October 20, 2006

Billie Blanchard, CPUC / Lynda Kastoll, BLM
c/o Aspen Environmental Group

235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935

San Francisco, CA 94104-3002

Ref.: Sunrise Powerlink Project A.06-08-010, NOP for EIR/EIS

SCOPING COMMENTS AND ALTERNATIVE ROUTING CONSIDERATIONS
FROM STARLIGHT MOUNTAIN ESTATES OWNERS (SMEO)

L INTRODUCTION

Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQO) is submitting these Scoping
Comments for consideration in the SDG&E Sunrise Powerlink Project EIR/EIS Scoping
Report. The primary goal of these scoping comments is to provide adequate and
compelling data, so that SMEO’s comments, suggestions and alternative routing solution
will be included as a recommendation in the draft and final versions of the EIR/EIS.

SMEQ is making every effort to be an effective participant in the scoping process.
SMEO has reviewed the project descriptions provided in the NOP, as well as the
complete detailed project descriptions provide in the SDG&E application and PEA.
SMEO has reviewed the CEQA impact assessment questions, and will be addressing each
applicable impact area. SMEOQ has attended and participated in the previous scoping
meetings and made verbal comments prior to submitting these written scoping comments.
SMEQ is also recommending a method for reducing negative impacts by suggesting a
specific alternate plan.

SMEQ is a party to the CPUC proceeding for A.06-08-010, and has submitted a
protest of a portion of SDG&E’s application based on many of the same ideas described
in these Scoping Comments. A copy of SMEQO’s protest is included as Attachment-1 to

these Scoping Comments.
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Scoping Comments -
Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQO)

IL BACKGROUND

SMEO is a community located in the Inland Valley Link portion of SDG&E’s
proposed Sunrise Powerlink Project. The SMEO community is specifically located a half
mile North-East of San Diego Country Estates in Ramona, and the properties directly
affected by the project are bordered by Mount Gower Open Space Preserve on three
sides. The SMEO community has properties that are both directly and/or indirectly
affected by the Sunrise Powerlink Project. The community has properties with varied
improvements, as well as some unimproved properties.

The SDG&E Sunrise Powerlink Project is proposing to cross a portion of the
SMEO community as described in section III below. All SMEO properties directly
affected by Sunrise Powerlink Project, as well as all properties within approximately
2,000 feet of the project have resident owners.

The SMEO community can be characterized as family homes on small ranches, in
terrain that consists of rolling hills, pastures, seasonal creeks, as well as mountain tops.
Average property size ranges from 20 to 60 acres, and all properties have expansive and
unobstructed views of the surrounding valleys and mountains, including views of a large
part of the Mount Gower Open Space Preserve. The community is zoned as an
agriculture preserve with several of the properties seasonally growing hay/grass for
livestock feed and erosion control. The portion of the SMEO community that is directly
affected by the Sunrise Powerlink Project is also a Designated Critical Habitat.

III. SDG&E’S PROPOSED PROJECT

The portion of Sunrise Powerlink Project in the SMEO community is a part of the
Inland Valley Link starting approximately 200 feet west of N77 where proposed twin 230
kV underground lines exit Mount Gower Open Space Preserve and enter the SMEO
private property. These proposed twin 230 kV underground lines then transition to
overhead facilities in the SMEO community at N77 (Proposed structure 190), then
continue [East-North-Easterly approximately 3,600 feet until exiting the SMEQO
community and reentering Mount Gower Open Space Preserve roughly at the proposed

structure 193. The overhead facilities from N77 / structure 190 to structure 193 parallels
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Scoping Comments -
Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQO)

the existing 30 foot wide 69 kV Right-Of-Way (ROW), and is placed within a proposed
170 foot expansion of the existing ROW. Total proposed consolidated ROW would be
200 foot wide, with the expanded ROW added to the northern side of the existing ROW.
Please refer to Attachment-2; SDG&E local inset map page IV_P07 for a detailed
satellite image and SDG&E proposed project structures.

