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Yingying Cai <yingying.cai@panoramaenv.com>

Riverside Transmission Reliability Project
chaklashiy@aol.com <chaklashiy@aol.com> Mon, Apr 2, 2018 at 9:43 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

Please move the transmission line along the freeway instead of Pats ranch road (under ground). Even the under ground
line is risk to the public.

Kumar Chaklashiya
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Yingying Cai <yingying.cai@panoramaenv.com>

Riverside needs new transmission lines!
D <dollyriverside@gmail.com> Mon, Apr 2, 2018 at 1:34 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

I'm a lifelong resident of Riverside.   I'm sorry this impacts Jurupa Valley residents,  hope those impacts can be
lessened.  

But very important! A few years ago we had outages in Canyon Crest in Riv 92506 zip.  Took a while to figure out,  scary
if i had had my mom still alive, needing medical attention!
Thanks, hope you approve 
Dolly Rauch 
2275 century ave 
Riverside ca 92506

https://maps.google.com/?q=2275+century+ave%C2%A0+Riverside+ca+92506&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=2275+century+ave%C2%A0+Riverside+ca+92506&entry=gmail&source=g
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Yingying Cai <yingying.cai@panoramaenv.com>

Stop Overhead Power Lines
Mark Shaffer <trex9890@icloud.com> Mon, Apr 2, 2018 at 11:08 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

Riverside Transmission Reliability Project is threatening to construct overhead power lines near my home.  This is
an unacceptable infringement on our quality of life in the Harvest Village Community and is detrimental to the our
health, property values, and community development.  It can not be stressed enough that these lines should be
placed underground where they are within close proximity to homes. 
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Yingying Cai <yingying.cai@panoramaenv.com>

Writing in Support of 2nd Utility Line
Perez-Singh, Emma <EmmaSingh@rivco.org> Mon, Apr 2, 2018 at 4:16 PM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

To Whom it May Concern,

I am writing in support of a 2nd utility line for the City of Riverside. I am a resident of the city and own a rental property in
the city as well.

Con�identiality	Disclaimer
This	email	is	con�idential	and	intended	solely	for	the	use	of	the	individual(s)	to	whom	it	is	addressed.	The	information	contained	in	this	message	may
be	privileged	and	con�idential	and	protected	from	disclosure.		
If	you	are	not	the	author's	intended	recipient,	be	advised	that	you	have	received	this	email	in	error	and	that	any	use,	dissemination,	forwarding,
printing,	or	copying	of	this	email	is	strictly	prohibited.	If	you	have	received	this	email	in	error	please	delete	all	copies,	both	electronic	and	printed,
and	contact	the	author	immediately.

County of Riverside California

http://www.countyofriverside.us/
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Riverside 2nd Powerline
Martin de'Campos <humanatek@gmail.com> Tue, Apr 3, 2018 at 9:20 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

Dear CPUC: 

My name is H. Martín de’Campo, I am a resident of the City of Riverside in the 92504 ZIP Code. 

I am writing in support of deploying another electrical power line into the City of Riverside in an effort to modernize and
protect the reliability & performance of Riverside‘s electrical power grid. 

Whatever can be done to deploy multiple lines into Riverside I would support! 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Martín de’Campo 
7600 Ambergate Place 
Riverside, CA 92504
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Riverside Transmission Reliability Project (A-15-04-013)
oscar reynoso <reynosooscar@hotmail.com> Sun, Apr 8, 2018 at 3:01 PM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

To: Mr. Jensen Uchida,

My name is Oscar Reynoso. I am once again writing to you ( I would appreciate a response this
time.) I live on Julian Dr. My home has a view of the Santa Ana River bottom and is adjacent to the
Hidden Valley Wildlife Preserve. 

I know there are existing electrical poles along the river but these are small and not much bigger
than those found in many older neighborhoods. The new transmission towers that are proposed
are much bigger, more dangerous and extremely unsightly in comparison. It is not fair that the
transmission line segment thru Paradise Knolls Golf Course is going to be buried. It's not fair that
the segment along the new Lennar Housing development in the city of Jurupa Valley is going to be
buried BUT the segment along our equally beautiful established neighborhood is going to have
these towers in plain view from our back yards! Several of the neighbors are fed up with how unfair
this is. I personally made a consultation with lawyers who agree on the unfairness and believe we
may have a case. 

My home has a premium value because of the beautiful Santa Ana River Bottom views. My home's
value and beautiful view is going to be diminished because of these towers. My neighbors and I
enjoy the bike trail, nature center and wildlife in the area. We don't want  towers built in our back
yards! Please consider at a minimum  burying the lines along  Idyllwild Ln. and Julian Dr. 

Thank you!
Oscar Reynoso 
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Riverside Transmission Reliability Project (A-15-04-013)
oscar reynoso <reynosooscar@hotmail.com> Sun, Apr 8, 2018 at 8:44 PM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 8, 2018, at 3:01 PM, oscar reynoso <reynosooscar@hotmail.com> wrote: 

To: Mr. Jensen Uchida,

My name is Oscar Reynoso. I am once again writing to you ( I would appreciate a
response this time.) I live on 10088 Julian Dr. Riverside,CA. My phone number is 951-
202-6958. My parents also live on the street our homes have a view of the Santa Ana
River bottom and is adjacent to the Hidden Valley Wildlife Preserve. (I forgot the
essential information on the previous e-mail.)

I know there are existing electrical poles along the river but these are small and not
much bigger than those found in many older neighborhoods. The new transmission
towers that are proposed are much bigger, more dangerous and extremely unsightly in
comparison. It is not fair that the transmission line segment thru Paradise Knolls Golf
Course is going to be buried. It's not fair that the segment along the new Lennar
Housing development in the city of Jurupa Valley is going to be buried BUT the
segment along our equally beautiful established neighborhood is going to have these
towers in plain view from our back yards! Several of the neighbors are fed up with how
unfair this is. I personally made a consultation with lawyers who agree on the
unfairness and believe we may have a case. 

My home has a premium value because of the beautiful Santa Ana River Bottom views.
My home's value and beautiful view is going to be diminished because of these towers.
My neighbors and I enjoy the bike trail, nature center and wildlife in the area. We don't
want  towers built in our back yards! Please consider at a minimum  burying the
lines along  Idyllwild Ln. and Julian Dr. 

Thank you!
Oscar Reynoso 

mailto:reynosooscar@hotmail.com
https://maps.google.com/?q=10088+Julian+Dr.+Riverside,CA&entry=gmail&source=g
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Overhead transmission lines in Jurupa Valley
herb mckee <hmckee413@hotmail.com> Thu, Apr 19, 2018 at 11:25 AM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>, herb mckee <hmckee413@hotmail.com>

CPUC,

I re�red from the police department a�er 37 years of service and my wife and I were looking for a home we
could live in for the rest of our lives.  We found a home in Chino near Ayala Park, but chose not to buy there
because of the close proximity of the high voltage power lines.  Our search then led us to the Harvest
Village Community of Jurupa Valley.  We bought here with no warning that power lines were being
considered. 

