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Table C.1-4.  Visual Sensitivity–Visual Change Guidance for Review of Impact Significance 

OVERALL VISUAL 
SENSITIVITY 

OVERALL VISUAL CHANGE 

Low Low-to-Moderate Moderate Moderate-to-
High High 

Low Not Significant1 Not Significant Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Low-to-Moderate Not Significant Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Adverse and 
Potentially 
Significant 

Moderate Adverse but Less 
Than Significant2 

Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Adverse and 
Potentially 
Significant 

Adverse and 
Potentially 
Significant 

Moderate-to-High Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Adverse and 
Potentially 
Significant 

Adverse and 
Potentially 
Significant 

Significant4 

High Adverse but Less 
Than Significant 

Adverse and 
Potentially 
Significant3 

Adverse and 
Potentially 
Significant 

Significant4 Significant 

This table is identical to Draft EIR Table D.12-4. 
1 Not Significant impacts may or may not be perceptible but are considered minor in the context of existing landscape characteristics and view 

opportunity. 
2 Adverse but Less Than Significant Impacts are perceived as negative but do not exceed environmental thresholds. 
3 Adverse and Potentially Significant impacts are perceived as negative and may exceed environmental thresholds depending on project and 

site-specific circumstances. 
4 Significant impacts with feasible mitigation may be reduced to levels that are less than significant or avoided all together. Without mitigation, 

significant impacts would exceed environmental thresholds. 

C.1.3.3 Mitigation Approach 

Mitigation for visual resources impacts resulting from energy infrastructure and similar types of 
industrial facilities typically focuses on methods to minimize the visibility of the resulting visual 
change, either by screening the change from view or by blending the change with the background (by 
selective use of coloration and/or screening). By their very nature, subtransmission lines (towers and 
conductors) tend to be large and exposed, and thus, difficult to either hide from view or blend into the 
background. Frequently, the only way to avoid a significant visual impact from a subtransmission line 
is to re-route the subtransmission line or underground it, though in some situations these measures are 
not feasible. In other cases, structure design and placement can reduce visual contrast and the resulting 
visual impact. Construction of permanent access and structure spur roads and “temporary” cleared 
areas can also cause visual impacts if located in arid and semi-arid landscapes where vegetation 
recruitment and growth are slow. These areas often cause unnatural and discordant demarcations in the 
vegetation landscape that increase the visual contrast of project activities.  

In some cases there are techniques that can reduce the prominence of transmission lines, land scarring, 
and vegetation changes though they may not reduce the impact to a level that is less than significant. 
The following mitigation techniques were considered where appropriate for the Proposed Project: 

 Implement route adjustments where such adjustments would reduce visual contrast, structural dominance, or 
view blockage; 