IV.  SMEO CONCERNS

SMEO has several concerns about the proposed Sunrise Powerlink Project, its
affect on public scenic vistas and its planned crossing of the SMEO community. SMEO
is specifically concerned about the transition from underground facilities to overhead
facilities in the community. These concerns can be summarized in the following ways:

A. Transition from underground facilities to overhead facilities across the SMEO
community has a substantial adverse affect on public scenic vistas, and is
clearly visible from many public areas and public trails within Mount Gower
Open Space Preserve.

B. Choice of overhead facilities in the SMEO community discriminates against
the SMEO community. All of the justifications for using underground
facilities through San Diego Country Estates and a part of Mount Gower Open
Space Preserve in Ramona are also valid justifications to extend the proposed
underground facilities through the SMEO community.

C. Overhead facilities will damage property and significantly restrict the future
highest and best use of the land in the SMEO community.

D. Overhead facilities will damage the quality of life in the SMEO community.

In the following sections, SMEO is providing its own proposed detailed

alternative to reduce negative impacts.
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Scoping Comments -
Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQ)

V. SMEO RECOMMENDATIONS

SMEO would like to make the following two separate recommendations for the
CPUC/BLM to consider for the EIR/EIS:

A. Extend the proposed underground facilities currently ending at N77
(structure 190) approximately 0.6 mile to the north-east, thereby moving the transition to
overhead to the end of the valley, to proposed structure 193.

SMEQ’s proposed route will extend/continue the 60 foot ROW and underground
facility from the point it first enters the SMEO private property, at the road and private
property gate (approximately at structure 1125), and continue to follow the road (not
going to N77) north-easterly from the gate until it reaches the paved portion of Oak
Hollow Road. Then roughly continue to follow Oak Hollow Road which avoids the
existing improvements, eventually leaving Oak Hollow Road and going east across a
fenced pasture north of the steel building; then, continuing east-south-easterly until
joining the existing service road and the existing 69 kV ROW; finally, continuing along
said service road until reaching the new overhead transition point at structure I193. Please
refer to Attachment-3; SDG&E local inset map page IV_P07 for a detailed satellite image
and SDG&E proposed project structures with SMEO recommended underground routing,
and Appendix-C; views of underground routing alternatives recommended by SMEO.

B. Consolidate and relocate the existing 69 kV overhead facility underground
within the new SMEO proposed routing. Abandoning this existing ROW will minimize
the new/additional underground ROW needed for recommendation A above. The scope
of work and cost to consolidate this existing overhead transmission facility underground,
while service crews and equipment are already on site will be minimal, and it will allow
future expansion using available underground conduits with minimal or no impact on the

SMEO community.
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Scoping Comments -
Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQO)

VI. IMPACTS TO CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

The following comments are based upon specific impacts to the SMEO
community and surrounding Mount Gower Open Space Preserve that need to be
evaluated in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Sunrise Powerlink
Project. The specific impacts taken from the CEQA Environmental Checklist are:

1. Aesthetics
Would the project:
e Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
e Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site

and its surroundings?

A. The Sunrise Powerlink Project proposes to use underground facilities
through San Diego Country Estates (in Ramona) and across a part of Mount Gower Open
Space Preserve. SMEQ agrees with the use of underground facilities, especially across
the Mount Gower Open Space Preserve. SMEOQO can speculate that one of the large
considerations for this choice of underground across the park is to mitigate the damages
to the public view sheds and scenic vistas available to the public in and around the park.
Thus, SMEO is very concerned that the proposed underground to overhead transition
point at N77, although outside the Mount Gower Open Space Preserve, is still clearly in
the public scenic vistas and view sheds, and will cause a significant and substantially
adverse effect on the scenic vistas. The proposed transition point from underground to
overhead facilities is only about 200 feet from park boundaries. The proposed new
overhead facilities are at least 2 times the height of the existing 69 kV facilities, so the
change will be significant and visible from several public roads and trails within the park,
especially when back-dropped against the horizon as it will be from many sites.

Extending the existing underground facilities north-east across the SMEQ valley
to transition to overhead at proposed structure 193 almost entirely reduces the negative

aesthetic impact in the Mount Gower Open Space Preserve, as well as other public areas.
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Scoping Comments -
Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQO)

Please refer to Appendix-A for photographic views of proposed overhead transmission

sites, taken from Mount Gower Open Space Preserve.