We were told that the vacant area next to our home was being considered for commercial development
and we were looking forward to being able to walk to the stores and restaurants that might move in.  Now
with the considera�on of overhead power lines we are concerned for our health.  We are also not happy
with looking right out our front door and seeing large towers that will hover above us just a tee shot away.  

Please consider pu�ng the power lines underground or moving them to a new loca�on.

Thank you,  

Herb and Sandra McKee
11911 Sanderling Way 
Jurupa Valley, Ca.
91752

https://maps.google.com/?q=11911+Sanderling+Way+%0D%0A+%0D%0AJurupa+Valley,+Ca.+%0D%0A+%0D%0A91752&entry=gmail&source=g
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Riverside Transmission Reliability Project
Tracey K <kannotk@sbcglobal.net> Wed, Apr 25, 2018 at 8:11 PM
Reply-To: Tracey K <kannotk@sbcglobal.net>
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

I am against this project!  Overhead power lines are an eyesore, and we already have them in
Jurupa Valley.  Also, the lines would be close to homes, and I do not believe studies that are being
presented that indicate home values would not decline.  I believe that Jurupa Valley is being
singled out because it is a small, and new city, and does not have much in the way of political
power.  Many new homes in our city are built with solar panels.  We are attempting to create
reliance on other sources of energy, what is the City of Riverside doing to consider alternative
sources of power? 

I am not willing to gamble with the possibility of a health impact on the population of Jurupa Valley,
but Riverside is. 

According to research and publications put out by the World Health Organization (WHO), EMF
such as those from power lines, can cause:

Headaches
Fatigue
Anxiety
Insomnia
Prickling and/or burning skin
Rashes
Muscle pain
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power lines in Jurupa Valley
Gloria Perry <gameplayingmom@sbcglobal.net> Wed, Apr 25, 2018 at 12:33 PM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

Why pick on Jurupa Valley for this project. I don’t see you picking on Eastvale which is on the other side of the freeway
from us. Why not go underground all the way? Big towers like you are proposing are more like to fall over or have lines
snapped in the event of "The big one” I would think. I just don’t get this whole thing.

Gloria Perry
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JURUPA VALLEY PROPOSED POWER LINES 

Kim Herb <kim.d.herb@gmail.com> Thu, Apr 26, 2018 at 9:31 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

To Whom It May Concern:

Apart from having these lines amongst our houses and schools, not only are they an immense eyesore with severe economic effects on our
property values but are also an enormous fire danger for us and our horse population in Sky Country (point – Thomas fire in
Ventura County, San Diego, Northern California…..the list goes on.   http://www.latimes.com/business/la-fi-utility-wildfires-20171017-
story.html ).  The voltage is a huge health concern for humans and animals alike.  As Sky Country property owners, we
arevehemently against this proposal.  While I understand the need for electricity, there needs to be another plan like putting said lines
underground.  We will not let these overhead lines be placed in our community.  Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  Kim Herb

PS Here is a snippet FYI of the LA Times link above…..

mailto:riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com
http://www.latimes.com/business/la-fi-utility-wildfires-20171017-story.html
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Transmission Lines
Mike Malsed <mmalsed@gmail.com> Thu, Apr 26, 2018 at 9:13 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

To whom it may concern:

I'm from Riverside, so it might be considered that I SHOULD be in favor of these lines. However, I am NOT. I am not in
favor of destroying a park (Hidden Valley) and the surrounding neighborhoods by running 200+ KV lines through them.

It would be far better to find another alternative. 

For instance, why not run them down the Van Buren corridor? It is already largely commercial/industrial. 

How about sucking up the cost and putting them all underground, which is better environmentally, better for public
relations, better for just about everything, except your up-front costs. 

Think about the lawsuits that you will end up facing from every Tom, Dick, and Harry contending that you have damaged
them and their homes' value. Think about the environmental impact suits that will pile up. 

Please do the smart thing, both from a PR standpoint and from an end-game fiscal one - find another way.

Thank you for your consideration
Mike Malsed
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The transmission lines
Wendie Stevens-Rodriguez <righttonn@sbcglobal.net> Thu, Apr 26, 2018 at 3:44 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

I do not want the power lines underground or above ground. Why should we go through this so they can have power. 
They should live within their means.  Why can’t they come from the east or another area? What they’re going to be doing
to the wilderness area or any part of the Santa Ana River bed is horrible and they’ll be going through Norco.  I have yet to
learn and I’m curious why they can’t get their power from somewhere else.  They say all the other alternatives were
unfeasible.  That is because they have chosen what THEY want.  We were never asked.  It just being done.  We are not
being asked.  We are shown alternatives but there is no choice.  This is, at least, rude.  There has to be another
alternative.  I do not want power lines above or below ground in Norco or anywhere near the Santa Ana riverbed. 

Wendie Stevens-Rodriguez 
1516 Smokewood Drive  
Norco, CA 92860 

Sent from my iPad 





Riverside Transmission Reliability Project
Susan Bowen <solmsteadbowen@gmail.com> Thu, May 10, 2018 at 11:17 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

I have lived near the Santa Ana River for the past 30 years, first in the City of Orange and now in Norco, CA.  I was
appalled to find out that the City of Riverside wishes to run high voltage power lines in such an environmentally
sensi�ve area.  The river should not be used as a u�lity corridor ever.  Why does the City of Riverside’s leadership feel
they have a right to destroy the aesthe�cs of Jurupa Valley, Eastvale, Norco and yes, their own city?

Because I live so close to the river, my major concern is the fire danger that the proposed above ground high voltage
wires would impose on the residents of Norco, Riverside and Jurupa Valley who live close to the river.  The Santa Ana
winds come every year and the and the brush along the Northeast por�on of Norco as well as the Norco riding and
hiking trails can become very dry and certainly a fire hazard.  I am afraid that high voltage power lines could cause
catastrophic fires similar to the Thomas Fire with similar landslides which we saw as a last year in Montecito. 

Addi�onally, placing the lines underground would disrupt the region’s wildlife and could change the river’s
environment permanently.

Please find an alterna�ve route for this project and leave the Santa Ana River in its current state.

Susan Olmstead-Bowen
2930 Shadow Canyon Circle
Norco, CA  92860 

https://maps.google.com/?q=2930+Shadow+Canyon+Circle+Norco,+CA%C2%A0+92860&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=2930+Shadow+Canyon+Circle+Norco,+CA%C2%A0+92860&entry=gmail&source=g




Riverside Transmission Reliability Project
Tony Trexler <7tarheel@gmail.com> Sun, May 13, 2018 at 9:16 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

To Whom It May Concern:

My wife and I are 100% against the project that outlines running transmission lines through Jurupa Valley in order to
assist the City of Riverside with its electricity capacity.   We just moved to the area, purchasing a new home in Harvest
Villages and moving in last November.  This area is right by where the lines are planned to run.  We don't want to see any
lines above ground not do we want any installed underground.  This project will significantly impact the area - in a
negative way.

