



      10        KRISTI BLACK:  I think it means it's still there,    



      11   but it's not actually serving the load.  What you're      



      12   looking at are schematics of the power flow, not          



      13   necessarily all of the lines.                             



      14        SPEAKER:  These aren't all the 115 lines?  Because   



      15   it runs parallel to the new lines that are being built.   



      16   Why build new lines if you already have a 115 line that   



      17   you're just going to not use?                             



      18        KRISTI BLACK:  That would be a good comment on the   



      19   Draft EIR.  I'm doing my best.                            



      20        SPEAKER:  I know.  If there's a reason, I won't make 



      21   the comment.  It isn't obvious to me why that would be.   



      22        KRISTI BLACK:  That would be a great comment because 



      23   we have to respond to it in writing.                      



      24              Are there any other questions, or should we    



      25   move on to the comment period?  Okay.                     
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       1                        VERBAL COMMENTS                      



       2                                                             



       3        KRISTI BLACK:  We have one commenter, Jacqueline     



       4   Ayer.                                                     



       5        JACQUELINE AYER:  I'm the only one?  Okay.           



       6              This project includes extensive helicopter     



       7   construction and impacts will be mitigated, as I said, by 



       8   avoiding residential, although the project is in a        



       9   residential area.                                         



      10              Edison has, on other projects, has a habit of  



      11   putting helicopter staging, fueling and assembly areas    



      12   anywhere it wants after the EIR is approved, certified,   



      13   and the project's approved.                               



      14              For example, on the Tehachapi Renewable        



      15   Transmission Project Segment 6, the EIR specifically      



      16   prohibited helicopter operations outside the Angeles      



      17   National Forest to ensure minimal impacts on residents.   



      18   But as soon as the project was approved, Edison           



      19   constructed many helicopter fueling station staging areas 



      20   and landing pads miles outside of the forest, even        



      21   residential areas.                                        



      22              For two years the residents of Acton had to    



      23   endure over 200 flights a day, every day, 50 feet off the 



      24   deck over their homes, back and forth, for this           



      25   construction project because they put all these landing   
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       1   pads and helicopter fueling areas and everything in       



       2   residential areas where they were not supposed to --      



       3   where the EIR specifically prohibited them.  It got so    



       4   bad that the Acton Town Council filed a complaint with    



       5   the CPUC.  The proceeding was open.  And Edison argued    



       6   that "Well, the EIR simply represents initial             



       7   engineering," and since there was a line in the EIR that  



       8   said, "Well, final engineering may change the location of 



       9   these sites slightly," that's why they were allowed to    



      10   put them miles and miles outside.                         



      11              In the decision, the commission agreed saying  



      12   that the EIR resolved preliminary and final engineering   



      13   to cause extensive changes to where these pads need to    



      14   go.                                                       



      15              How are the residents of this area going to be 



      16   protected from helicopters being placed -- we had         



      17   helicopter pads right next to homes, literally.  So how   



      18   is that not going to happen on this project?              



      19              We need to make sure that the conditions you   



      20   put in protect the people of these areas.  Because it was 



      21   so bad, we had a Vietnam vet who for two years endured    



      22   post traumatic stress.  He was curled up in a little      



      23   ball, literally, in his home, because there were so many  



      24   helicopters outside flying over his house.  So I'm        



      25   concerned about that.  And I guess I'll make all the      
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       1   other comments on the single point.                       



       2              Was that taken down or should I repeat that?   



       3        KRISTI BLACK:  She is transcribing the entire        



       4   meeting.  We'll go through the Q and A and make sure that 



       5   we address those.                                         



       6        JACQUELINE AYER:  Thanks.                            



       7        KRISTI BLACK:  Would you like a microphone, or do    



       8   you feel okay without one?                                



       9        JERRY SINCICH:  I'm okay without one.  My voice will 



      10   pick up.  Just two comments.                              



      11              The first one is, with the Alternative DD      



      12   replacing the Alberhill, currently that area that's been  



      13   identified is an approved Serrano specific plan approved  



      14   by the county.  It is a development that has not broken   



      15   ground yet but is approved by the county.  That site also 



      16   is surrounded by a number of residential areas up in      



      17   those hills, Dawson Canyon as well as Spanish Hills.      



      18   Residents would be affected by that, and obviously it     



      19   would also have a visual impact.  I'm not sure that you   



      20   can hide all of that.  But with any station, there's      



      21   probably landscaping that could be put around to block    



      22   some of the effect.                                       



      23              But the impact of putting that station there   



      24   further limits the land use of the surrounding project.   



      25   So whatever land is not used for that substation will be  
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       1   impacted.  And I think its use, land use, will be limited 



       2   as well.  So what kind of businesses, what kind of        



       3   industry can go in there will be very limited.  So my     



       4   comment would be either the original site on the land     



       5   that is now owned by Southern California Edison or maybe  



       6   some other place.                                         



       7              The second is, as you -- by Horsethief Canyon  



       8   you have the Valley Ivyglen lines jumping over the        



       9   freeway, running along either De Palma Road or Temescal   



      10   Canyon Road and then jumping back over the freeway.       



      11              My concern is we already have 500-kV lines in  



      12   place that go over the freeway.  Adding additional lines  



      13   that go over the freeway do represent a huge safety issue 



      14   because if somehow, either by nature or by earthquake,    



      15   those lines come down -- because of the fact that there's 



      16   only two major corridors in that area, travel corridors,  



      17   and one would be the I-15 the other would be Temescal     



      18   Canyon Road -- if any of those are blocked, residents     



      19   trying to escape would have a heck of a time, couldn't    



      20   leave until you had crews come out to move those lines.   



      21   And couldn't be a case where first responders could       



      22   handle those lines, and who knows how long it would take  



      23   to get the appropriate personnel on site to be able to    



      24   move anything.  It could be weeks.  And you would have a  



      25   large number of citizens, probably around 23,000,         
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       1   affected by it.  That was my second comment.              



       2              My point being, I would like to see them not   



       3   jumping over the freeway, you know, and ideally buried    



       4   underground and running along and into the appropriate    



       5   roads.                                                    



       6        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.                            



       7              Would anyone else like to make a comment?      



       8              So I think we'll end the official comment      



       9   period, but we're ending early; so we'll be around for    



      10   questions if you want to talk with any of us individually 



      11   or together.  We'll still be here.                        



      12              Thank you very much for coming, and again      



      13   please submit your written comments by May 31st, e-mail,  



      14   mail, fax.                                                



      15        SPEAKER:  Just real quick, what kind of time frame   



      16   are we looking at to where a decision will be made?       



      17        KRISTI BLACK:  So if I can look into my crystal      



      18   ball  -- so we're looking at responding to comments and   



      19   preparing a Final EIR.  It depends on the type of number  



      20   of comments, but that's maybe a 3- to 5-month period.  So 



      21   then after that, once it goes to the commission, the      



      22   Administrative Law Judge has to draft a proposed          



      23   decision, then the commission has to hear it.             



      24              So I don't know, Jensen, if you have an        



      25   estimate, but up to a year from now?                      
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       1        MR. UCHIDA:  Yeah.                                   



       2        KRISTI BLACK:  It's not a fast process.              



       3        SPEAKER:  I know it's been going on for a long time. 



       4   My only comment is we've got property there that is       



       5   trying to be sold.  My brother-in-law is really stuck     



       6   because they don't know if that Alberhill Station is      



       7   going to be below him and the lines are going over the    



       8   existing residence or if it's going to be moved.  So I    



       9   just, yeah --                                             



      10        KRISTI BLACK:  It might be a little bit of time      



      11   before that decision is made.                             



      12        SPEAKER:  They have hearings.                        



      13        KRISTI BLACK:  No.  The decision hasn't been made.   



      14        SPEAKER:  I have a follow-up question about the      



      15   timing.  At last night's meeting I heard you say, and I   



      16   may have heard incorrectly, that once -- the PUC will     



      17   certify the Final EIR as adequate, then ALJ will prepare  



      18   a draft decision.  So that suggests that the normal       



      19   course in public agency action is that they, as an        



      20   agency, will concurrently adopt, approve a final EIR and  



      21   adopt findings, and whatnot, and approve the project, but 



      22   what you suggested last night was something a little      



      23   different.  So I was hoping you could clarify.            



      24        KRISTI BLACK:  Jensen, can you speak to that, when   



      25   the EIR is certified in relation to when the CPUC makes   
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       1   its decision?                                             



       2        MR. UCHIDA:  It's at the final decision meeting.     



       3        SPEAKER:  I'm sorry.  I didn't hear that.            



       4        KRISTI BLACK:  It's at the final decision meeting.   



       5   I apologize for the confusion.                            



       6              Was there another hand that I saw?             



       7        SPEAKER:  Yes.  If Edison has to go over private     



       8   property, don't they need an easement?                    



       9        KRISTI BLACK:  They would have to get the            



      10   appropriate documents.                                    



      11        SPEAKER:  What if his property were not giving an    



      12   easement.                                                 



      13        KRISTI BLACK:  If the commission approves the        



      14   project, there would be a controlling eminent domain on   



      15   it.                                                       



      16        MR. UCHIDA:  Ideally SCE would negotiate with the    



      17   land owners to purchase the property through the normal   



      18   process.                                                  



      19        SPEAKER:  I didn't hear him.                         



      20        KRISTI BLACK:  He said ideally SCE would work with   



      21   the land owners.                                          



      22        SPEAKER:  We have been in contact with SCE and it is 



      23   a possibility, but right now it stopped because of the    



      24   DD, you know, possibly it goes a different way.           



      25        KRISTI BLACK:  Any other questions?                  
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       1              Okay.  Thank you all for coming.               