B. The SMEO community will also experience a significant visual and
aesthetic impact, which will substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the community and its surroundings. The open rural setting available in the SMEO
community enables virtually a 360 degree unobstructed view of the surrounding valley
and mountains.

In more densely populated suburban communities (unlike the SMEO community),
the view sheds and line of sight views are virtually eliminated by all the houses and
various other structures found in this type of community. Power poles and transmission
towers in the midst of an already congested space are relatively unobtrusive. In contrast,
the visual impact of 120 foot metal poles or lattice towers, standing in the open like giant
robots running through the center of our pristine, open valley would be a horrendous
visual impact. The existing 69 kV poles are between 40 and 60 feet tall and 10 feet wide
at the top, and basically look like normal power poles. Their look is not normally
associated with high voltage lines. Adding a second parallel set of steel poles that are
110 to 170 feet tall and 36 feet wide at the top will definitely have a significant negative
visual impact on the area. The visual contrast is strong, demanding the viewer’s attention
in a way that cannot be overlooked.

Extending the existing underground facilities north-east across the SMEO valley
to transition to overhead at proposed structure 193 greatly reduces the adverse visual
impact on the SMEO community and its surroundings. Please refer to Appendix-B for
photographic views of proposed overhead transmission sites and existing 69 kV lines,

taken from within the SMEO community.
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Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQO)

2. Agriculture Resources

Would the project:
e Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-

agricultural use?

On January 6, 2006 the Ramona Valley was designated as an official American
Viticultural Area by the Federal Taxation and Trade Bureau. The area is recognized for
its distinctive microclimate, elevation and soil attributes. Two of the owners in Starlight
Mountain Estates are members of the Ramona Valley Vineyard Association. One
presently has 2 % acres under cultivation for the planting of a vineyard in February, 2007.
The other has 2 acres intended for a vineyard scheduled for 2008. If the Sunrise
Powerlink goes overhead through our valley one of the vineyards will be completely
eliminated and the other partially eliminated. Any acreage adjacent to the power lines
will be useless for planting grapes because close proximity of a vineyard to power lines
greatly increases the risk of bird damage to the crop.

In contrast, underground facilities in the SMEO valley will eliminate these

problems.

3. Biological Resources

Would the project:
o Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors or impede the use of native wildlife nursery

sites?

This is a partial list of less common wildlife species negatively impacted by an
overhead facility in SMEO’s community: Golden Eagle (nesting pair), Kestrel, Black
Shouldered Kite, Barn Owl, Great Horned Owl, Mountain Lion, Bobcat, Mule Deer, and
Wild Turkey. This wildlife hunts and grazes in and near SDG&E’s proposed ROW.
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Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQO)

SDG&E’s proposed large array of poles and overhead lines will substantially interfere
with daily hunting and grazing patterns for this wildlife. Whereas, SMEQ’s proposed

consolidated underground facility will remove this adverse impact.

4. Hazards and Hazardous Materials & Transportation/Traffic

Would the project:

e Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

e Result in inadequate emergency access?

SMEQ’s community is at the heart of the 2003 Cedar Fire burn area. While no
lives where lost in that fire, some improvements and nearly all plants, trees, and wildlife
where destroyed. During the firestorm, residents where limited in their ability to
evacuate the area, and one family was completely unable to exit. Please see the letter
written by Captain Cary Coleman, Intermountain Volunteer Fire Dept., which cites
reasons why fire protection and fire suppression by air and ground crews will be reduced
or eliminated (refer to Attachment-B of the Protest, which is Attachment-1 in scoping)

Adding SDG&E’s proposed increased overhead matrix to SMEO’s valley will
create significant risk of loss, injury or death due to the following:

A. Fallen lines caused by fire or local high velocity seasonal winds will
impair access. Access by emergency vehicles and available exit routes will be reduced
or, in the case of three families with property within the ROW, possibly eliminated
during a future wildland fire. Please see photo of homes within proposed ROW and the
available access. Please refer to Attachment-2; SDG&E local inset map page IV_P07 for
a detailed satellite image.