The City of Riverside needs to find a resolution that does not affect our community.

Regards,

Tony and Carol Trexler
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Riverside Transmission Reliability Project
Mon, May 14, 2018 at 10:58 AM

Please withhold my address from public view.

My name is Joanne Campbell and I live in Riverside, CA.  I attended the meeting in the City of Jurupa Valley on April 24, 
2018; also attended last year's meetings.

In the meeting, and with the handouts, there was mention of (4) Alternatives to the SCE Riverside Transmission Reliability 
Project.  All (4) Alternatives would relocate the overhead lines to underground lines.  That was very encouraging to hear 
and many of the outcries from residents apparently had some bearing on this decision.

However, there was no mention of alternatives for the residents of Riverside who live near the proposed 100-foot high 
transmission towers.  Instead, it was stated that "the lines are already there", there is no reason to change the initial EIR.

I live very near to the Hidden Valley Wildlife Preserve.  The lines that are already there are small in stature - you really 
don't notice them much.  However, the proposed 100-foot high transmission towers will be quite noticeable and will have 
an impact on the residents, the wildlife, the bicyclers, the hikers, the horseback riders, the dog walkers, the high school 
track teams that practice there, and the many people who frequent the Santa Ana River bottom all during the year!  Not to 
mention the 300 homes that are proposed to be built where these high towers will be practically in their backyards!

If this is where you live, would you want 100-foot towers in your backyard?

I have lived here for 34 years!  This area is precious to me and to the Riverside residents.  The wildlife preserve is one of 
the last places people can go and enjoy the outdoors.  Why do we want to take that away from them?  I know we need 
this extra electricity, but at what cost to the Riverside residents?

If most of the project is proposed to go underground, then all of it should!  It is not right to single us out because "the lines 
are already there".  The towers may not be erected along the I-15 or in the backyards of the Jurupa Valley residents, but 
on our site?  We should have the same consideration as the rest of the residents who will be impacted by this proposal.

PLEASE RE-CONSIDER putting the 100-foot transmission towers overhead and build them underground in the Hidden 
Valley Wildlife Preserve with 1,500 scenic acres, 25 miles of hiking and equestrian trails, picnic areas, and so much 
more?

Thank you for your consideration...you will not regret it!

Joanne Campbell
May 14, 2018
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I oppose the RTRP
Sharon Mateja <smateja@earthlink.net> Mon, May 14, 2018 at 10:36 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

Gentlemen/women,

I	oppose	overhead	transmission	lines	running	through	Riverside.		I	object	that	they	would	be	placed
near	our	wildlife	preserve	threatening	our	environment	and	our	quality	of	life.

PLEASE	SAY	NO	TO	THE	RTRP	project	(Riverside	Transmission	Reliability	Project)

Sincerely,

Sharon	Mateja

10901 Cochran Avenue

Riverside, CA 92505

https://maps.google.com/?q=10901+Cochran+Avenue+Riverside,+CA+92505&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=10901+Cochran+Avenue+Riverside,+CA+92505&entry=gmail&source=g


Draft Subsequent EIR for the Riverside Transmission Reliability Project
Betty A. Anderson <bettysjam@earthlink.net> Tue, May 15, 2018 at 6:29 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

May 15, 2018

11378 Pena Way

Jurupa Valley, CA   91752-1620

Riverside Transmission Reliability Project

717 Market Street, Suite 650

San Francisco, CA  94103

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing about my concerns and comments about the Riverside Transmission Reliability Project (RTRP).  My address
is 11378 Pena Way, Jurupa Valley, CA  92752-1620.  My home phone number is (951) 360-8723.  First off, I am opposed
to any route through Jurupa Valley for this project.  Jurupa Valley does not need the electricity provided by this project. 
This project only benefits the City of Riverside.  I have stated my views on this project several times to your organization
starting with a petition I circulated at a community meeting put on by SCE/RPU (Southern California Edison/Riverside
Public Utilities) in Jurupa Valley (prior to incorporation), in May of 2007.  This petition was received by CPUC on May 10,
2007 by Certified Mail.

The latest route shows the possibility of undergrounding the transmission lines along the I-15 corridor on either Pats
Ranch Road or Wineville Road from Limonite to Bellegrave Avenue.  The better of these two alternatives is Pats Ranch
Road since one side of the road has yet to be developed.  However, your consultant Panorama Environmental, Inc. has
been too quick to go along with SCE/RPU in the choice of routes.  If the no alternative is not chosen then the best route is
still as I have always maintained, Alternative 12 on Panorama’s Draft Subsequent EIR dated April 2018.

Alternative 12 states in the Potential Feasibility column that this alternative “May not meet technical feasibility criteria. 
There is no adequate space at Mountain View Substation for additional transformers associated with a new 230-kV
transmission line”.  However, the proposed project now does not even use the Mountain View Substation, it uses the
Proposed Wildlife Substation.  Since the Proposed Wildlife Substation and the Mountain View Substation are so close to
each other, why can’t the Wildlife Substation be used instead?  This would negate the comments in the Potential
Feasibility column for Alternative 12.

https://maps.google.com/?q=11378+Pena+Way+Jurupa+Valley,+CA+%0D%0A91752&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=11378+Pena+Way+Jurupa+Valley,+CA+%0D%0A91752&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=717+Market+Street,+Suite+650+San+Francisco,+CA+%0D%0A94103&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=717+Market+Street,+Suite+650+San+Francisco,+CA+%0D%0A94103&entry=gmail&source=g


In the Avoid/Reduce Environmental Effects of Alternative 12, the Draft Subsequent EIR states “This alternative would
avoid the impacts of the Revised Project; however, the alternative would relocate the impacts and could result in greater
aesthetic, water resource, biological resource, and cultural resource impacts than the Revised Project.”  This statement is
full of errors.  First off, the Alternative 12 would “relocate” the part through Jurupa Valley into an industrial area.  Second,
the route follows an existing 69 kV route in Riverside that even has a service road. 

Third, who’s “aesthetics’” are adversely affected by Alternative 12?  A small group of powerful Riverside City politicians
that SCE/RPU listens to rather than all the residents of Jurupa Valley, Norco, and Wards 6 and 7 of Riverside? 
Remember, Jurupa Valley and Norco don’t need the electricity produced by these lines.

Fourth, what water resources are impacted that are not impacted by the Revised Project?  The Revised Project is on land
that is in the 100-year floodplain, the lines will impact  “water resources” when it crosses the Santa Ana River no matter
where it crosses.

Fifth, the Hidden Valley Wildlife Preserve is a valuable recreation area for everyone in this part of Riverside County to go
hiking, horseback riding, and is as its name implies, a preserve for all types of wildlife and a flyway for Riparian Birds. 
This is why the people of Riverside voted several times to keep this area free of development with local measures.  These
lines will adversely affect this area and be counter to these measures.

Sixth, what “cultural resources” are impacted in the North West part of Riverside that aren’t also impacted in Jurupa Valley
and Norco.  Isn’t the value of a person’s home in Jurupa Valley and Norco more of a “cultural resource” than the whims of
politicians that will benefit from this project? 

