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Response to Comment Set DD-3: Agua Dulce Public Meeting (August 30th, 
7:00PM) 

DD.3-1 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding Alternative 5. Please see General Response GR-
1 regarding the Project’s potential effect on local property values and General Response GR-2 for a 
discussion of property acquisition. Your concerns will be shared with the decision-makers who are 
reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

DD.3-2 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding Alternative 5. Your concerns will be shared with 
the decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and 
the CPUC. 

DD.3-3 The removal of 30 homes would not occur under Alternative 5. As discussed in Section C.9.10.2, 
the alternative alignment would be constructed across approximately 103 privately owned parcels. 
The majority of land uses that would be restricted as a result of Alternative 5 would be due to the 
erection of new structures within the alternative ROW. However, given that SCE has not conducted 
any engineering design or routing studies for Alternative 5, the EIR/EIS has assumed that the 
removal of one or more homes could occur. As such, Section C.9.10.2 (Impact L-3) concluded that 
potential impacts to residential land uses as a result of Alternative 5 would be significant. Please see 
General Response GR-1 regarding the Project’s potential effect on local property values and General 
Response GR-2 for a discussion of property acquisition.  

DD.3-4 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding Alternative 5. Please see General Response GR-
1 regarding the Project’s potential effect on local property values and General Response GR-2 for a 
discussion of property acquisition. Your concerns will be shared with the decision-makers who are 
reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

DD.3-5 As discussed in Section C.9.10.2, the majority of land uses that would be restricted as a result of 
Alternative 5 would be the erection of new structures within the alternative ROW. However, given 
that SCE has not conducted construction or final alignment and design studies for Alternative 5, the 
EIR/EIS has assumed that the removal of one or more homes may occur. It is not anticipated that 
Alternative 5 would result in the displacement of a significant portion of the families in the Leona 
Valley or Agua Dulce communities, nor would it necessitate the closure of local schools. 

DD.3-6 Discussion of potential impacts associated with air quality, traffic and transportation, and public 
health and safety due to Alternative 5 can be found respectively in Sections C.2.10.2, C.13.10.2, 
and C.6.10.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS. In addition, discussion of potential impacts associated with 
employment and local jobs due to Alternative 5 can be found in Section C.12.10.2 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS. Family values are not discussed in the Draft EIR/EIS. Thank you for submitting your 
concerns regarding Alternative 5. Your concerns will be shared with the decision-makers who are 
reviewing the Project and alternatives  at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

DD.3-7 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding Alternative 5. Please see General Response GR-
1 regarding the Project’s potential effect on local property values and General Response GR-2 for a 
discussion of property acquisition. Your concerns will be shared with the decision-makers who are 
reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 
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DD.3-8 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures and the review period for the 
Draft EIR/EIS. 

DD.3-9 Thank you for expressing your concern and opposition to the proposed Alternative 5 route. The 
supply and quality of water resources, including groundwater, would not be significantly affected by 
the proposed Project or an alternative. As discussed in Section C.8 (Hydrology and Water Quality) 
of the Draft EIR/EIS, implementation of the proposed Project or an alternative is not expected to 
significantly interfere with groundwater supply and recharge (Criterion HYD2). In addition, best 
management practices used during construction and operation would protect the quality of 
groundwater resources. If the proposed Project or an alternative is approved, the required 
implementation of mitigation measures during construction and operation would ensure protection of 
surface water and groundwater quality and supply. 

DD.3-10 Thank you for submitting your concerns and opposition to Alternative 5. Please see General 
Response GR-1 regarding the Project’s potential effect on local property values and General 
Response GR-2 for a discussion of property acquisition. Your concerns will be shared with the 
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the 
CPUC. 