B. Transmission lines are known to be an ignition source for wildland fires.
There are large areas of native plants within the ROW and between adjacent homes.

C. Residual power in lines that are de-energized during a wildland fire can
produce deadly arcing in heavy smoke making travel under the lines extremely

dangerous.
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Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQ)

SMEO is proposing a transmission facility where the community is inherently
shielded from the transmission lines. Therefore, SMEQO’s proposed underground
alternative will dramatically reduce SMEQ’s risk of loss, injury or death involving

wildland fires, and it will result in excellent emergency access.

5. Land Use and Planning

Would the project:

e Physically divide an established community?

SMEQO’s community is currently a cohesive neighborhood where the existing
transmission lines blend effectively with the residential improvements. SDG&E’s

proposed overhead facility and its potential expansion will create a physical division by:

A. Forcing altered use, limited use or non-use of land within its 200ft. ROW.
B. Forcing limited use or non-use of narrow sections of land between its
ROW and property lines

In comparison, SMEQ’s proposed underground facility preserves the land use
integrity of SMEQO’s community with its narrow 60 ft. ROW and the absence of above-
ground obstructions.

6. General Issues

e Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse

effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

There is great controversy about damage from long-term exposure to high EMF
levels. Arguments are historically long, complex, and ongoing. SMEO is not interested
in arguing this issue in any direction. However, there is a prevalent public fear about
EMF levels that is widespread, regardless of whether the basis of the fear is justified or
just incorrectly perceived. SMEO property values and related financial concerns will be

negatively impacted by expanded overhead transmission in its community. Likewise,

Page 9 of 11



Scoping Comments -
Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQ)

SMEQ’s proposed underground alternative will clearly mitigate public fear of the new
transmission lines.

SMEQ’s community has recovered well from the horrifying events of the 2003
firestorm. Our quality of life and daily routines are back in order. We are asking for
mutual consideration in meeting the objective of the Powerlink project as well as

preserving a quality of life that many of us have worked our lifetimes to experience.

VII. SUMMARY & CONCLUSION

SMEO confirms that it is not opposing the Powerlink project, but is interested in
minimizing and reducing the negative impacts on its community. Extending the
underground facilities through the SMEO community accomplishes this objective, and
allows the project to be relatively unhindered. here.

SMEOQO believes that its alternate proposal is feasible and reasonable.
Underground installation crews and equipment will already be in our community based
on SDG&E’s current proposal to enter the community underground. The change in the
consolidated ROW width from overhead to underground (from 170 foot to 60 foot) will
reduce the overall ROW requirements by approximately 8.3 acres across the SMEO
community. Consolidation and repositioning of the existing 69 kV to underground
facilities could reduce the additional ROW requirements even more.

Furthermore, extending the underground facilities through the SMEO community
and routing to avoid existing improvements will also avoid the condemnation of several
buildings, and other improvements - ultimately eliminating extensive financial disputes

and the need for additional legal actions.
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Scoping Comments -
Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEQ)

SMEO would like to extend an invitation to interested parties, to make an
appointment to visit our community to get a feel for the current quality of life, to view the
SMEO recommended underground alternative, and to meet with the owners directly

affected by the proposed Sunrise Powerlink Project.

/s/ Michael Page /
). [4
Michael Page 4 %

17449 Oak Hollow Road

Ramona, CA 92065

Tel. #: 760-788-9319

Email: oakhollowranch@wildblue.net

Very Sincerely,
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Appendix-A
Views of Scenic Vistas and View sheds from Mount Gower Open Space Preserve

Image 1 of 3

Entrance to Mount Gower Open Space Preserve
as seen looking North-East from the San Diego Country Estates

Note: An expanded view of this image shows 2 of the existing 69 kV poles on the
horizon (just above roadway), in the same approximate location that the underground
facilities are planned to change to overhead facilities. The approximate distance from

this location to the poles is % of a mile. The proposed 230 kV poles will be 2 to 3 times

larger and much more visible in this scenic vista.