As I just indicated, there is better justification to use Alternative 12 than the current revised project.  However, if the
current revised project is the only one the CPUC will consider, then undergrounding the lines the entire route through
Jurupa Valley should be the only consideration.  The route I recommend that is north of Limonite, would be Pats Ranch
Road.

Betty A. Anderson

Jurupa Valley



Riverside City Revised EIR-COMMENT
Stephen Anderson <sca1baa@earthlink.net> Tue, May 15, 2018 at 6:27 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

May 15, 2018

11378 Pena Way

Jurupa Valley, CA   91752-1620

951-360-8723

Riverside Transmission Reliability Project

717 Market Street, Suite 650

San Francisco, CA  94103

Dear Sirs:

The revised EIR is not any better than Riverside City’s original approach to this controversy and solves nothing.  The only
thing different is that they are proposing routes into the newer neighborhoods or living areas of the Mira Loma section of
Jurupa Valley.  This will result in more Jurupa Valley citizens being exposed to Electric Magnetic Fields (EMF) from the
electric lines, more traffic congestion when the lines are serviced or repaired, and innocent young children who are more
susceptible to pollution than adults, being exposed.  Alternative 3 not only provides access to an existing new living
development but several existing living developments and is a very busy North-South Street that leads to cross streets
that go to the Freeway and the City of Eastvale.

How does this improve the situation?  It doesn’t.  Just because you don’t see pollution does not mean it cannot affect you
more than if you do see it.  What all of these three routes have in common is that they will affect people that currently use
the Vernola Shopping Center as the Vernola park and sports complex.

And of course, the original proposal is above ground, unsightly, and also produces EMF pollution with larger offsets being
required.  It seeks to destroy prime freeway access development land.  Riverside conveniently calls this farm land in order
to “cover-up” the value it has for Jurupa Valley citizens.

Again, the new proposal, like the one that preceded it is not directed at accommodating Jurupa Valley for their losses but
doing what is “less expensive and more convenient for Riverside” at the expense of Jurupa Valley.



This is not to say that Riverside and surrounding Cities are not affected by this route.  On the contrary, before it gets to
Jurupa Valley this route will go through the Hidden Valley animal and nature preserve.  It will scar the beauty of the hills
that Riverside residents have successfully protected in two elections.  For some Hidden Valley users it will keep from
using the (bike) trails that have established to complete the Santa Ana River project.

It is for these reasons that I still favor Alternative 12 as the best route for both Jurupa Valley and Riverside.  This route
travels through Jurupa Valley’s Agua Mansa industrial section to the Santa Ana River before crossing the river at or near
Market Street.  From there it follows an established “transmission line corridor” and service road along the Riverside side
of the river.  This is the fairest rout in that Riverside is selecting a route that does not blemish Jurupa Valley’s residential
developments or prime development land.  It also does not take more Santa Ana River area devoted to wildlife and nature
only to replace it with powerlines and resulting pollution.

In terms of “no adequate space at Mountain View” this can be solved by just rerouting the lines to Wilderness Substation
as approved in 2013.

Please find attached Supervisor John Tavaglione’s, Riverside Press-Enterprise, 5-03-09, Op-Ed.  AS the Supervisor for
both Riverside and the Jurupa Valley area, Mr. Tavaglione is urging the selection of the Alternative 12 route, also known
as the Eastern route or Agua Mansa route.

Stephen Anderson

Jurupa Valley

Stephen Anderson

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=6595581ff2&view=att&th=163668f1bcdeed0f&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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POWER THREAT? II Forgo the cheap route; run transmission lines where they'll harm the fewest people 
Author: JOHN F TA.VAGLIONE; THE PRESS-ENTERPRISE 

Article Text: 

EIDTOR'S NOTE: City of Riverside officials declined an invitation to contribute an op-ed to this package. 

*** 

As a county supervisor for the past 14 years, I have faced many difficult issues. The most difficult usually 
involve a choice between the lesser of two evils. Such is the case with the Riverside Transmission Reliability 
Project. 

The need for this project is unquestionable. The Riverside's citywide power outage in October 2007 
demonstrated the vulnerability of Riverside's existing single connection to the region's power grid Without this 
project, pow<;r will go out again - it's only a matter of time. 

The project would run new 230 kilovolt power transmission lines to a new substation near the Riverside 
Municipal Airport from a point north of the county line between Colton and Ontario. The northern connection 
point is flexible. 

The important choice is the route these new power lines take. Riverside has studied numerous alignments since 
2007, and a final recommendation is pending. The majority run through the heart of Jurupa's unincorporated 
communities. These shorter alternatives are based on a simplistic mantra: shorter is easier, faster and cheaper. If 
only it were so simple. 

I first learned about the proposal from a map that illustrated three of the possible routes. One follows Bain Street 
in Mira Lorna and runs through a rural community. Bain Street is one of the main equestrian trail connections to 
the Santa Ana River and also is a residential street. 

Another alternative follows Van Buren Boulevard from a point northwest of Bain Street near the San Sevaine 
Channel to the Van Buren Bridge over the Santa Ana River, where it enters the city. This alignment is east of the 
railroad right-of-way and passes by numerous homes and businesses. 

A third alternative alignment runs along Interstate 15 in Mira Lorna. This alignment cuts through a new 
residential neighborhood and a new retail shopping center. It also bisects hundreds of acres of land slated for 

http:l/nl.newsbank.com/nl-s~arch/we/Archives?p_action=-print&p_docid=12803CDF40B51FFO 1/2 
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future development before crossing the river into the city. From there it runs east, paralleling the Hidden Valley 
Wildlife Area before connecting to the new substation. The alignment again places most of the burden on people 
who do not benefit from this project. 

A fourth alignment still under consideration travels through the Agua Mansa area in northeastern Jurupa near the 
Santa Ana River, n{\rth of Highway 60. This eastern route affects industrial properties in the unincorporated area 
then crosses the river near Market Street and enters the city. From there, it runs down the east side of the river 
along-an established transmission corridor where power lines are already in place. From a fairness standpoint, 
this alignment affects unincorporated residents the least and places the burden squarely where it belongs, on 
those who live in the ~ity ofRiverside. 

I have met with Riverside city officials to discuss this project and shared with them my -desire to see an equitable 
solution. A "win-win" simply isn't possible. Both sides will have to share the burden to some degree. 

However, one choice does not unfairly burden residents who gain nothing from the project. It is the eastern route 
through Agua Mansa and along the river, and I urge Riv~rside Public Utilities and Southern California Edison to 
recommend this alignment. 

The decision should be a matter of fairness - not of easier, faster and cheaper. 