       2                (Whereupon the proceedings concluded)        



       3   
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       1            Public Meeting on the Draft Eir for the          



       2                   Southern California Edison                



       3           Valley-Ivyglen Subtransmission Project and        



       4                    Alberhill System Project                 



       5                              -O-                            



       6        KRISTI BLACK:  Thanks, everyone, for coming.  This   



       7   is the public meeting on the Draft EIR for Southern       



       8   California Edison project for Valley-Ivyglen              



       9   Subtransmission Project and the Alberhill System Project. 



      10              Please make sure that you signed in at the     



      11   front desk.  If you didn't, you can do that at the end of 



      12   the meeting.  If you'd like to make a verbal remark,      



      13   please do fill out a speaker card.  You can do that.  If  



      14   20 minutes from now you decide you want to, you can sign  



      15   up later.  And if you'd like to submit a written comment  



      16   tonight, we do have forms that you can fill out, but you  



      17   can also submit written comments after the meeting.       



      18   We'll talk about how to do that later in the              



      19   presentation.                                             



      20              If you could please turn off your cell phones  



      21   or put them to silent mode, that would be very much       



      22   appreciated.                                              



      23              Emergency exit locations, through the front    



      24   door and also through the back door.                      



      25              Restrooms are through this door back here.     
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       1              Here's the agenda for the presentation today.  



       2   We're going to do some introductions, talk about why      



       3   we're here.  We're going to talk about how to submit a    



       4   comment on the draft EIR, talk about the CEQA Review      



       5   process, and then we'll get into talking about the        



       6   proposed projects, what they involve.  We'll talk about   



       7   the environmental impacts of the proposed projects and    



       8   talk about the alternatives.  After we go through the     



       9   presentation we'll have an informal Q and A session, and  



      10   that will be followed by a formal comment period where    



      11   you can make verbal remarks.                              



      12                                                             



      13                         INTRODUCTIONS                       



      14                                                             



      15        KRISTI BLACK:  From the California Public Utilities  



      16   Commission we have Jensen Uchida.  He's in the front row  



      17   here.                                                     



      18              And I am from Ecology and Environment.  My     



      19   name is Kristi Black.  We are the CPUC's consultants and  



      20   we prepared the EIR for the project.  Some of my          



      21   colleagues are also here.                                 



      22              We have Sylvia Yanez, Caitlin Barns and        



      23   Jessica Midbust.  And they're available to answer         



      24   questions about the Draft EIR and the projects.           



      25              Also, she wasn't able to make it tonight, but  
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       1   going forward, Rachel James is going to be the project    



       2   manager for Ecology and Environment, just so you know the 



       3   name.                                                     



       4                                                             



       5                    PURPOSE OF THIS MEETING                  



       6                                                             



       7        KRISTI BLACK:  So what's the purpose of this         



       8   meeting?  This is the California Public Utilities         



       9   Commission's meeting.  Southern California Edison has     



      10   submitted two applications to the CPUC, one through the   



      11   Valley-Ivyglen Project and the other is for the Alberhill 



      12   System Project.                                           



      13              The CPUC is the CEQA Lead Agency for both      



      14   projects.  CPUC prepared and released a Draft EIR that    



      15   covers both of the projects, and this meeting is to share 



      16   information about the Draft EIR, and also to get input    



      17   from the public on what to include in the Final EIR.      



      18                                                             



      19                HOW TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT EIR              



      20                                                             



      21        KRISTI BLACK:  Here are the ways that you can        



      22   comment on the content of the Draft EIR.  As I stated     



      23   before, you can make a verbal comment tonight, fill out a 



      24   speaker card.                                             



      25              The public comment period for the Draft EIR    
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       1   extends all the way until May 31st, which is the day      



       2   after the holiday.  So you can either fill out or return  



       3   a comment form this evening, and we have those at the     



       4   front table here.  But you can also e-mail a letter or    



       5   mail a letter or fax a letter anytime up until that May   



       6   31st date.                                                



       7                                                             



       8                 CEQA AND CPUC REVIEW PROCESSES              



       9                                                             



      10        KRISTI BLACK:  So Jensen is here tonight, but I'm    



      11   going to give what he would normally give for his         



      12   presentation, and that's talking about the CEQA and CPUC  



      13   review process for projects.                              



      14              The California Public Utilities Commission     



      15   regulates public utilities in California, and that        



      16   includes energy, telecommunications, natural gas, water   



      17   and certain types of transportation companies.  The       



      18   purpose of CPUC's regulation is to make sure these        



      19   services are provided to the public in a safe and         



      20   reliable manner and at a reasonable price.  So when a     



      21   utility proposes to build or expand its facilities in     



      22   California, the utility has to file an application with   



      23   the CPUC.                                                 



      24              Depending on the type of the facility the      



      25   utility intends to build and the level of power the       
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       1   facility will disseminate, the applicant must submit an   



       2   application for either a certificate of public necessity  



       3   and convenience or a permit to construct.  In this case   



       4   SCE filed a CPCN for the Alberhill System Project and a   



       5   PTC for the Valley-Ivyglen project.  And along with the   



       6   application, the project proponent submits a proponents   



       7   environmental assessment based on a checklist that CPUC   



       8   has adopted.                                              



       9              The PEA is supposed to be based on the CPUC's  



      10   information and criteria list in order to determine       



      11   whether the application for the projects is complete.     



      12   The applicant has to submit this information before an    



      13   application can be determined to be complete.  The filing 



      14   of that application is what starts two concurrent review  



      15   processes and those are shown on this slide over here.    



      16              The first process -- they're concurrent.       



      17              One process is the CEQA review process, and    



      18   that's on the left, and there's also the CPUC economic    



      19   review which is on the right, and it's known as the       



      20   General Proceeding.                                       



      21              The General Proceeding is conducted much like  



      22   the legal proceeding in court.  The proceeding looks at   



      23   the effect of a proposed project on customer rates,       



      24   market competition, market structure, and whether the     



      25   proposed project will meet the needs of the people in     



                                                                     

                                                                  8

�

       1   California.                                               



       2              The assigned commissioner, along with the      



       3   assigned Administrative Law Judge, will jointly oversee   



       4   this General Proceeding process.                          



       5              The environmental review process, which the    



       6   EIR is part of, is conducted in accordance with the       



       7   California Environmental Quality Act, CEQA.  To review    



       8   the PEA and draft the environmental document, the CPUC    



       9   hires an environmental consultant.  In this case it was   



      10   Ecology and Environment.  Under the oversight of the      



      11   CPUC, the environmental consultant reviews the            



      12   applicant's PEA, performs the environmental review, and   



      13   then drafts the environmental document.                   



      14              The purpose of this review is to make the      



      15   public aware of the potential environmental impacts of    



      16   the proposed project.  The document also includes         



      17   potential mitigation measures that will reduce            



      18   significant impacts of the proposed project and also a    



      19   reasonable range of alternatives to the project that will 



      20   reduce impacts.  When it's determined the PEA and         



      21   application contains sufficient information, this         



      22   environmental review process begins.                      



      23              The first major step in this process is a      



      24   scoping meeting where the project team asks for           



      25   information from the public to determine the range of     
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       1   issues and the project alternatives that should be        



       2   considered in the project's environmental document.  Then 



       3   we use various information, information gathered from the 



       4   scoping meetings, from surveys in the field, and from     



       5   research to draft the CEQA document.  In this case it was 



       6   an EIR.                                                   



       7              The document identifies potential              



       8   environmental impacts of the project and also identifies  



       9   a project alternative that has the least environmental    



      10   impacts based on the studies conducted during the         



      11   environmental review.  This is called the environmentally 



      12   superior alternative.  Upon publication, the draft        



      13   environmental document is circulated to the public for a  



      14   45-day public review period, and we're in that right now. 



      15   During this period, comments are collected from the       



      16   public.  Once this review period has completed, all       



      17   comments submitted on the Draft EIR are considered and    



      18   we'll prepare responses to these comments in a Final EIR. 



      19              The Final EIR will then be given to the        



      20   assigned Administrative Law Judge at the CPUC who         



      21   incorporates major findings of the General Proceeding and 



      22   the environmental document into a proposed decision.  All 



      23   five commissioners then vote on the decision at a         



      24   commission meeting, and the CPUC will seek a decision     



      25   about the project that starts the balance on power        
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       1   production, land use, and environmental stewardship.      



       2              In the Q and A session that follows this,      



       3   you're welcome to ask questions about that process.  I    



       4   know that's a lot to listen to.  There's also more        



       5   information online at the CPUC's website about this other 



       6   parallel process that goes on.  There's some information  



       7   here, and we can provide that to you at the front desk if 



       8   you're interested.                                        



       9              We're at this public meeting and it actually   



      10   covers two projects.  The CPUC determined it was in the   



      11   public's best interest to consolidate the environmental   



      12   reviews of both projects into one EIR for a few reasons,  



      13   they're really close in proximity and sometimes the       



      14   Alberhill project transmission lines are located on lines 



      15   proposed for Valley-Ivyglen.  There's overlapping         



      16   impacts, particularly due to the close proximity, and     



      17   there's similar construction timing.                      



      18                                                             



      19              DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT            



      20                                                             



      21        KRISTI BLACK:  Now we're going to talk about the     



      22   Valley-Ivyglen Project.                                   



      23              The Valley-Ivyglen Project mainly consists of  



      24   a new single circuit of 115 kilovolt subtransmission      



      25   line.  There was a project that was approved by CPUC in   
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       1   2010, and the project we're looking at right now follows  



       2   mostly the same route as that project.  There's some      



       3   slight deviations.  The subtransmission line that SCE is  



       4   currently proposing would be about 27 miles long within   



       5   about 23 miles of new right-of-way.                       



       6              There will also be a telecommunications        



       7   component.                                                



       8              There will be new fiber optic line installed   



       9   overhead on the transmission structures underground and   



      10   some new and some existing underground conduit.           