Page 1 of 3



Scoping Comments -
Starlight Mountain Estates Owners (SMEO)

Appendix-A
Views of Scenic Vistas and View sheds from Mount Gower Open Space Preserve

Image 2 of 3

Site of transition from underground facilities to overhead facilities as seen from Mount
Gower Open Space Preserve. The first 230 kV pole set (2 are required at a transition
point) will be located approximately 250 feet directly ahead of this view point on a trail.
About where the sandy spot is located slightly to the left of the middle of this image.
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Appendix-A
Views of Scenic Vistas and View sheds from Mount Gower Open Space Preserve

Image 3 of 3

View of the existing 69 kV lines from Mount Gower Open Space Preserve. The

proposed overhead 230 kV poles/lines will be visible all along this scenic vista.

Remember that the new poles will be 2 to 3 times taller.
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Appendix-B
Views of Existing Visual Character and Quality from inside the SMEO Community

Image 1 of 6

Existing 69 kV pole @ 150 ft Proposed 230 kV pole @ 150 ft
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Appendix-B
Views of Existing Visual Character and Quality from inside the SMEO Community

Image 2 of 6

Existing 69 kV poles (2 each) are visible, but barely noticeable from this view.
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Appendix-B
Views of Existing Visual Character and Quality from inside the SMEO Community

Image 3 of 6

Current property improvements including primary residence in this view is very near to
the existing 69 kV lines. Expansion of the ROW an additional 170 feet to the North (left)
will force condemnation of all improvements except the primary residence. Although the

residence is less that 100 feet from the proposed 200 foot wide consolidated ROW.
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Appendix-B
Views of Existing Visual Character and Quality from inside the SMEO Community

Image 4 of 6
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Appendix-B
Views of Existing Visual Character and Quality from inside the SMEO Community

Image 5 of 6
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Appendix-B
Views of Existing Visual Character and Quality from inside the SMEO Community

Image 6 of 6
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Appendix-C
Views of Underground Routing Alternatives Recommended by SMEO

Image 1 of 6
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Appendix-C
Views of Underground Routing Alternatives Recommended by SMEO

Image 2 of 6
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Appendix-C
Views of Underground Routing Alternatives Recommended by SMEO

Image 3 of 6
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Appendix-C
Views of Underground Routing Alternatives Recommended by SMEO

Image 4 of 6
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Appendix-C
Views of Underground Routing Alternatives Recommended by SMEO

Image 5 of 6
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Appendix-C
Views of Underground Routing Alternatives Recommended by SMEO

Image 6 of 6
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application No. 06-08-010

In the matter of the Application of )
(Filed August 4, 2006)

San Diego Gas & Electric Company

(U 902-E) for a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity for the
Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project

Application No. 05-12-014
(Filed December 14, 2005)

PROTEST OF STARLIGHT MOUNTAIN ESTATES OWNERS

I INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Article 12 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure of the California
Public Utilities Commission (“Commission’), Starlight Mountain Estates Owners
(“Owners”) submit this Protest in opposition to the Application of the San Diego Gas &
Electric Company (“SDG&E”) for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for
the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project (“Application”). The Application was filed
on December 14, 2005. An amended Application was filed on August 4, 2006.
Submission of this protest is timely pursuant to Rule 44.1 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure.

The Community (“Community”) is a portion of Starlight Mountain Estates
(approximately 400 acres), which is bounded on three sides by Mount Gower Open Space
Preserve.

II. GROUNDS FOR PROTEST

Owners are protesting a portion of SDG&E’s Application, that is, the specified

attributes of part of SDG&E’s proposed project. Owners protest relates to the section



(“Section”) of Segment 10P of the Application for overhead facility in Ramona from the
point that the underground facility transitions to overhead (near N77 or N22) then
northeastward approximately 0.6 mile along the preferred route for the Inland Valley
Link. The exact locations of N77 and N22 are not clearly marked on the ground.
SDG&E’s request to construct an overhead facility instead of an underground facility in
the Section is not acceptable to the Owners and is not justified based upon the following:

A. Choice of overhead facility for the Section discriminates against the

Community

B. Overhead facility damages property in the Community

C. Overhead facility damages the quality of life in the Community

II. DISCRIMINATORY CHOICE OF OVERHEAD FACILITY

According to its Application, SDG&E’s proposed transition from underground to
overhead facilities occurs at the southwestern boundary of the Section. Some impacts,
opportunities and constraints listed in the Application are not accurately depicted for the

Section and the Community. SDG&E’s analysis and justification for the underground

facilities southwest of the Section are applicable and should be used within the Section.