*** 
John F. Tavaglione is Riverside County's District 2 supervisor. 

Caption: 
TIM TEEBKEN/SPECIAL TO THE PRESS-ENTERPRISE 
ILLUSTRATION; MAP 

Copyright (c) 2009 The Press-Enterprise Co. 
Record Number: 860893 

http:l/nl.newsbank.com/nl-searchlwe/Archives?p_action=print&p_docid=12803CDF40B51fFO 212 

Stephen Anderson
Highlight

Stephen Anderson
Highlight

Stephen Anderson
Highlight

Stephen Anderson
Highlight

Stephen Anderson
Highlight

Stephen Anderson
Highlight

Stephen Anderson
Highlight

Stephen Anderson
Highlight



Riverside Transmission Reliability Project
Gaynell Breland <moodoll@sbcglobal.net> Tue, May 15, 2018 at 6:57 AM
Reply-To: Gaynell Breland <moodoll@sbcglobal.net>
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

Re:	Riverside Transmission Reliability Project

We	would	like	to	voice	the	following	to	the	CPUC:	

“We	oppose	overhead	transmission	lines	running	through	Riverside.		We	object	that	they	would	be
placed	near	our	wildlife	preserve	threatening	our	environment	and	our	quality	of	life.

PLEASE	SAY	NO	TO	THE	RTRP	project	(Riverside	Transmission	Reliability	Project)

Sincerely,

Cottriel	A	&	Gaynell	M.	Breland
7183 Auld St.
Riverside, CA 92503

https://maps.google.com/?q=7183+Auld+St.+Riverside,+CA+92503&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=7183+Auld+St.+Riverside,+CA+92503&entry=gmail&source=g


Overhead Transmission Lines
Juno <lesliec@juno.com> Tue, May 15, 2018 at 10:33 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

I strongly oppose overhead transmission lines running through Riverside. I object that they would be placed near our
wildlife preserve, which would threaten our environment and our quality of life.  

Please say NO to the Riverside Transmission Reliability Project! 

Sincerely, 
Leslie Chandler  
5384 College Avenue  
Riverside, CA 92505 
____________________________________________________________ 
He Transformed His Gut With One Thing 
gundrymd.com 
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3131/5afb19d57450b19d41f3est04duc 

http://gundrymd.com/
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3131/5afb19d57450b19d41f3est04duc
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RTRP project
Ellis Chernoff <emchernoff@aol.com> Tue, May 15, 2018 at 5:17 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

To Whom this concerns,

I	oppose	overhead	transmission	lines	running	through	Riverside.		I	object	that	they	would	be	placed
near	our	wildlife	preserve	threatening	our	environment	and	our	quality	of	life.  Large towers
and high voltage power lines is ancient technology and not an acceptable
option to fulfill the overall objectives.

Little open space remains in Southern California and it need not be
destroyed for decades to come.  The proposed project does not benefit
the communities it damages and the best option is not to construct it at
all.

If the community requesting such a project were Santa Monica, no one
would consider constructing these towers through downtown Los Angeles or
Beverly Hills.

Too much money has already been wasted on this project while better
options have been rejected.  Stop it NOW.

Sincerely,

Ellis Chernoff
5125 Viceroy Ave 
Norco, Ca.

https://maps.google.com/?q=5125+Viceroy+Ave+%0D%0ANorco,+Ca&entry=gmail&source=g


Power lines
David Kyle <dkyleguitar@gmail.com> Tue, May 15, 2018 at 3:11 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

We oppose the planned power lines through Riverside.
Dave and Janice Kyle
10821 Cochran Ave
Riverside, CA 92505

https://maps.google.com/?q=10821+Cochran+Ave+Riverside,+CA+92505&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=10821+Cochran+Ave+Riverside,+CA+92505&entry=gmail&source=g


transmission power lines
Art <2artsantore@charter.net> Tue, May 15, 2018 at 12:08 PM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

I agree with the location of reliability project power line installation path proposed, better that pollywogs be subjected to
seeing towers rather than than people.
For a second connection for power to Riverside is needed to keep power on in an event of an earth quake of other issues
then it is needed.

Is there a third line needed?
Art Santore 
11260 Royal Palm Blvd.

9512374545 cell 

https://maps.google.com/?q=11260+Royal+Palm+Blvd&entry=gmail&source=g


Riverside Transmission Reliability Project
Tony Van Vegten <tonyvv@sbcglobal.net> Tue, May 15, 2018 at 9:12 AM
Reply-To: Tony Van Vegten <tonyvv@sbcglobal.net>
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

 We oppose	overhead	transmission	lines	running	through	Riverside.		We	object	that	they	would	be
placed	near	our	wildlife	preserve	threatening	our	environment	and	our	quality	of	life.

Sincerely,

Tony	and	Cindy	Van	Vegten
6533 Sandy Lane
Riverside,	C92505

https://maps.google.com/?q=6533+Sandy+Lane+Riverside&entry=gmail&source=g


Riverside Transmission Reliability Project
Jenay Y. <be-fit@att.net> Tue, May 15, 2018 at 7:16 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

May 15, 2018

Dear Commissioner Randolph

We would like to ask you to please evaluate and consider all other options before
putting up these High voltage Transmission Tower in our neighborhood. There are other
options
And alternative routes to be considered. And we are only naming one option if this
project moves forward
and respectfully if you have looked at them all we would than ask please put them
underground.

Our lots in and around where we live were bought as view lots.
To put these up would be an eye sore for the neighborhood and would obstruct 
the neighborhoods view. And could no longer be considered as View lots when selling's
our homes.
And it would not add value to our homes but instead take away and decrease our
property value.

There have been some studies done that it may effect our health. Another reason to
really look at this project.

It also impacts environmental issues for the surrounding neighborhoods.

This would have an impact on our bike paths, hiking trails, equestrian trails and Hidden
Valley Nature Center.
In the Center you find various live animals that it would have an impact on.

People come here to get away from the noise and lights of the city and enjoy the
beautiful views of the river or the bluff overlooking the Santa Ana River bottom
They do not come to see big High Voltage Transmission Towers.

Would you do this to your neighborhood where you live?  So why do this to our neighborhood?

Sincerely,

Jenay and Bruce Young



10259 Dunn Court
Riverside, CA 92503







High Voltage lines
hcbeliveau@att.net <hcbeliveau@att.net> Wed, May 16, 2018 at 10:52 AM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

My home has a view of the Santa Ana river bed and the beautiful Hidden Valley Wildlife area. This lovely green space
will be destroyed for all of us if these ugly towers are allowed. Not just for me but for all of us living in the area and for
all that enjoy visiting the Santa Ana river trail. For me they could be within 50 feet of my property and towering high
above my view home. Please don't allow the destruction of this beautiful natural area. No high voltage power lines.
Please, underground or not at all. 
Thank you. 
Heather Beliveau
Concerned citizen

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE device
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Transmission lines
patricia brown <play4brown@yahoo.com> Wed, May 16, 2018 at 8:41 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

I believe Alternative #1 would be best suited for all concerned; especially for the people who have
recently purchased homes in the new developments including Harvest Villages and other
surrounding developments. We bought homes because of the aesthetics and quasi rural
environment. To have it all thrown in the crapper by unsightly, unsafe and dangerous overhead
transmission lines that were not a part of our equation of a happy life was not what we bargained
for.