DD.3-11 Thank you for submitting your concerns and opposition to the proposed Alternative 5. As discussed 
in Section C.5 (Geology, Soils, and Paleontology), minor changes in topography associated with the 
Project (Impact G-3) are not expected to be significant. Implementation of the required Mitigation 
Measures G-2 (Minimization of Soil Erosion) and B-1a (Provide Restoration/Compensation for 
Impacts to Native Vegetation Communities) would avoid potential impacts to surface water runoff 
resulting from topographic changes. However, there is a potential for construction of the proposed 
Project or an alternative to affect local runoff patterns through the introduction of new infrastructure 
and impervious areas. Any impacts to surface water runoff from the construction of new impervious 
areas (such as access roads and transmission towers) would be less than significant for Alternative 
5.  

 The revegetation that would occur with the implementation of Mitigation Measure B-1a would 
involve the use of a CPUC/Forest Service-approved seed mix consisting of native, locally-occurring 
species. Revegetation shall include ground cover, grass, shrub, and tree species in order to match 
disturbed areas to surrounding conditions. 

 With respect to property acquisition concerns, please see General Response GR-2. 

DD.3-12 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures and the review period for the 
Draft EIR/EIS. On September 13, the CPUC, as the CEQA Lead Agency, and the USDA Forest 
Service, as the NEPA Lead Agency, extended the public review period for the Project from 45 days 
to 60 days, now ending on October 3, 2006. 

DD.3-13 Thank you for submitting your opinion regarding Alternative 5. Discussion of potential impacts 
associated with visual resources and public health and safety due to Alternative 5 are respectively 
found in Sections C.15.10.2 and C.6.10.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

DD.3-14 On September 13, the CPUC, as the CEQA Lead Agency, and the USDA Forest Service, as the 
NEPA Lead Agency, extended the public review period for the Project from 45 days to 60 days, 
now ending on October 3, 2006. 
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DD.3-15 Thank you for expressing your opposition to Alternative 5. Your comment will be shared with the 
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the 
CPUC. 

DD.3-16 Thank you for your opinion on Alternative 5. Regarding the airpark located in Agua Dulce, the 
Traffic and Transportation Section C.13 will be updated to analyze the impacts of Alternative 5 on 
the airpark (Impact T-8).  As discussed in Section C.13.10.2 for Alternative 5, under “Adverse 
Effects to Aviation Activities (Criterion TRA11),” SCE would be required to submit FAA Form 
7460-1, Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration, to the Manager of the FAA Air Traffic 
Division for review and approval of this alternative route. Adherence to FAA guidelines would 
ensure that operation of the alternative would not cause a significant impact to aviation activities. 

DD.3-17 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding Alternative 5. Your concerns will be shared with 
the decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and 
the CPUC. 

DD.3-18 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding Alternative 5. Vasquez Rocks Natural Area Park 
would be located approximately 0.8 miles west of the Alternative 5 route, and recreational use of 
the area would not be affected by the Alternative 5 alignment (see Section C.9.10.1). However, as 
discussed in Section C.15.10.2 (Impact V-25), impacts to the visual quality of landscape views from 
Vasquez Rocks as a result of Alternative 5 would be significant and unavoidable. 

DD.3-19 Thank you for submitting your opposition to the proposed Alternative 5. As part of the 
CEQA/NEPA process, a number of alternative routes were identified during the Scoping process to 
avoid or lessen the impacts associated with SCE’s proposed Project. See General Response GR-4 
regarding the alternatives identification process.  

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

DD.3-21 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding Alternative 5. Your concerns will be shared with 
the decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and 
the CPUC. 

DD.3-22 Discussion of socioeconomics, including existing conditions in the Project area and potential 
impacts of the proposed Project and alternatives, is provided in Section C.12 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 
This section presents comprehensive baseline population, housing, and employment data applicable 
to the proposed Project and alternatives. 

DD.3-23 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding Alternative 5. Your concerns will be shared with 
the decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and 
the CPUC. 

DD.3-24 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures and the review period for the 
Draft EIR/EIS. 