      11              Here's a map of the project.  It's also        



      12   available online at the project website to take a closer  



      13   look, and we also have some map books up on the front     



      14   table that have a more detailed look at the route.        



      15                                                             



      16               OBJECTIVES OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT            



      17                                                             



      18        KRISTI BLACK:  The objectives of the project --      



      19   there's three of them that have been defined -- is to     



      20   serve projected demand in the Electrical Needs Area,      



      21   increase electrical reliability, and also improve         



      22   operational and maintenance flexibility.                  



      23              The Draft EIR is concluding that the           



      24   Valley-Ivyglen Project would have unavoidable and         



      25   significant impacts on air quality during construction,   
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       1   and also noise generation during construction.            



       2              There are some other significant impacts of    



       3   the Valley-Ivyglen Project, but the Draft EIR concludes   



       4   that there's mitigation that could be implemented to      



       5   reduce those impacts to less than significant, and that's 



       6   for the following resources on this slide.  So            



       7   aesthetics, biological resources, cultural resources, and 



       8   several others.                                           



       9              There's also some cumulatively considerable    



      10   impacts from the Valley-Ivyglen Project.  That's where    



      11   Valley-Ivyglen in and of itself is one piece of a lot of  



      12   other impacts from other projects in the area, and we     



      13   found that for air quality and noise the Valley-Ivyglen   



      14   would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a  



      15   significant cumulative impact.                            



      16              So we have an alternative screening report for 



      17   the Valley-Ivyglen Project.  In that report we looked at  



      18   14 alternatives.  Five of them were carried forward in    



      19   the EIR in addition to the No Project Alternative.  The   



      20   No Project Alternative is what would happen if the CPUC   



      21   denied the permit and the project wasn't implemented.     



      22              The Draft EIR identifies the Environmentally   



      23   Superior Alternative as Alternative C, which involves an  



      24   underground of 115-kV Segment VIG6 along Temescal Canyon  



      25   Road and Horsethief Canyon Road.  That's instead of       
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       1   overhead alignment south of I-15 in the same area.  And   



       2   we do have maps of this at the front table.               



       3              Now onto the Alberhill Project.                



       4              The Alberhill Project involves constructing    



       5   the Alberhill Substation.  That's one of the objectives   



       6   of the project.  Another objective is to construct 500-kV 



       7   transmission lines to connect it to an existing 500-kV    



       8   transmission line, and it's also to construct new 115-kV  



       9   transmission lines to modify how some existing            



      10   substations operate in the grid, and also to install some 



      11   telecommunication improvements.                           



      12              Here's a map of the Alberhill Project, an      



      13   overview map of where it is.  You can see the substation  



      14   is up in the upper left-hand portion of the map as are    



      15   the 500-kV lines.                                         



      16              So the objectives of the projects are to       



      17   relieve projected electrical demand; constructing a       



      18   substation within the Electrical Needs Area; and also     



      19   maintain system ties between a new 115-kV System and an   



      20   existing 115-kV System.                                   



      21              The Alberhill System Project would have        



      22   several significant and unavoidable impacts on the        



      23   environment, and these are identified in the Draft EIR.   



      24   There would be significant and unavoidable aesthetic      



      25   impacts during operation and maintenance, mostly centered 
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       1   in the substation area.  There would also be significant  



       2   unavoidable impacts on air quality and noise during       



       3   construction of the proposed project.                     



       4              Just as for Valley-Ivyglen, there is also      



       5   several impacts where the Draft EIR has concluded that    



       6   mitigation could be implemented to reduce those impacts   



       7   to less than significant, and those are listed here.      



       8              Just like Valley-Ivyglen, Alberhill would also 



       9   contribute to what's been identified as a significant     



      10   cumulative impact when looking at the project with other  



      11   projects going on in the area, and that would be for      



      12   aesthetics, air quality and noise.  For Alberhill we have 



      13   an alternative screening report that looks at 34          



      14   alternatives.  Two of them were carried forward to the    



      15   EIR, including the No Project Alternative.                



      16              The Draft EIR identifies Alternative DD as the 



      17   environmentally superior alternative and that's an        



      18   alternative substation location.  It would be a few miles 



      19   north of SCE's proposed substation location.              



      20              So for more information, both projects have    



      21   their own project website, and you can also find these    



      22   pretty easily by Googling CPUC Alberhill, CPUC            



      23   Valley-Ivyglen.  They're usually the first result that    



      24   comes up.                                                 



      25              Right now we can do an informal Q and A if     
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       1   anyone has questions about the proposed project or the    



       2   impacts or the Draft EIR, and then we can take a short    



       3   break, and then after that we'll take formal comments.    



       4   So if you have a comment, don't raise it now.  This isn't 



       5   the comment period.  But if you have questions or         



       6   anything like that, this would be the time to do it.      



       7                                                             



       8                      QUESTION AND ANSWER                    



       9                                                             



      10        KRISTI BLACK:  Yes.                                  



      11        MS. RIDENOUR:  My name is Linda Ridenour.  I have a  



      12   question.  It's a significant hardship for me to try to   



      13   download something like that on my computer, and I feel   



      14   that you are perhaps discriminating against some of us    



      15   elders who are not computer literate.  So how do you plan 



      16   to rectify that?                                          



      17        KRISTI BLACK:  Well, we could provide you with a DVD 



      18   that has the file.  As far as paper copies, they've also  



      19   been distributed to several libraries in the area.        



      20   There's a list of the libraries on the notice of          



      21   availability.                                             



      22        MS. RIDENOUR:  How do we check those out so we can   



      23   underline significant environmental problems?             



      24        KRISTI BLACK:  Jensen, do you want to make it        



      25   available for people at cost, or how would you like to do 
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       1   that?                                                     



       2        MS. RIDENOUR:  I don't understand.  If this is a     



       3   public scoping meeting, and I don't think this is your    



       4   first scoping meeting, is it?  No.  So some of us were    



       5   not even invited to the first scoping meeting.            



       6              You have one notice in the newspaper today,    



       7   unless you had others, okay.  And we had insufficient     



       8   time to prepare.                                          



       9        KRISTI BLACK:  We put notices in two newspapers when 



      10   the Draft EIR was released.                               



      11        MS. RIDENOUR:  What is the date for that?            



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  We can get that for you, unless       



      13   Jessica knows off the top of her head.  She's the one who 



      14   put the notice in.                                        



      15        MS. RIDENOUR:  How would we know when the 45 days    



      16   started?                                                  



      17        KRISTI BLACK:  It started in the release of the      



      18   notice of availability.  The notice of availability was   



      19   released on April 14.  And I don't know how the libraries 



      20   work and whether you can check things out, but I would    



      21   assume they might have a copy machine where you can make  



      22   copies.  You can also request a copy, but I think Jensen  



      23   can speak to whether CPUC might charge or how that works. 



      24        MR. UCHIDA:  I think the best idea is DVD.           



      25        MS. RIDENOUR:  I'm sorry.  I can't hear you.         
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       1        MR. UCHIDA:  I think that would be your best option  



       2   is a DVD.  I think that's the best we could do.           



       3        MS. RIDENOUR:  You have those here tonight for us?   



       4        KRISTI BLACK:  We can send you one.                  



       5        MS. RIDENOUR:  That would be the total project, not  



       6   just the environmental components of it?                  



       7        KRISTI BLACK:  The CDs contain the entire Draft EIR. 



       8   So that printed document right there at the front table,  



       9   we have that on DVDs, and we can send you one.            



      10        MS. RIDENOUR:  What date do we need to have our      



      11   response in by?                                           



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  The comment period closes on May      



      13   31st, which is the day after the holiday.                 



      14              Yes, in the back.                              



      15        SPEAKER 2:  Can you go back to the slide that has    



      16   the web address for the comment period?                   



      17        KRISTI BLACK:  Yes.                                  



      18        SPEAKER 2:  And does it have to be physically        



      19   received by the 31st, or postmarked by the 31st?          



      20        KRISTI BLACK:  I think I would say postmarked we     



      21   would accept.                                             



      22        JENSEN UCHIDA:  We'll accept anything that comes in  



      23   around the date.                                          



      24        KRISTI BLACK:  We do want your comments.  I mean,    



      25   that's an important part of the process.                  
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       1        SPEAKER 3:  It says there postmarked by the 31st.    



       2   We were trying to clarify that.                           



       3        KRISTI BLACK:  Jensen said around that.              



       4        JENSEN UCHIDA:  As long as we receive something --   



       5        SPEAKER 3:  It says on there.                        



       6        KRISTI BLACK:  Yes.                                  



       7        SPEAKER 4:  I have a general question.               



       8        KRISTI BLACK:  Sure.                                 



       9        SPEAKER 4:  Overhead transmission lines generate an  



      10   electromagnetic field, the effects of which are not       



      11   entirely certain.  Could you contrast the overhead        



      12   transmission line electromagnetic field with an           



      13   underground transmission line of the same voltage and     



      14   amperage?                                                 



      15        KRISTI BLACK:  I would suggest submitting that as a  



      16   comment on the Draft EIR, if that's something you want to 



      17   see in the document, because that speaks to the impacts   



      18   of the project, not the content of the Draft EIR or the   



      19   proposed project.                                         



      20        SPEAKER 5:  There's been several Draft EIR's that's  



      21   been approved and commented four times now.  Is this the  



      22   beginning of No. 5?  Or the end of No. 5?                 



      23        KRISTI BLACK:  I don't know the exact number off the 



      24   top of my head.  There have been several, and as I        



      25   mentioned in the presentation, there was actually an      
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       1   approval of Valley-Ivyglen in 2010.                       