Therefore, SDG&E’s choice of an overhead facility for the Section discriminates against
the Community. Some of the key discriminating points are listed below:

a) Visual Impacts and Resources. In the Application, Chapter 4.9.2.1.1

Environmental Setting, Landscape Visual Quality, related to the Inland Valley
Link of the proposed project, between N20B-N77-N22; “There are sensitive

viewing areas ...and within Mount Gower Open Space Preserve. The preserve is



located southeast of the town of Ramona and east of the community of San Diego
Country Estates. These communities provide public access into the preserve from
neighborhoods that abut preserve lands. The preserve contains nearly pristine
wilderness, consisting primarily of dense chaparral, oak woodlands, and
meadows. Slopes within the preserve that face west-to-southwest are within the
viewshed of many residences in San Diego Country Estates.”

The Community abuts and is surrounded on three sides by Mount Gower
Open Space Preserve. So in comparison, these conditions also apply to the
Section which serves as a visual background for the immediately adjacent Mount
Gower OSP. The segment going from N77/N22 to N51 goes underground to help
mitigate the visual impacts associated with the park. The segment going from
N22/N77 northeastward through the Section and onwards, again crossing Mount
Gower OSP towards N20B is also in the viewshed of part of the San Diego
Country Estates, the public trails in Mount Gower OSP, and the Community.
Construction of an overhead facility in the Section will spoil public visual
enjoyment of the preserve and the surrounding areas, not just “...the viewshed of
many residences in San Diego Country Estates.”

In the Application, Chapter 7.9.2.1 Inland Valley Link Impacts, Visual
Resources, related to the proposed project and Impact VR-3: Existing visual
character or quality of the site and its surroundings, between N20B-N77-N22; “In
the segment from N20B-N77-N22, the Proposed Project would be built overhead

parallel to an existing 69 kV line. In this area, the visual impact of the Project



would be primarily an incremental addition to the views and the new structure
would add a new vertical form and straight line structure in a landscape that
already contains these types of contracts of line and form. The change to the
existing landscape would be minor, and would not diminish the character or
quality of views. The overall visual change would be low, and the visual impact
would be adverse but less than significant. No mitigation beyond the standard
APMs is proposed for this location.”

This statement is erroneous when applied to the Section and the
Community. The existing 69 kV line is a “Weak” visual contrast. This single 69
KV line has three conductor cables, is mounted on wooden poles, approximately
40 ft to 60 ft tall and 10 ft wide at the top, residing in a 30 ft ROW. The general
appearance is very similar to normal residential electrical/telephone poles, and its
character is not normally associated with high voltage transmission lines (see
“ATTACHMENT-A” photo of existing 69 kV lines).

The Application adds a new expandable double circuit 230 kV line with
six cable sets mounted on steel poles, approximately 110 ft to 170 ft tall and 36 ft
wide at the top, residing on a consolidated 200 ft ROW, including an upgrade of
the existing single 69 kV line with three cables, mounted on steel poles,
approximately 90 ft to 110 ft tall and 9 ft wide at the top.

These proposed changes could be viewed as incremental, but the overall
visual change will be “High” corresponding to a “Significant” visual impact. This

visual contrast is “Strong”, demanding the viewer’s attention in a way that cannot



be overlooked. There will be two sets of lines/poles generally 2 to 3 times higher
than existing lines/poles, and the number of cables running between these poles
will be 3+ times the current facility.