Not only that, it does not help us at all. This is for the city of Riverside! Why can't the NIMBYs in
Riverside have overhead transmission lines in their backyards instead of ours? We all, for the most
part, have solar panels and only use a minimum of power annually. We paid dearly for what we
have and now it's to be taken away to support another city? I say NO!! 

Let the underground alternatives be utilized and let us raise our children and grandchildren in
peace, quietness, and safety. The constant humming of overhead lines noisily relay the dangers to
the health of children. The kids are precious. Underground is the only way to go. We are not
disposable because someone else wants to take advantage of us for services that they sorely
need. 

Again, if the city of Riverside needs overhead transmission lines, put them in Riverside and leave
Jurupa Valley alone!

Patricia Brown
Harvest Villages 
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(no subject)
April Glatzel <aprilglatzel@gmail.com> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 3:30 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

I'm making my voice heard and stating that I am against the above-ground power lines that are slated to go through the
Santa Ana River basin for the City of Riverside. 

The EIR is old and a new one should be drawn up. 

Kindest regards,   

April Glatzel
Riverside resident
951-205-4429
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Overhead power lines
chardin226 <chardin226@gmail.com> Wed, May 16, 2018 at 8:12 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

I object to the overhead power lines running through our precious Wildlife Preserve and neighborhoods. 
Cheryl Hardin
4254 Lockhaven Lane
Riverside California 92505

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone

https://maps.google.com/?q=4254+Lockhaven+Lane+Riverside+California+92505&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=4254+Lockhaven+Lane+Riverside+California+92505&entry=gmail&source=g








Overhead Transmission Lines in Riverside
Robin <robinvk54@sbcglobal.net> Wed, May 16, 2018 at 2:28 PM
Reply-To: Robin <robinvk54@sbcglobal.net>
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

Good afternoon,

I oppose the overhead transmission lines that you want to run through Riverside.  I object that the
placement of these lines would be near our wildlife preserve and they will threaten our environment
and our quality of life.  These lines are practically in my backyard and I have no doubt that their
placement could be harmful to our health..  I'm sure that all of the people who purchased homes
along the wildlife preserve, partly for the view, don't want to look out their windows and see huge
transmission lines.   

I'm all for underground as I know we need them.  Just not where you are planning to put them.

Sincerely,

Robin von Koehe
10559 Padre Ct.
Riverside, CA  92505 

https://maps.google.com/?q=10559+Padre+Ct.+Riverside,+CA+92505&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=10559+Padre+Ct.+Riverside,+CA+92505&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=10559+Padre+Ct.+Riverside,+CA+92505&entry=gmail&source=g
























Riverside project
Julie Julie <harpconnection@msn.com> Wed, May 16, 2018 at 3:59 PM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

Hello To whom it may concern,

Please cease and desist with this ridiculous Reliability Project. 

It impacts the cities of Norco and Jurupa Valley and parts of Mira Loma but only has benefits for
Riverside. Shame on you!

Cordially, 

Julie Roy  
Norco resident living near one of these monstrous tower locations.  
951-444-6151

Julie Roy  
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alternatives power line go to underground
Dorina Shen <dorina622@sbcglobal.net> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 2:05 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

Please “alternatives” to the project- the 1st going underground through the 2ndgoing underground through Wineville Ave. 
Thanks 
Dorina Shen  

Sent from my iPhone 





















Bob Buster & Mary Humboldt 
7407 Dufferin Ave., Riverside, CA  92504 

 
May 17, 2018 
 
California Public Utilities Commission 
717 Market Street, Suite 650 
San Francisco, CA  94103 
 
 Re:  Riverside Transmission Reliability Project 
 
Chair & Commissioner: 
 
We are longtime residents in the City of Riverside.  We oppose the project.  Just 
as the project damages economic potential and is planned to be undergrounded 
outside our city, it is also clear that it will ruin a major natural asset of incalculable 
value, our remaining Santa Ana River open space.  We urge you not to approve 
the proposed project and the subsequent environmental impact report for these 
reasons: 
 

1. The current preferred route would place a permanent, ugly and forbidding 
barrier of derrick style towers between thousands of residents and visitors 
who have a right to access and depend on the continuing protection of the 
critical open space along one of the last natural stretches of the Santa Ana 
River on Riverside’s western border from Norco to the Van Buren 
Boulevard bridge.  

2. The City of Riverside is the only jurisdiction through which the proposed 
transmission corridor passes which already has explicit policies* prohibiting 
damaging infrastructure from crossing these beautiful and irreplaceable 
open-space and agricultural lands.  These voter initiative policies (Prop. R in 
1979 and Measure C in 1987) were upheld by the State Supreme Court in 
1989 and recently reaffirmed by city voters in 2014 when they rejected a 
developer’s proposal (Measure L) to break down these restrictions with a 
2,000 housing unit proposal.  2,150 acres of public and adjacent private 
lands have been protected here by the State, County and City voters.  The 
1,500-acre Hidden Valley Wildlife Preserve was established.  Then voters 
set aside 650 acres of prime agricultural land of the La Sierra River Ranch 



with large lot (5-acre minimum zoning), banning urban utility corridors 
through them, much as the State’s Williamson Act does.   

3. The transmission line project destroys the magnificent recreational 
potential of this open space for thousands of low income residents – many 
minority – in the La Sierra and Arlanza areas of Riverside.  They can’t afford 
private recreation for their families and lack sufficient neighborhood parks.  
The transmission corridor would not only block the breathtaking views to 
the San Gabriel and San Bernardino Mountains to the Cajon Pass across the 
river, but it would also inhibit ridership on the three-county coast-to-
mountains Santa Ana River Bike Trail and the expansion of the Hidden 
Valley Nature Center, so important to childrens’ learning about the river, 
nature and local history. 

4. The project is expensive, antiquated and conventional, pushing more CO2 
into the atmosphere from fossil fuel generation.    Its rationale to meet 
growth, base and peak demands and to prevent outages been outstripped 
by new and promising developments in local electric conservation, battery 
storage and solar and wind power, all of which offer a better, if not cheaper 
and more reliable, path ahead. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Bob Buster & Mary Humboldt  
 
*See www.riversideca.gov/planning/pdf/Measure_C.pdf  Section 5c. 3, 4, 5, 6d. 

http://www.riversideca.gov/planning/pdf/Measure_C.pdf
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Yingying Cai <yingying.cai@panoramaenv.com>

NO on Overhead Power Lines in Jurupa Valley 15 corridor
James Enright <jke180@msn.com> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 7:12 PM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

Please hear our voices as we OPPOSE the Overhead Power Lines in Jurupa Valley along the 15
Corridor.
Thank you, Jim Enright
Sky Country Homeowner 
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We OPPOSE the Overhead Power Lines in Jurupa Valley
Lori Enright <kunekunes@hotmail.com> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 7:21 PM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

Please listen to your constituents when we say that we DO NOT WANT overhead power lines in
Jurupa Valley along the 15 Corridor.  We have lived in our home for 27 years and we wish to be
heard as we OPPOSE this unnecessary and detrimental plan for our area.  
Thank you,
Lori Enright
Registered Voter
Sky Country Resident 



5/18/2018 Panorama Environmental Mail - Overhead lines

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=6595581ff2&jsver=GAFHaMvshdw.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180506.06_p7&view=pt&msg=16371762605ec553&search=inbox&sim

Overhead lines
MARIA FREGOSO <mfregoso681@gmail.com> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 9:15 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

I’d like to voice my concern over the planned volt transmission lines. As a home owner and citizen of Jurupa Valley, I
profoundly object to these overhead lines. We do not need these overhead, if they must be placed, they should be placed
underground. Please take your residents into consideration. Thank you for your time.  