       2              For Alberhill there hasn't been a Draft EIR    



       3   yet.  There have been three scoping periods.  The one     



       4   last year was the third.                                  



       5              For Valley-Ivyglen, for the new application, I 



       6   believe this is the first.                                



       7              Is that correct?                               



       8        JENSEN UCHIDA:  Yes.                                 



       9        KRISTI BLACK:  This is the first for the new         



      10   resubmitted modified Valley-Ivyglen Project.              



      11        SPEAKER 5:  Is this with both of them combined?      



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  Yes, both of them are covered.        



      13   They're still separate permit application processes.  So  



      14   if you were to look up the administrative proceeding,     



      15   they would be separate, but as far as --                  



      16        SPEAKER 5:  Are they coming together?                



      17        KRISTI BLACK:  Not in that proceeding.  But because  



      18   there are so many similarities, the CPUC decided having   



      19   one EIR that covers both made more sense and would be     



      20   better, maybe just less confusing and not -- but would be 



      21   better than having two separate documents.  So the        



      22   processes for both projects under CEQA and environmental  



      23   review are now tracking each other.                       



      24              Does that help clarify?  It's complex.         



      25        SPEAKER 5:  It helps a little bit, but I'm kind of   
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       1   wondering when the reviews are going to be final.  I      



       2   mean, of course they've said this is the final several    



       3   times.  Now we're at another final.                       



       4        KRISTI BLACK:  The Final EIR will contain the        



       5   response to comments on the Draft EIR, and barring any    



       6   changes -- like if SCE changes their project, then we     



       7   might need to go back.  But barring any changes, the      



       8   Final EIR would be certified, which means the CPUC finds  



       9   it's adequate, and then it would go in to the             



      10   Administrative Law Judge Proceeding where then they would 



      11   consider approval of a CPCN or PTC, and then the          



      12   schedules might vary because those are two separate       



      13   processes for the two separate projects.                  



      14        SPEAKER 7:  How are we to be involved in that?       



      15        KRISTI BLACK:  I have information on another slide   



      16   about the administrative proceeding.  So I recommend      



      17   contacting the Public Advisor.  Their role is to help     



      18   people be involved in the administrative proceeding.      



      19        SPEAKER 8:  Just a general question.  Within the     



      20   boundaries of Lake Elsinore, what percentage or           



      21   approximately what percentage of the lines would be       



      22   undergrounded, and what percentage would be above ground? 



      23   And how many other poles are you combining on these poles 



      24   to eliminate the existing lines with the new lines?       



      25        KRISTI BLACK:  That is a good question.  As far as   
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       1   SCE's proposed project there -- and SCE can correct me if 



       2   I'm wrong, because this is off the top of my head.        



       3              For Valley-Ivyglen, one segment which is       



       4   Segment VIG8 is proposed to be underground, and in the    



       5   Draft EIR we have the mileage of that, but I want to say  



       6   it's five --                                              



       7              Two.  SCE is in the back.                      



       8              Two out of 25 miles or so for Valley-Ivyglen,  



       9   27 miles.  So less than 10 percent of Valley-Ivyglen.     



      10              For Alberhill, none of the lines are being     



      11   proposed underground.                                     



      12        SPEAKER 7:  Is there a reason?                       



      13        KRISTI BLACK:  That would be a question for SCE.     



      14              I'm not SCE.                                   



      15              I'm with Ecology and Environment, and we work  



      16   for California Public Utilities Commission.  The public   



      17   utilities commission is not a proponent for or against    



      18   the project.  So we're just looking at the environmental  



      19   impacts of the project.                                   



      20        SPEAKER 7:  Now, if they take into consideration the 



      21   environmental impact, that's all there is, on             



      22   undergrounding more of the lines?                         



      23        KRISTI BLACK:  I believe we looked at undergrounding 



      24   all of Valley-Ivyglen as an agency, Alternative M, and we 



      25   did look at that.                                         
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       1        SPEAKER 7:  Thank you.                               



       2        KRISTI BLACK:  Yes.                                  



       3        SPEAKER 8:  City of Lake Elsinore is going to have   



       4   severe aesthetic problems, I think, going along 3rd       



       5   Street and along Highway 74, if I read it right.  Also,   



       6   over by the inlet channel there's part of a parachuting   



       7   type of activity over there starting to get people, and,  



       8   you know, with high type power lines with aircraft and    



       9   that kind of stuff in that area --                        



      10        KRISTI BLACK:  As far as the conflicts with the      



      11   recreational users, I don't remember off the top of my    



      12   head, but when we take a break we can go look at the      



      13   Draft EIR.                                                



      14        SPEAKER 8:  Looking at the routing of some of the    



      15   lines going in, it's kind of hard to figure out -- are    



      16   there already eminent domain on all those line ways that  



      17   they're going to put the lines in?                        



      18        KRISTI BLACK:  No.                                   



      19        SPEAKER 8:  So they still have to go through the     



      20   eminent domain process?                                   



      21        KRISTI BLACK:  Right.                                



      22        SPEAKER 8:  So the people that own the property      



      23   don't know that they're going to try to take the property 



      24   yet?                                                      



      25        KRISTI BLACK:  I don't know if they might do private 
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       1   negotiation.  That's not part of the EIR because that     



       2   process in and of itself doesn't have environmental       



       3   impacts.  So we look at what happens when SCE builds      



       4   something.                                                



       5        SPEAKER 8:  Does this have anything to do with the   



       6   power lines that originally were going to go -- I think   



       7   they were going to go straight to San Diego.  They had    



       8   another routing at one time, and that project got killed. 



       9        KRISTI BLACK:  I don't know the answer to that       



      10   question.                                                 



      11        SPEAKER 9:  Not to sound cynical, we were at a       



      12   previous environmental impact meeting, and we did put     



      13   proposals in for some modifications, primarily going      



      14   underground in certain areas.  It sounds as though those  



      15   proposals aren't going to happen, potentially.            



      16              My question to you is, do we really have an    



      17   impact here?  Is this plan already pretty much            



      18   implemented, and will our comments really have much       



      19   impact, personally, do you think?                         



      20        KRISTI BLACK:  I will say, in the Final EIR we are   



      21   mandated to respond to your comments in writing.  And as  



      22   far as making a decision about the project, it's not      



      23   Jensen's job at the CPUC or our job to have a stance on   



      24   whether the project is good or bad.                       



      25              The Draft EIR isn't about merit.  It's about   
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       1   disclosure and telling the decision-makers what the       



       2   environmental impacts are of the decision that they are   



       3   expected to make on the project, whether that be approve  



       4   the project, deny the project, or approve an alternative. 



       5        SPEAKER 10:  When do they determine to go            



       6   underground?  For example, in Alberhill they have no      



       7   underground.  Well, there's one section going down Conard 



       8   that is going in everybody's front yard.  They don't show 



       9   any of that in these pictures.  These pictures show dirt  



      10   and hills that are dead.  All these are homes, and        



      11   they're planning on, like 11 or 12 going across Conard,   



      12   which to me seems it should go underground, and to most   



      13   everybody in that area.                                   



      14        KRISTI BLACK:  I would recommend submitting that as  



      15   a comment.                                                



      16        SPEAKER 10:  I believe it has been submitted several 



      17   times.                                                    



      18        KRISTI BLACK:  Okay.  On the Draft EIR I would       



      19   recommend submitting that as a comment.                   



      20        SPEAKER 11:  In the preparation of the EIR, what     



      21   number was used for the cost differential between high    



      22   tension lines versus undergrounding?  Was there a dollar  



      23   amount attached to those?                                 



      24              So you're making a determination,              



      25   recommendation, for a specific alternative, and one being 
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       1   undergrounding the entire project, but that wasn't        



       2   considered or that was not accepted or promoted.          



       3              And my question is, there must have been a     



       4   cost consideration that you people drafting the EIR had   



       5   to come up with.  So do you know what that was?           



       6        KRISTI BLACK:  Part of looking at alternatives       



       7   includes feasibility, which includes economic             



       8   feasibility, but there are several other components that  



       9   you would look at, such as reducing substantially or      



      10   avoiding a significant environmental impact of the        



      11   proposed project and meeting the project objectives.  So  



      12   the analysis of the alternatives and why we selected in   



      13   the Draft EIR certain alternatives environmentally        



      14   superior is all in the Draft EIR, including how we waive  



      15   those factors.                                            



      16        SPEAKER 12:  Are the economic factors included in    



      17   that to the residents of Lake Elsinore?                   



      18        KRISTI BLACK:  What do you mean?  Can you clarify?   



      19        SPEAKER 12:  The economic impact to the residents of 



      20   Lake Elsinore, are they figured in on your                



      21   decision-making when proposing the project?               



      22        KRISTI BLACK:  I'm not a decision-maker.  Do you     



      23   mean deciding the environmentally superior alternative?   



      24        SPEAKER 12:  Correct.                                



      25        KRISTI BLACK:  I don't believe that the general      
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       1   economic impact on residents of Lake Elsinore was         



       2   considered.                                               



       3        SPEAKER 12:  Thank you.                              



       4        KRISTI BLACK:  Can I have a new person.              



       5        GRANT TAYLOR:  Good evening.  Thank you for being    



       6   here tonight.  My name is Grant Taylor.  I'm with the     



       7   City of Lake Elsinore.  I just wanted a few questions for 



       8   clarification, if I could.                                



       9              Looking at your dual track of the CEQA and the 



      10   General Proceeding, it talks about the CPUC making the    



      11   final determination, the Administrative Law Judge.  I'm   



      12   assuming that's up at the main office in San Francisco.   



      13   Is the city allowed or invited to attend that meeting?    



      14        MR. UCHIDA:  Is the city invited to the proceeding?  



      15        GRANT TAYLOR:  The City of Lake Elsinore will bear   



      16   the brunt of this project for everybody else's service.   