DD.3-25 As described in Section B of the EIR/EIS, the proposed Project is 25.6 miles long and would 
permanently disturb an area of approximately 58.5 acres. Alternative 5, in contrast, is 



Antelope-Pardee 500-kV Transmission Project 
APPENDIX 8.  DRAFT EIR/EIS COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

 

December 2006 Ap.8D-272 Final EIR/EIS 

approximately 11.6 miles longer (45 percent) than the proposed Project, and would permanently 
disturb an area of approximately 59.0 acres.  

DD.3-26 Please see General Response GR-1 regarding effect on property values and General Response GR-2 
for a discussion of property acquisition. 

DD.3-27 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures and the review period for the 
Draft EIR/EIS. On September 13, the CPUC, as the CEQA Lead Agency, and the USDA Forest 
Service, as the NEPA Lead Agency, extended the public review period for the Project from 45 days 
to 60 days, now ending on October 3, 2006. 

DD.3-28 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures and the review period for the 
Draft EIR/EIS. 

DD.3-29 As described in General Response GR-5, prior to the release of the Draft EIR/EIS, the mailing list 
was updated to include property owners along the Alternative 5 route. Furthermore, the CPUC and 
Forest Service not only provided direct mailings to owners/occupants of contiguous parcels, but also 
posted notices in local and regional newspapers, meeting both the requirements of CEQA and 
NEPA.  

DD.3-30 Please refer to Section C.2, Air Quality, of the EIR/EIS for a discussion of the pollution associated 
with both the construction and operation of the proposed Project and alternatives. As noted in the 
EIR/EIS, the Project would result in significant air quality impacts during construction. 

DD.3-31 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding Alternative 5. Discussion of potential noise 
impacts, including corona noise, associated with Alternative 5 can be found in Section C.10.10.2 of 
the Draft EIR/EIS. Your concerns will be shared with the decision-makers who are reviewing the 
Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the CPUC. 

DD.3-32 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures.  

DD.3-33 Your comments are consistent with the Findings of the Draft EIR/EIS.  As discussed in Section 
C.9.10.2 (Criterion REC2), operation of Alternative 5 would contribute to the long-term loss or 
degradation of recreational trails (Impact R-2). Impacts to recreational users would be significant 
and unavoidable (Class I). 

DD.3-34  Please see General Response GR-1 regarding effects on property values.  

DD.3-35 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures and Draft EIR/EIS review period. 
Also, on September 13, the CPUC, as the CEQA Lead Agency, and the USDA Forest Service, as 
the NEPA Lead Agency, extended the public review period for the Project from 45 days to 60 days, 
now ending on October 3, 2006. 

DD.3-36 Private land is considered “open land” with respect to the lands being undeveloped. This 
nomenclature is not referencing specific land use types, as denoted by the County.  

DD.3-37 Please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing procedures and the review period for the 
Draft EIR/EIS. 

DD.3-38 Thank you for submitting your opinion and concerns regarding energy production and transmission. 
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DD.3-39 Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding Alternative 5. Please see General Response GR-
1 regarding the Project’s potential effect on local property values and General Response GR-2 for a 
discussion of property acquisition. Also please see General Response GR-5 regarding noticing 
procedures and the review period for the Draft EIR/EIS. Your concerns will be shared with the 
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service and the 
CPUC. 

DD.3-40 Marian Kadota and Karen Lessard of the USDA Forest Service, as well as Jon Davidson of Aspen 
Environmental Group on behalf of the CPUC, attended the Leona Valley Town Council meeting on 
September 11, 2006.  Members of the Agua Dulce Town Council also attended this meeting. Ms. 
Kadota and Mr. Davidson made presentations on the Project and answered questions.  In addition, a 
SCE representative also made a presentation. 

 The public review period for the Draft EIR/EIS was extended to October 3, 2006.  

DD.3-41 Please see General Response GR-1 regarding the Project’s potential effect on local property values 
and General Response GR-2 for a discussion of property acquisition. Your concerns will be shared 
with the decision-makers who are reviewing the Project and alternatives at the USDA Forest Service 
and the CPUC. 

 

 

 