Sent from my iPhone



Project Comment to the CPUC
Doris Gale <d.galecsea@gmail.com> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 9:32 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com
Cc: doris gale <dgalecsea@gmail.com>

Gentlemen,

Regarding the Riverside Transmission Reliability Project, my comments are as follows:

On May 11th, after attending a special event in Long Beach, I was in the process of traveling to a nearby city to visit
family, when I suddenly came face to face for the first time with the ten story high power lines, the like of which the CPUC
is planning to route through a dedicated wild life area here in Riverside and Norco, next to the last wild river left in the
State of California, the Santa Ana, which provides drinking water for those cities between Riverside and the Pacific
Ocean.  I was horrified!  A law passed with Governor Brown's signature during the past three years states that nothing is
to be built within a half mile on either side of the Sana Ana!

I have made the area of Arlington and La Sierra in Riverside my home since February 1, 1950, and have fought to protect
that Santa Ana area three times, the last, Measure L, placed on the ballot by a developer from Las Vegas.  All have been
strongly voted down by the residents of Riverside, who do not want this land disturbed for the many kinds of wild life who
make their home there.  As a member of the Audubon Society, I can tell you that they don't want that land disturbed
either.  Not only do two endangered types of birds live there, one because it requires a plant which only grows there and
nowhere else within hundreds of miles, but because that land and river is a regular resting place for  thousands of
migrating birds every year; often two thousand at a time.  A breathtaking sight to behold!

I am informed that once these lines enter the City of Riverside, they will be attached to our current power poles.  At the
same time we are being told that we will need the additional power your planned lines will bring to our area in case a
major earthquake knocks down those poles.  Apparently your power lines will then go with them.  Common sense then
tells us this plan doesn't work.  Unless your additional power lines are placed underground, they only endanger Riverside
and Norco residents for naught!  It is common knowledge that living under or close to high power lines sees more cancer
occurring in people of all ages. 

The real emergency we face from the enemies of our country  you are not addressing. The real possibility that they can
disrupt the power grids across our entire country, rendering us helpless in a takeover situation.  No enemy needs nuclear
weapons to defeat a country which runs everything by computers.

While the planners who designed this may have had the best intentions in mind, we, whose lives it impacts, were not
considered.  I ASK THAT YOU CONSIDER OUR OPINIONS NOW!  Riversiders strongly oppose this plan!

Doris E. Gale
Past President, 33 years
Chapter 339,  
California School Employees Association 



Over Head Transmission Lines in Jurupa Valley
chumash38@aol.com <chumash38@aol.com> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 3:10 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

To Whom it may concern:

My name is Pete Guerrero, a resident of the Community of Harvest Villages in Jurupa Valley Ca. (Limonite Ave & the 15
freeway), This Email is to voice my concerns & opposition of having the proposed Over Head Transmissions Lines
running through (or near) my city of Jurupa Valley. Not only due to the Health Risk, but also the Economic Impact it would
have for future Commercial Businesses, and for the Home Values our area. These Power Lines don't benefit our city in
any way, so I would hope that they would find a alternate solution to bring (back up) power to the city of Riverside.

My main concerns are for the Health and Safety of me & my family, along with my neighbors in my community.. I am not
an expert on the short or long term affects of having Transmissions lines near my home, but I am pretty sure there has to
be some Health Risk . 

We purchased our Brand New Lennar home for over $600,000 in September of 2016, with the mindset, that this will most
likely be the last home we ever purchase (due to our age). In other words, this was my wife's Dream Home. We used
every penny of our life savings for the down payment just get into our home, and now it looks like our Dream Home, could
now, turn into a Nightmare. If I would have been aware that there was a proposal to have Overhead Transmission Lines
so close to our home, I definitely would not have moved to Jurupa Valley. We have three adult children and five
Grandchildren (ages from three to twenty years old). Even though most people around our age are thinking about
downsizing, we decided to buck the trend & purchase this large  4,100 sq ft home (not only for our enjoyment), but that
our children and our grandchildren could enjoy getting together as a Family for years to come.. I designed our home with
the grandchildren in mind, backyard with a patio, fire pit, play area etc. but who wants to sit around a fire pit & listen to the
buzzing sounds of some Power Lines, knowing that there's a possibility that our health could be at risk?  It saddens me,
that all of his may change in the near future. I have to ask myself, is living in this Beautiful Home worth RISKING THE
LIVES OF ANY OF OUR FAMILY MEMBERS (even if the risk is low)? The Answer to that Questions is, "ABSOLUTELY
AND UNEQUIVOCALLY,  NO!!! So, with that being said, if it is decided that the Overhead Transmission Line project will
move forward, Unfortunately, I will have to make the decision to relocate to a safer locations. 

I'm pretty sure that the Powers That Be (the ones that are making all these decisions) don't live in the areas that are being
affected. They wouldn't want to look out there windows and see these unsightly 100 foot Transmission Towers as there
View.. But most importantly, WOULD THEY KNOWINGLY AND VOLUNTARILY PUT THERE FAMILY'S HEALTH AND
WELFARE AT RISK? I'm reminded of the movie Erin Brockovich, where peoples lives & health where affective. This is
just another David verses Goliath story, lets just hope and pray that the outcome is a positive one, and that no ones
Health is Compromised because of money.. NO AMOUNT OF MONEY IS WORTH RISKING SOMEONES LIFE... What
is your life worth?

Sincerely,
Pete Guerrero 



5/18/2018 Panorama Environmental Mail - Harvest villages against overhead power lines

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=6595581ff2&jsver=GAFHaMvshdw.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180506.06_p7&view=pt&msg=16370ad5aef11937&search=inbox&sim

Harvest villages against overhead power lines
christy legaspi <christylegaspi@gmail.com> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 5:36 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com
Cc: christylegaspi@gmail.com

Dear Mr. Uchida, 

I am sending this email on behalf of my family and I. We live in the Lennar Harvest Villages community off Limonite and
Wineville. I’m a deeply concerned and outraged that the city of Riverside has no concern or care for our  families who will
have to deal with the harmful side effects of the planned overhead power lines. I have small children and elderly who live
with me and it’s unfair and careless to neglect the health and safety of us for the city of Riverside. These lines do not
benefit our city in fact they hurt and ruin any potential development and revenue. In addition to ruining our property
values, the overhead lines are useless to our community and city as a whole. Underground or nothing !!  