      17   We'd really like to be present at that meeting if at all  



      18   possible.                                                 



      19        MR. UCHIDA:  It should be included as a project      



      20   proceeding.                                               



      21        GRANT TAYLOR: will we have to request that?  Will we 



      22   get an invite?                                            



      23        MR. UCHIDA:  No.  If you give me your information,   



      24   I'll get it to the law clerk.                             



      25        GRANT TAYLOR:  I appreciate that.                    
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       1              The EIR was very thorough, about the size of   



       2   Britannica Encyclopedia.  I didn't have a lot of time to  



       3   review it, but from what I saw, I saw scales of the       



       4   poles; I saw how many there were.  Was there a map in the 



       5   EIR that shows the locations?  I didn't see that.  I want 



       6   to make sure the poles are outside of our ultimate        



       7   right-of-ways.  When we improve our streets for           



       8   development, we don't want a pole in the middle of the    



       9   street that has to be moved later.  Was there a map for   



      10   that effect in there?  I didn't see it.                   



      11        KRISTI BLACK:  I do believe there is one.  The other 



      12   tool that we have is through the project websites.  It's  



      13   a web viewer, and I'm going to try to pull it out.        



      14              So if you go to either Alberhill or            



      15   Valley-Ivyglen websites, look for Web Viewer Link, and it 



      16   will pull up this web viewer, and it works just like      



      17   Google maps.  You can zoom in, zoom out.                  



      18        GRANT TAYLOR:  And it will give you those locations? 



      19        KRISTI BLACK:  Yeah.  This third from the left item  



      20   is called layers, and then turn on the ASP structure      



      21   locations and you can scroll down and Valley-Ivyglen is   



      22   in here too.  And then you can zoom in to where you're    



      23   interested in, and you can see -- so this is just for     



      24   example.  This is near SCE's proposed substation sites.   



      25   You can see the locations of the structures.              
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       1        GRANT TAYLOR:  Very good.                            



       2              Also, I didn't see any specifics on the        



       3   substation.  Are there any elevations, renderings, that   



       4   show the massing, how big it is?                          



       5              All I saw was a little site plan.  It talked   



       6   about 20-foot walls.  It talked about a 49-foot structure 



       7   for switch back racks, which I have no idea what those    



       8   are.                                                      



       9              Were there any type of renderings that I       



      10   missed in there?                                          



      11        SILVIA YANEZ:  Normally the substation layout and    



      12   the map of the site --                                    



      13        GRANT TAYLOR:  I saw the site plan, yes.  That was   



      14   it?                                                       



      15        SILVIA YANEZ:  The viewer can give you different     



      16   elevations --                                             



      17        KRISTI BLACK:  Do you want to see a visual           



      18   simulation or --                                          



      19        GRANT TAYLOR:  I want to see --                      



      20        KRISTI BLACK:  -- or more of an engineering drawing? 



      21        GRANT TAYLOR:  It's the entryway to our city.  I     



      22   want to see what it looks like.  When I hear a solid      



      23   49-foot steel structure, I go, "What does that look       



      24   like?"                                                    



      25        KRISTI BLACK:  There are some visual simulations.    
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       1   That's not in the project description.  It's in the       



       2   aesthetics.                                               



       3        GRANT TAYLOR:  Okay.  So it's the view samples?      



       4        KRISTI BLACK:  Yeah, and also in the map books at    



       5   the front table we have them.                             



       6        GRANT TAYLOR:  Okay.  Very good.                     



       7              The CPUC did the bare minimum public review.   



       8   45 days is the bare minimum.  That's what we got.         



       9              This is a big document.  I'm really wondering  



      10   if the CPUC can give us some more time.  There's a lot of 



      11   stuff to look at.  At least 60 days, preferably 90 days   



      12   to give us more time to make some meaningful comments and 



      13   not rush and miss things.                                 



      14        MR. UCHIDA:  We'll discuss that internally and see   



      15   what we can do.                                           



      16        GRANT TAYLOR:  Thank you very much.                  



      17        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.                            



      18        SPEAKER 13:  I live in an unincorporated area of     



      19   (inaudible)  lines going through District 1 which is      



      20   County, Riverside County, which means that the people who 



      21   represent me are in the county, not the city of Lake      



      22   Elsinore.  Are these people also going to be notified?    



      23              Furthermore, Wildomar I noticed that the lines 



      24   go up the outlet channel on (inaudible).                  



      25        KRISTI BLACK:  We notified the local cities and the  
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       1   county.  In fact, we've had meetings with Riverside       



       2   County, particularly about development along State Route  



       3   74 that's planned.                                        



       4        SPEAKER 14:  Quick question.  I'm using your web     



       5   here, and you show the staging area --                    



       6              I live in the Rosetta Canyon Community which   



       7   is part of the (inaudible) and Central and you chose a    



       8   staging area that affects my home.  But that's neither    



       9   here nor there, but right outside of our community the    



      10   path that you've chosen, it's like an S tag.  It requires 



      11   a guy-wire on our property.  We're in a specific planned  



      12   area where we have great lakes and we pay a lot of taxes  



      13   because all of our utilities are underground, and you     



      14   want to put a guy-wire right actually at the monument to  



      15   our association.                                          



      16              Is there a way that you can -- What's the      



      17   determination for using a pole that doesn't require a     



      18   guy-wire, like double steel structured pole as opposed to 



      19   one that does require it.  And further you guys bought    



      20   the property and put --                                   



      21        KRISTI BLACK:  We're not SCE.  I just want to        



      22   interrupt and say I'm not SCE.  We evaluate the project   



      23   as they propose it.                                       



      24              So I would actually recommend getting in touch 



      25   with SCE.  They're here.                                  
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       1        SPEAKER 14 :  We did in 2010.                        



       2        KRISTI BLACK:  Do you mind raising your hands, SCE,  



       3   where you can direct him with specific questions about    



       4   this, and I would also recommend still submitting a       



       5   comment on the Draft EIR about that as well.  But the     



       6   reasons of why they're proposed -- that we evaluate the   



       7   project as they propose it.                               



       8        SPEAKER 14:  You just evaluate the pole there and    



       9   the environmental impact of that.                         



      10        KRISTI BLACK:  What's the last part again?           



      11        SPEAKER 14:  If that pole has any type of            



      12   environmental impact.                                     



      13        KRISTI BLACK:  Right.                                



      14        SPEAKER 15:  I think it would be very good for you   



      15   to give one of those books to the city of Lake Elsinore   



      16   since there's so much involved in this situation.  To     



      17   Mr. -- where is he?                                       



      18        GRANT TAYLOR:  I'm sorry.  I didn't hear you.        



      19        SPEAKER 15:  I asked if they'd give you, city of     



      20   Lake Elsinore, one of these books here so you can be able 



      21   to tell people if they want to come into the office and   



      22   ask questions.                                            



      23        GRANT TAYLOR:  Great idea.  Already done.  We have   



      24   one at the public counter.  If anybody wants one, couple  



      25   of the staff members have one.  We'd be glad to let you   
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       1   look and share.  We printed out some hard copies of the   



       2   disks.  Feel free to come by the community development    



       3   part of the city hall.                                    



       4        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.                            



       5        SPEAKER 16:  On the Ivyglenn Project, can I ask why  



       6   the two undergrounds got approved and what their          



       7   reasoning to do that was for?                             



       8        KRISTI BLACK:  The proposed project has not been     



       9   approved.  Or are you asking about the --                 



      10        SPEAKER 16:  You said there's two areas that were    



      11   underground.                                              



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  Valley-Ivyglenn Segment 7 is proposed 



      13   to be underground and it's 2 miles long.                  



      14        SPEAKER 16:  What is the reasoning that they're      



      15   proposing that?                                           



      16        KRISTI BLACK:  SCE?                                  



      17        SPEAKER 16:  How come they're laughing?              



      18        KRISTI BLACK:  I don't think they're laughing.       



      19        SCE SPEAKER:  Edison is here today out of respect    



      20   for the process --                                        



      21        SPEAKER:  We can't hear what she's saying.           



      22        SCE SPEAKER:  So we'll allow that process to go      



      23   forward.  We have a hotline that you can call Edison.     



      24        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.  I appreciate that.        



      25        SPEAKER 16:  She doesn't want to answer?             
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       1        KRISTI BLACK:  She's going to provide you with a way 



       2   to ask them questions like that.  Because some of these   



       3   questions as to why they proposed it a certain way,       



       4   that's not what we know.  So I'm kind of putting them on  



       5   the spot, actually, by saying that, but they do have a    



       6   team that can answer questions like that.                 



       7        SPEAKER 17:  So she can't answer what the            



       8   determining factor to going underground are?              



       9        KRISTI BLACK:  Again, they propose that segment      



      10   underground.                                              



      11        SPEAKER 16:  Why?                                    



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  SCE is going to provide you with a    



      13   person to get in touch with to answer that.  It's not a   



      14   CPUC project.  The CPUC did not determine certain         



      15   segments would be proposed underground or overhead.       



      16        SPEAKER 17:  On your rendering up here, how far can  



      17   you zoom in on that rendering?  Can we actually see the   



      18   dimensions of those poles?                                



      19        KRISTI BLACK:  No.  They're just point data.         



      20        SPEAKER 17:  Point data.  Okay.  So where in your    



      21   aesthetics are you addressing the visual rendering of     



      22   what those poles are going to look like throughout Lake   



      23   Elsinore?  Are we seeing before photos and after photos   



      24   of what the proposal looks like?                          



      25        KRISTI BLACK:  In the aesthetic section there are    
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       1   visual simulations, including one of the substation       



       2   sites.  We have the Draft EIR up here, and we also have   



       3   some map books that have those simulation drawings.       



       4        SPEAKER 17:  Including all those 27 miles of         



       5   transmission lines?                                       



       6        KRISTI BLACK:  No.  They're at key view points that  



       7   have been identified.                                     



       8        SPEAKER 17:  So back to your slide that talks about  



       9   the aesthetics, how are you planning to mitigate the      



      10   aesthetics?                                               



      11        KRISTI BLACK:  The mitigation is in the Draft EIR.   



      12   Again, for Alberhill we've identified that it's a         



      13   significant and unavoidable aesthetic impact; so it       



      14   cannot be mitigated to less than significant.             



      15        SPEAKER:  That is based on cost?                     



      16        KRISTI BLACK:  That's because if you look at the     



      17   picture of the substation, if you put up -- you can't     



      18   shield it.  It's a big change from --                     



      19        SPEAKER:  I'm talking about the transmission lines   



      20   themselves.  So there's no way to underground those lines 



      21   and mitigate the aesthetics is what you're telling me?    



      22        KRISTI BLACK:  The aesthetics of the 115 kV lines,   



      23   the impact of those outside of the substation site were   



      24   found to be less than significant with mitigation in      



      25   several places, and mitigation there's several measures,  
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       1   and it's in the Draft EIR.                                



       2        SPEAKER:  In the Draft EIR, does it address the      



       3   difference in cost between undergrounding on a per mile   



       4   basis?                                                    



       5        KRISTI BLACK:  No, it does not.                      



       6        SPEAKER:  How do we get those numbers?               



       7        KRISTI BLACK:  That's not part of the environmental  



       8   review.  If you want to submit a comment for that, you're 



       9   welcome to.                                               



      10        SPEAKER:  There will be plenty of comments, but I'm  



      11   just saying the suggestion that the two miles that you're 



      12   undergrounding versus the 27 (inaudible) as to who makes  



      13   that decision on aesthetics and what the differential is  



      14   in cost, and we're --                                     



      15        KRISTI BLACK:  Again, SCE proposed the project that  



      16   way; so we're evaluating it.                              



      17              The CPUC cannot require mitigation for impacts 



      18   that have been found less than significant, and CPUC can  



      19   only require mitigation from significant to less than     



      20   significant, and there is mitigation in the EIR to reduce 



      21   certain aesthetic impacts to less than significant.       



      22        SPEAKER:  What does the CPUC consider less than      



      23   significant on a visual site line to the lake.            



      24        KRISTI BLACK:  I'm going to have to request that you 



      25   read the Draft EIR because I think other people have some 
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       1   comments, and this discussion about aesthetics could take 



       2   up a lot of time; so I'm going to ask that for --         



       3              Thank you.                                     



       4        SPEAKER:  Could you rewind?  I think you said no --  



       5   I think this is what you said.  You said according to the 



       6   environment there's going to be significant, I don't      



       7   know, habitat problems and that can not be mitigated; so  



       8   wouldn't that automatically say you can't do the project? 



       9        KRISTI BLACK:  The biological resources impacts can  



      10   be mitigated to less than significant.  The CPUC can      



      11   approve a project that has significant environmental      



      12   impacts.  It would have to issue what's called a          



      13   statement of overriding considerations.                   



      14        SPEAKER:  What is that?                              



      15        KRISTI BLACK:  You can provide a comment on the      



      16   Draft EIR and be involved in the CEQA process.            



      17        SPEAKER:  Is the online map you're using here part   



      18   of the Draft EIR?                                         



      19        KRISTI BLACK:  It's not.  It's a tool to be able to  



      20   see -- you know, a lot of people want to see where poles  



      21   are in relation to their house or whatever, and it's just 



      22   a tool to help that, but it is the same data that was     



      23   used for the maps in the EIR.                             



      24        SPEAKER:  I'll be submitting a proposal comment on   



      25   this.  Just so you know, Grant, as she pointed out to     
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       1   you, this is the only way to drill down into where the    



       2   towers are.  There are parts of this where when you       



       3   activate the layer that says where the structures are,    



       4   they actually don't line up with where the line is and    



       5   that impacts one of my properties.  I think you and I     



       6   talked about that and you said, "I'm not sure which is    



       7   correct.  Why don't you come to the meeting."  That's a   



       8   little frustrating.                                       



       9        KRISTI BLACK:  I think the lines are conceptual      



      10   because if you zoom out, you know, the scale doesn't      



      11   matter as much, but the poles are more accurate.          



      12              I would recommend you submitting a comment on  



      13   that.  That's something we can address.                   



      14        SPEAKER:  I have something that has been bugging me  



      15   and that is, why are these lines going up?                



      16        KRISTI BLACK:  SCE is proposing these lines for the  



      17   objectives that were in the presentation and are also in  



      18   the Draft EIR.  So the Draft EIR describes why SCE is     



      19   proposing this and it has to do in general with           



      20   reliability.  There's been a lot of growth in the area,   



      21   and there will be in the future, and this is meant to     



      22   address that.                                             



      23        SPEAKER:  I thought that's what solar panels were    



      24   for.                                                      



      25        KRISTI BLACK:  If you would like to submit that as a 
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       1   comment, you are welcome to.                              



       2              Any more questions, or do we want to take a    



       3   quick break?                                              



       4              One more.                                      



       5        SPEAKER:  If the city decided to amend its           



       6   underground ordinance to require the lines be underground 



       7   throughout the city, would you have to redo the EIR?      



       8        KRISTI BLACK:  That's something we would have to     



       9   discuss internally.  I don't have an answer to that right 



      10   now.                                                      



      11        SPEAKER:  Fair enough.  Thank you.                   



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  Yes.                                  



      13        SPEAKER:  I'll save mine.                            



      14        SPEAKER:  Just one final question.  I'm new to this  



      15   so I'm just getting up to speed, if I can get up to       



      16   speed.  But the idea is Southern California Edison        



      17   basically proposed this route and gave it to you to then  



      18   go and research and prepare the EIR; is that correct?     



      19        KRISTI BLACK:  Right.                                



      20        SPEAKER:  All the decisions made as to what was      



      21   underground or routing, everything, was done by Southern  



      22   California Edison, not you people?                        



      23        KRISTI BLACK:  For the proposed project.             



      24        SPEAKER:  For the Valley-Ivyglen project.            



      25        KRISTI BLACK:  Yes.  SCE proposed the project.       
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       1   That's what's described in Chapter 2, but the             



       2   alternatives that are analyzed are what the CPUC has come 



       3   up with.                                                  



       4        SPEAKER:  Those alternatives are binding or only     



       5   recommendations?                                          



       6        KRISTI BLACK:  They are recommendations.  We look at 



       7   alternatives, select environmentally superior -- one for  



       8   Alberhill, one for Valley-IvyGlen.  The commission, when  



       9   it's making its decision at the end of this process, they 



      10   don't have to agree with that decision and can approve    



      11   different alternatives.  There's some procedural hoops to 



      12   that.                                                     



      13        SPEAKER:  Who decides what's acceptable as far as    



      14   the mitigation is concerned?  Are we involved in that     



      15   decision?                                                 



      16        KRISTI BLACK:  You can definitely comment on the     



      17   mitigation and say that you don't like a mitigation       



      18   measure or propose an additional mitigation measure or    



      19   say you don't think one is sufficient.                    



      20        SPEAKER:  Is our city involved in the final          



      21   decision?  Not the individual but our city.               



      22        KRISTI BLACK:  What do you -- can you clarify?       



      23        SPEAKER:  Are elected officials involved in the      



      24   final decision as to what's acceptable for our city?      



      25              Do we lose control of our city's ability to    
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       1   make decisions, what's best for us?                       



       2              Other than comments, do we actually have any   



       3   power to impact what's best for our city?                 



       4        KRISTI BLACK:  As Jensen stated, the city can get    



       5   involved in the administrative proceeding process.  I'm   



       6   not sure what you mean by power or anything like that.    



       7        SPEAKER:  Do we have -- who approves it?             



       8        KRISTI BLACK:  The California Public Utilities       



       9   Commission has jurisdiction over approving SCE's          



      10   application or denying it or approving an alternative.    



      11        SPEAKER:  Thank you.                                 



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  Okay.  Next.                          



      13        SPEAKER:  One question.  The city of Chino Hills of  



      14   Group Valley were slated at a noneconomically superior    



      15   project, just like you were saying for us; however, they  



      16   thought that it was undergrounded after all.              



      17              Why was, after that proceeding that has been   



      18   going through it, and now in fact they are -- why is our  



      19   city not allowed to have the more aesthetically appealing 



      20   yet economically less feasible project?                   



      21              What determination do you guys use within your 



      22   analysis of the DEIR to determine that our city is going  



      23   to support it aesthetically?                              



      24        KRISTI BLACK:  That was a very long complicated      



      25   question.  I would say the Draft EIR is prepared pursuant 
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       1   to CEQA.                                                  



       2              CPUC has a duty to mitigate significant        



       3   impacts to less than significant or if not less than      



       4   significant to the extent that's feasible.                



       5              If you disagree with conclusions in the EIR,   



       6   including conclusions about undergrounding, I invite you  



       7   to submit a comment on that.                              



       8        SPEAKER:  So our city is going to have to spend $2   



       9   million by (inaudible) to the CPUC like they did over a   



      10   five-year period?  I mean.                                



      11        KRISTI BLACK:  I'm not sure what you want me to say  



      12   about that.  Our team is here preparing the EIR pursuant  



      13   to CEQA.  I can't speak to what was done on other         



      14   projects or outside of the CEQA process on this project.  



      15        SPEAKER:  Thank you.                                 



      16        KRISTI BLACK:  I think that's all the questions.     



      17              We can either take a quick break or we can     



      18   jump right into the verbal comment period.  Let's just do 



      19   a show of hands, who wants to take a quick break?         