Thank you. 

Christy Legaspi and Greg Reyes  
Homeowners at 11976 Berlyn Dove Ct. 

Mira Loma, Ca 91752 
323-807-8406



Comment on Riverside Transmission Reliability Project 

Please withhold my name and address from public review 

After reviewing the Riverside Transmission Reliability Project EIR Factsheet dated April 2018, I 

would recommend Alternative 1: Belgrave – Pats Ranch Road Underground for the following 

reasons. 

Currently, there are homes on the east side of Pats Ranch Road and farmland on the west side, 

whereas Wineville Ave has homes on both sides of the street.  There is not much traffic on Pats 

Ranch Road, whereas Wineville Ave is more heavily used.  Alternative 1 will have less 

disruption to traffic and affect less home owners than Alternative 2: Limonite – Wineville 

Underground. 



Jurupa Valley Overhead Power Lines
herb mckee <hmckee413@hotmail.com> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 1:36 PM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

PLEASE PLEASE PLEASE!  Put the power lines that are designated to go north from Limonite along the 15
freeway underground.  This area is a prime commercial area for Jurupa Valley and the development of this
land for commercial use will let Jurupa Valley residents spend �me in Jurupa Valley instead of having to
drive across the freeway into Eastvale for shopping and entertainment.  

The commercial development of this land will not only help Jurupa Valley financially, it will help alleviate
the traffic conges�on on Limonite.

Please put the power lines under ground.





Underground power lines
babieheads@aol.com <babieheads@aol.com> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 9:36 PM
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

I want to voice my vote to place the power lines underground in Mira Loma...we dont need health issues from those
insightly high power towers. We have lived here for almost 30 years.

Sincerely,
Carolyn Munoz
11087 Hamal Ave 
Jurupa Valley/Mira Loma Ca 91752
Powered by Cricket Wireless

https://maps.google.com/?q=11087+Hamal+Ave+Jurupa+Valley/Mira+Loma+Ca+91752&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=11087+Hamal+Ave+Jurupa+Valley/Mira+Loma+Ca+91752&entry=gmail&source=g




transmission line in Jurupa Valley
arleen pruitt <arleen_pruitt@att.net> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 8:26 PM
Reply-To: arleen pruitt <arleen_pruitt@att.net>
To: "riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com" <riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com>

Jensen Uchida, 
I object to the installation of these lines going through Jurupa Valley.

Arleen Pruitt



230,000 volt transmission lines in Jurupa Valley
Dan Shapiro <dnalaw@sbcglobal.net> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 10:30 PM
Reply-To: dnalawyer@gmail.com
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

I am not sure if this is the correct place to send this, but if it is, please register my
objection to this project. At the very least please bury the lines; no overhead lines within
our city of Jurupa Valley, please. 
Thank you, 
Dan Shapiro 





Underground the Mira Loma Jurupa Valley project
Arlene <agstevens56@gmail.com> Thu, May 17, 2018 at 5:18 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

Please make sure this entire project is done underground.  

In this day and age, it’s ridiculous that any city or utilities would put these things above ground. 

Thanks  
Arlene Stevens  

Sent from my iPad
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cpup Jensen Uchida
brkantner@aol.com <brkantner@aol.com> Fri, May 18, 2018 at 3:06 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

No to power lines/high voltage. in city of Jurupa Valley. This is a high concern to health risks, plan ugly and no value to
our community. thank you melissa kantner

Sent from AOL Mobile Mail



Riverside Transmission Lines
HauTak Wong <htwong168@yahoo.com> Fri, May 18, 2018 at 10:42 AM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

Dear Sir/Madame 

I object to the overhead alignment along Eastern ROW of I-15.  This must be underground. Any overhead transmission
alignment will have severe negative impact to the environment, economic/social  development of the prime commercial
property in the corridor from I-60 to I-91. It also totally de-faced the landscape and esthetic of this corridor. This alignment
must be underground.  

I also object to the two underground alignments along Wineville and Pats Ranch Road. Construction of either of these
alignments will have serious negative impact to the environment and adjoining neighborhoods. Construction dust and
noise will prevail through the neighborhood for an unbearable duration. Construction dust will fill up and destroy nearby
swimming pools.  

What I don‘t understand is that why the city of Riverside and Edison, Applicants, must employ old traditional overhead
and underground transmission line approach to meet their power needs. We’re at the crossroads of modern society
marvels. Internet, digital wonders, and smart communication networks have transformed our lives unthinkably advance
comparing to our good old day lives. What will the City of Riverside looks like in 10 or 20 years?  No one knows for sure.
But one thing is certain that the city and resident lives will be much more advance, healthy, and efficient and effective.  

I encourage the Applicants to think outside the box. Seek other alternatives. Look at solar power. Since the inception of
this application, solar energy has advanced tremendously. The City of Riverside apparently has a free solar program for
all residents. Why can the City has a free solar resources for itself. California mandated all new homes require solar
energy. Many municipalities and cities are installing solar energy by converting every available open space with solar
shade panels. To supplement additional energy need for the city, it can manage a program whereby convert every open
parking space, private or public, into solar panel shaded parking lot. Encourage residents and business entities to install
solar energy. The City of Riverside has abundant open hillside spaces, whereby solar energy maybe quite viable and
economical. Just imagine, in 10 or 20 years, the City of Riverside can become the world solar energy power city, that 90%
of its power needs derived from sun. The city will become model city for the world.  

So, I sincerely hope that the Applicant can think outside the box for alternative non- overhead-underground power
transmission approach to achieve its energy needs.  

Thanks so much for an opportunity to comment the Applicant’s proposal. 

HauTak (David) Wong 
Owen 
5899 Red Hawk Ct 
Jurupa Valley, CA. 91752 

Sent from my iPhone 



Overhead wires
Rick <icnhndlu@aol.com> Fri, May 18, 2018 at 9:46 PM
To: riversidetrp@panoramaenv.com

Why, in this modern era, would anyone want to install overhead wiring? True, you may save some money but in the long
run you are causing irreparable damages. The city of Jurupa Valley will become your enemy as opposed to your ally, the
citizens will suffer economic and health difficulties from that point on and I am sure the City of Riverside will spend years
in court... and that doesn't even take into account the damage you will do to the environment.....

More bureaucratic idiocy...

Sincerely,

Rick Zalewski
8233 Baldwin Ave
Jurupa Valley, Ca
92509 

https://maps.google.com/?q=8233+Baldwin+Ave+%0D%0A%0D%0A+Jurupa+Valley,+Ca+%0D%0A%0D%0A+92509&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=8233+Baldwin+Ave+%0D%0A%0D%0A+Jurupa+Valley,+Ca+%0D%0A%0D%0A+92509&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=8233+Baldwin+Ave+%0D%0A%0D%0A+Jurupa+Valley,+Ca+%0D%0A%0D%0A+92509&entry=gmail&source=g
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