      20              I think we're going to go right into the       



      21   comment period.  Looks like a minority of people.         



      22              What we're going to do, we have a court        



      23   reporter here.  She is over on your left.                 



      24              So Jessica has the speaker cards that were     



      25   filled out earlier, and you're still welcome to submit    
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       1   speaker cards if you think of something that you want to  



       2   say, and she will bring the microphone to you.  And I     



       3   suggest speaking directly to the court reporter so that   



       4   she's able to record your comments.  And members of the   



       5   audience, while other people are giving comments, please  



       6   keep any comments, clapping, anything, to yourself so     



       7   that the court reporter can hear everything and record    



       8   everything accurately.                                    



       9        JESSICA MIDBUST:  Terry Morarty.                     



      10        KRISTI BLACK:  Sorry, Jessica, if I can interrupt.   



      11   We're going to limit comments now to three minutes.       



      12   Silvia up here on the right will give you --              



      13              Actually, Silvia, if you can move towards the  



      14   court reporter, since people will be speaking toward her. 



      15              She'll give you a one-minute warning.  If we   



      16   still have time left after the comment period, people who 



      17   have already commented can speak again, but right now     



      18   let's limit it to 3 minutes.                              



      19        JESSICA MIDBUST:  I'm going to walk around and hand  



      20   this to people who have submitted comment cards.          



      21                                                             



      22                        VERBAL COMMENTS                      



      23                                                             



      24        JESSICA MIDBUST:  Terry Morarty.                     



      25        TERRY MORARTY:  I would just like to suggest that    
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       1   you go with the Option M and put it all underground.  The 



       2   aesthetics is the main thing to me.  The Valley, we live  



       3   in a beautiful Valley and the more things like this that  



       4   are put into our area, the worse it looks.  And I just    



       5   think it all needs to go underground.  That's all.        



       6        KRISTI BLACK:  Next speaker is John C. Gray.         



       7        JOHN GRAY:  50 years ago the health hazards of       



       8   smoking cigarettes was not yet acknowledged.              



       9              50 years from now the health detrimental       



      10   effects of the strong electromagnetic fields surrounding  



      11   high tension wires might get acknowledged, depending on   



      12   who pays for the study.  Undergrounding reduces the       



      13   electromagnetic fields significantly.  There is a strong  



      14   health reason, as well as aesthetic, to underground all   



      15   the lines in the entire project.                          



      16        KRISTI BLACK:  The next commenter is Ace Vallejos.   



      17        ACE VALLEJOS:  My comment is that we need to get --  



      18   I did not know anything about this.  There's a lot of     



      19   people in the area, I feel, that don't know about this.   



      20              And my opinion, we need to have more time and  



      21   need to do a better job of notifying the community so we  



      22   all know what's going on and so we can give our input     



      23   adequately.  That's my comment.                           



      24        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.  The next commenter is     



      25   Larry Namedal.                                            
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       1        LARRY NAMEDAL:  Well, I'm looking at a map and       



       2   there's a Serrano Valley line on the other side of the    



       3   15.  Why don't they follow that?                          



       4              You don't have this map.  And it's going to    



       5   the same place; so you wouldn't have to come through Lake 



       6   Elsinore.  You wouldn't even have to come down the 74.    



       7   The line is already in.  Just put the towers next to all  



       8   this, and keep it out of our sight, because it's going to 



       9   impact the property values.  People are not going to come 



      10   out here anymore.  And I bought a house out here because  



      11   it's supposed to be a nice area.  I didn't buy a house to 



      12   look at high tension lines.                               



      13              And that's not even in your map, your little   



      14   book, about the other line, is it?  Yes?  No?             



      15        KRISTI BLACK:  This period is just for comments.     



      16   We're not responding.                                     



      17              The next commenter is Chris Hyland.            



      18        CHRIS HYLAND:  I pass.  I've already got mine in.    



      19        KRISTI BLACK:  Next commenter is John O'Dohorty.     



      20        JOHN O'DOHORTY:  Good evening.  My name is John      



      21   O'Dohorty, and I'm a property owner on 3rd Street.  And I 



      22   did review the Draft EIR, particularly in relation to     



      23   segment VIG which is mostly on 3rd Street.  And I have    



      24   these comments here, and I have already e-mailed them to  



      25   your organization.                                        



                                                                     

                                                                  45

�

       1              And the first one is a minor one, is that in   



       2   reading the study most people look at the I-15 as going   



       3   north-south, and, of course, north is kind of 45 degrees, 



       4   and the document is a bit confusing with regard to what   



       5   is north and what is south or east and west.              



       6              In any event, if you look at the map up there, 



       7   my big question is on the road to the VIG, the Ivyglen,   



       8   that shows the map, you can see up there that if you zoom 



       9   in on 3rd Street, it makes absolutely no sense to me why  



      10   the line is jogged to come south to 3rd street and then   



      11   up 3rd Street and then back up.  I don't know if it's     



      12   Conard, onto 74.                                          



      13              My big question is, why was 3rd Street picked  



      14   for the routing through the city instead of going all the 



      15   way up to 74?  And I don't know where that came from.     



      16   And I surmise that Edison has an easement on 3rd Street   



      17   which is a very minor easement, and that's the excuse for 



      18   running the line on 3rd Street with apparent disregard    



      19   for everybody on that line.                               



      20              In fact, you talk quite a bit in the report on 



      21   saving money -- I should say Edison does -- in the draft  



      22   document about saving money, but we're adding             



      23   approximately a half a mile of power lines by just        



      24   jogging onto 3rd Street instead of turning on 74.  And I  



      25   really would like to know, and I put that question here,  
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       1   why that decision was made to just come farther south     



       2   than necessary, why you just didn't go straight on 74.    



       3        KRISTI BLACK:  30 seconds.                           



       4        JOHN O'DOHORTY:  A lot of people got more time in    



       5   questioning.                                              



       6              My question, a lot of people asked, of course, 



       7   the kind of poles on the location of 3rd Street; so I'll  



       8   skip over that one.                                       



       9              And I am also asking the question, is          



      10   everybody -- is Edison aware of the new drainage, storm   



      11   water drainage channels coming down 3rd Street right on   



      12   the line where these poles are supposed to go?            



      13              Also, there is a huge masonry wall built right 



      14   under where I understand you mean to put the poles and -- 



      15        KRISTI BLACK:  I think we're at time.  If we have    



      16   more time at the end --                                   



      17        JOHN O'DOHORTY: I'm not that far away from being     



      18   finished.                                                 



      19              In reading the document, there seems to be an  



      20   awful lot more concern for motorists and what is seen and 



      21   the visual effects than there is for the residents and    



      22   the property owners along the line.  That's kind of an    



      23   amazing thing, which brings me to the comment that was    



      24   already made, is there absolutely no mention in the       



      25   document about electromagnetic radiation, which that      
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       1   gentleman over there brought up.  That's a huge, all the  



       2   impacts that are mentioned in the document are temporary  



       3   impacts during construction.  No mention of it of         



       4   negative impacts after the whole project is installed.    



       5              Also, on the underground thing, I was at a     



       6   council meeting here some time ago and brought up this    



       7   matter, and the city council stated that all the power    



       8   lines on 3rd Street were going underground.  Now, that    



       9   doesn't appear to be very true here.                      



      10              Finally -- two more of my quick points.  In    



      11   your appendix there is a discussion on the whole idea of  



      12   going underground, and the document does state that that  



      13   is entirely feasible.  So there is no reason why all      



      14   these power lines couldn't go underground through the     



      15   city of Lake Elsinore.                                    



      16              Final point is there are photographs, there    



      17   are a whole series of photographs taken of the road of    



      18   the VIG line.  There isn't one single photograph taken of 



      19   3rd Street.  3rd Street is one of the major thoroughfares 



      20   in the city, and there isn't a single photograph taken    



      21   going up or down 3rd Street showing what's going on       



      22   there.  So that concerns me.  Thank you.                  



      23        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.  Next commenter is Bruce   



      24   Slingerland.                                              



      25        BRUCE SLINGERLAND:  I'm just going to follow the     
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       1   gentleman ahead of me with statements that we're directly 



       2   impacted in that same area.  And, again, bringing up the  



       3   citizens issue -- we did at a prior environmental impact  



       4   meeting submit verbally and written, you know, a lot of   



       5   issues to the plan, to the proposal.  They were going     



       6   underground in our areas and, you know, it didn't happen. 



       7              So my concern is that we're making statements, 



       8   we're making written comments, and making verbal          



       9   statements and, you know, is it really going to have any  



      10   sort of an impact?                                        



      11              Like this gentleman said before, the           



      12   understanding of the SCE routing of the lines, jogging as 



      13   they do, versus just heading straight down Highway 74, or 



      14   as the other gentleman proposed, going through an area    



      15   that's very rural that doesn't even impact Lake Elsinore. 



      16   It's kind of hard to understand SCE's logic in what       



      17   they're doing with the routing of their lines.  That's    



      18   our concerns.                                             



      19              I'll also submit written comment to go along   



      20   with the verbal statement.  That's just my opinion.       



      21   Thank you.                                                



      22        KRISTI BLACK:  The next commenter is Barbara Paul.   



      23        BARBARA PAUL:  Thank you.  I'm a resident of the     



      24   Temescal Valley.  I am also a long-standing member, with  



      25   my husband, of Glen Eden Sun Club.                        
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       1              Thank you very much for putting this on the    



       2   cover of the EIR report.  It is a beautiful photograph,   



       3   blue skies, white puffy clouds, the 15 freeway looking    



       4   south with Glen Eden on the right-hand side.              



       5              Glen Eden is included in the EIR with          



       6   photographs figure 4.1-4A before and after photographs.   



       7   I have gone into the map, the layering effect, and I have 



       8   seen what is going to happen to the front of Glen Eden    



       9   Sun Club.  Across Glen Eden property there is proposed    



      10   anywhere from 7 to 13 of these poles.  You might as well  



      11   put a fence, barbed wire on top, with a guard station     



      12   because it's going to look like a prison behind there.    



      13              I am speaking as a long-term member of Glen    



      14   Eden.  Glen Eden last year submitted their comment letter 



      15   and they suggested alternative M, all underground.  We    



      16   will again, if we have not already done so, submit        



      17   another letter by the deadline again suggesting           



      18   everything be put underground.  That's my comments.       



      19   Thank you.                                                



      20        KRISTI BLACK:  The next commenter is Leonard         



      21   Leichnitz.                                                



      22        LEONARD LEICHNITZ:   Hello.  My name is Leonard      



      23   Leichnitz.  I'm the president of Lumos Communities.       



      24   We're the property manager for the old rodeo grounds      



      25   which was approved to build some houses.  The owner of    
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       1   that is JLJ, and we're the property manager for them.     



       2              The purpose of the Draft EIR is to allow the   



       3   public to comment on environmental impacts for a project, 



       4   a proposed project, but it's a little difficult to do     



       5   that when you can't tell where it's going to be built.    



       6   As we said informally during the Q and A session, you     



       7   have an ARCviewer available online, and that data         



       8   provided is -- there's some discrepancy between where the 



       9   structures are going to go and where the line is shown.   



      10              Now, currently, the right-of-way is across     



      11   Franklin from our proposed project or our future project. 



      12   At table 2.2 of your Draft EIR, Segment ASP4, it says it  



      13   will be located exclusively in existing right-of-way.     



      14              As I said, on the ARCviewer that doesn't seem  



      15   to be the case.  And that discrepancy is repeated a       



      16   couple of times through the EIR, including figure 2.2E,   



      17   although it's hard to drill down into them; so I can't    



      18   tell exactly.                                             



      19              I would ask in the Final EIR that this         



      20   discrepancy be resolved because I would have comments on  



      21   the environmental impacts that the line could generate if 



      22   it were to cross Franklin rather than stay in the         



      23   existing right-of-way.  Thank you.                        



      24        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.  The next commenter is     



      25   Mike Matthews.                                            
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       1        MIKE MATTHEWS:  Hello.  My name is Mike Matthews.    



       2              First, I'll make the -- I don't have a problem 



       3   with progress, and we're doing a lot of it in Lake        



       4   Elsinore, making the city look nice for the people that   



       5   live there, and enticing other people to move in.         



       6              My issue is with the health, the effects on    



       7   health, environmental impacts, and other issues that the  



       8   people in Lake Elsinore are going to have with the        



       9   erection of these poles.                                  



      10              Bruce here, he talked about going through the  



      11   3rd Street annexation area with the poles.  For some      



      12   reason they are having poles erected, 100-foot poles,     



      13   come on, 100-foot poles, 16 inches in diameter going      



      14   through a residential neighborhood.  It's zoned RE,       



      15   residential estates.  It's a nice little neighborhood,    



      16   lots of families.                                         



      17              Unfortunately, they didn't choose the most     



      18   preferred way, which would be 1,000 feet east of the      



      19   neighborhood, which is where existing poles are there     



      20   now.  You've got SCE owned property.  Okay.  You got      



      21   existing poles, and you could run all the poles you want. 



      22              If they insist on going through the            



      23   neighborhood -- this is one of the few neighborhoods that 



      24   you have these high tension wires going through -- why    



      25   can't they go underneath the ground?  There's no reason   
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       1   why you guys need to put these poles up, impacting the    



       2   residents in that area, which include home values, health 



       3   issues -- first few people have talked about health       



       4   issues.  Unfortunately, it's never really good -- set in  



       5   stone that there are significant health issues, but there 



       6   have been health issues identified.                       



       7              Now, I feel that along with the rest of the    



       8   people in my neighborhood, and I'll speak for every one   



       9   of them, that an alternate solution be looked at and      



      10   taken advantage of instead of impacting the economic and  



      11   health of the people in that area.  Thank you.            



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.  The next commenter is     



      13   Linda Ridenour.                                           



      14        LINDA RIDENOUR:  I would like to comment, not having 



      15   read your environmental studies, and say, if any of your  



      16   studies were based on Alberhill Environmental Studies, I  



      17   question them all.  The Alberhill -- company hired by     



      18   Alberhill had significant areas that didn't include the   



      19   vernal pools, et cetera, et cetera.  So if there's        



      20   anything like that in there, then you need to provide     



      21   documentation that you actually did those areas in        



      22   question.                                                 



      23              If there is a species that are sensitive or    



      24   endangered, I don't understand how you can mitigate       



      25   against that.  That does not seem right.  If one          
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       1   department of the government says this is a very          



       2   important plant or animal, then how can another group     



       3   say, "Oh, no, well, it's not important because" -- so     



       4   those are some of my problems.                            



       5              Also, these gentlemen have been talking about  



       6   human experimentation, because if we find out later on    



       7   down the road that those were significant impacts on the  



       8   children, on themselves, then that's going to be a        



       9   problem.  I don't know if they can sue, but certainly     



      10   somebody should be held accountable for that.             



      11              Also, normally during construction there is    



      12   tremendous dust, noise, perhaps lights, causing           



      13   difficulties with the Palomar lighting area and a whole   



      14   bunch of things like that.  You say temporary.  Temporary 



      15   could be months.  I think it should be more specific,     



      16   although I'm looking forward to reading what you're going 



      17   to send me.  And I think all these people would like to   



      18   know that too.  Thank you.                                



      19        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.                            



      20              Next commenter is Grant Taylor.                



      21        GRANT TAYLOR:  Thank you, again, for coming.  We     



      22   appreciate the opportunity to hear your presentation,     



      23   offer testimony.                                          



      24              I understand the need for the project.  When   



      25   you plug something in, when you turn on a switch, you     
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       1   need electricity.  I get it.  The concern is the way it's 



       2   implemented and the impacts on the residents and the      



       3   businesses of Lake Elsinore.                              



       4              This will serve a wide area.  I think there    



       5   were seven or eight cities in unincorporated county that  



       6   would be impacted.  Temecula, Murrieta, Murrieta Hot      



       7   Springs -- zero impacts, but they will receive the        



       8   benefit.  I think they should bear some of the cost in    



       9   mitigating impact on Lake Elsinore.  It's all about       



      10   money, the undergrounding, the mitigation.                



      11              The County of Perris, Menifee, Wildomar, some  



      12   impacts, not nearly as much.  Lake Elsinore will bear the 



      13   brunt of these impacts, these poles zigzagging through    



      14   our cities.                                               



      15              I would hope that the California Public        



      16   Utilities Commission would be willing to work with the    



      17   city to find ways to address the aesthetics, mitigate the 



      18   impacts, soften the impacts, and protect our residents    



      19   and our businesses.                                       



      20              Also, future developments -- finally the great 



      21   recession is over.  We have a number of very good         



      22   projects on the books.  I would hate for this project to  



      23   disrupt projects that are underway or deter any future    



      24   projects that would bring commerce, some money to help us 



      25   improve our city.                                         
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       1              We very much look forward to an invitation to  



       2   the California Public Utilities Commission decision.  We  



       3   would like to see the five commissioners, hear their      



       4   deliberations, offer testimony, feel that our voices were 



       5   heard.                                                    



       6              And last, but not least, we very much like an  



       7   extension of that 45 days.  For a document that resembles 



       8   the Britannica Encyclopedia it's a lot to digest.  At     



       9   least 60 to 90 days to give us an opportunity to be       



      10   thorough, do our due diligence, and provide meaningful    



      11   comments.  Thank you.                                     



      12        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.  That's the last speaker   



      13   card that we have.                                        



      14              Did anybody else want to make a verbal         



      15   comment?                                                  



      16              Our next speaker is Kim Cousins.               



      17        KIM COUSINS:  I have to comment on the presentation. 



      18   I fully believe it's a little disingenuous for us to see  



      19   a map with blue lines or dots on the map as far as where  



      20   a tower could be or individual tower is placed on the     



      21   drill down without understanding the aesthetic impact on  



      22   the community in total.                                   



      23              Certainly in neighborhoods power lines don't   



      24   need to be strung, and they certainly can be underground, 



      25   but this is a pristine Valley, that we're very proud of,  
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       1   that is on a major growth pattern, third fastest growing  



       2   city in the Riverside County, fifth fastest growing in    



       3   the state of California, and this can significantly       



       4   impact us financially as far as attempting to attract new 



       5   homeowners, as well as businesses, to this community.     



       6              You know, when you have a city council and     



       7   planning commission that review the paint colors on a     



       8   building and the color of materials, its brick or a wood  



       9   or rock on the sides of the building, and we have this    



      10   kind of a presentation that doesn't show the aesthetic    



      11   impact, it doesn't do any service to this community       



      12   whatsoever.  So I highly encourage you -- as Grant said,  



      13   we need a longer extended period of time.  The city       



      14   council of this city is empowered to speak on behalf of   



      15   these citizens, and they need to be at the table having   



      16   those discussions about what you're attempting to do with 



      17   this City for the future.                                 



      18        KRISTI BLACK:  Thank you.  Does anyone else want to  



      19   make a comment?                                           



      20              So I think that concludes our meeting.         



      21              Thank you all for coming.  As a reminder, the  



      22   comment period ends May 31st, the day after the holiday,  



      23   and we look forward to getting your written comments      



      24   after this meeting.                                       



      25              There is another meeting tomorrow, if you      
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       1   would like to come to that.  It's in the afternoon in     



       2   Perris.                                                   



       3              Thank you.                                     



       4                (Whereupon the proceedings concluded)        
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