This “Significant” visual change in overhead facilities through the
Community is also a “Significant” visual change in the public viewshed within
Mount Gower OSP.

b) Fire Management. In the Application, Chapter 4.13.2.2 Environmental

Setting, Public Health & Safety and Hazardous Materials, related to Fire
Management in the Inland Valley Link of the proposed project; “Most of the 2003
wildfires in San Diego County occurred in the mountains to the east and southeast
of the Inland Valley and Coastal link alignments. However, smaller wildfires
have historically occurred within the PSA.” This statement is erroneous. The
Community was, in fact, severely burned in the 2003 Cedar Fire. Fire crews were
actually stationed within the Community and the Section during the fire. The
Application, although addressing ground based Emergency Response issues in
Impact HS-11, does not mention the potential restrictions placed upon air crews
and their low altitude fire retardant drops near overhead facilities.

The proposed overhead lines in the Section will prevent or hamper future
fire suppression by ground crews. Fire retardant air drops might be the only
available outside fire protection for the properties in the Section. Significant
increase of the height of the overhead facility in the Section will prevent air crews

from safely entering the Community, rendering a potential elimination of fire



suppression capabilities (see “ATTACHMENT-B” letter from Intermountain

Volunteer Fire and Rescue Department).

c) Topography. Topography and access to an underground facility in the

Section will provide reduced construction costs, compared to the inherent costs of

underground construction in areas southwest of the Section. An average slope of

3.5% and access from both sides of Owners preferred alignment in the Section

makes underground construction less expensive than in other underground

segments of SDG&E’s proposed route. Please note that it is not economically

feasible to construct an underground facility more northeastward beyond the

Section, because of challenging topography.

IV.  DAMAGE TO PROPERTY IN THE COMMUNITY

Owners are facing dramatic devaluation of their properties. SDG&E proposes an

unnecessary amount of private property to be used for its overhead facility within the
Section: 200 foot wide consolidated ROW (approximately 14.5 acres) for overhead
transmission versus 60 foot wide ROW (approximately 4.4 acres) for underground
transmission. The proposed overhead facility and likely upgrades to the existing 69 kV
lines significantly reduce or completely destroy the value of a variety of existing
improvements. Expansion and consolidation with the existing ROW will force the
condemnation of a 2600 square foot workshop/garage, two out-buildings, driveways,
landscaping, well water holding tanks and house/irrigation management center, as well as
an entire equestrian facility including corrals, shelters, staging area, tack room and

dressage arena. Also, the proposed consolidated and expanded ROW also leaves large



areas adjacent to property lines unusable and worthless. Finally, future potential property
divisions in the Section will be limited or impossible.

There is no conclusive evidence that ELF or EMF from high voltage power lines
are without long-term harmful effects. However, predominant intense public fear of
ELF/EMF exposure and the array of related unknowns will directly affect the
marketability of real property within the Community. An underground facility through
the community will help to mitigate this fear.

Installation of an overhead facility in the Section will radically diminish or
eliminate the value of property interests in the Community.
V. DAMAGE TO QUALITY OF LIFE IN THE COMMUNITY

Owners have invested a lifetime of savings and years of personal effort into their
homes and properties, which were designed and constructed with an orientation to the
view of Mount Gower and the surrounding hills and valleys. The catastrophic visual
effects of an expanding overhead facility will destroy this view and the Owners’ long-
term investments.

The Community is also engaged in a long and expensive recovery from the Cedar
Fire. Owners’ fire prevention and protection methods that proved successful during that
fire have been enhanced. Regardless, the fear of future fire in the Community is always
on each Owner’s mind. Consequently, reduced fire protection and increased fire risk

damage the Community’s quality of life.



In summary, the horrific visual impact of an expanding array of overhead power
lines, concern about reduced fire protection and increased corona noise will significantly
damage the Community’s present and future quality of life.

VI. CONCLUSION

In the event that the Commission rules in favor of SDG&E’s Application, Owners
respectfully request that the Commission order SDG&E to:

a) Construct an underground facility in the Section within a 60 ft ROW,
following a portion of Oak Hollow Road in order to avoid existing
improvements, and along a route currently agreed upon among the
Owners.

b) Construct and Consolidate an expandable 69 kV facility underground
with the underground facility described in “a” above, or ensure in the
future that the existing 69 kV facility is maintained at its present size

and visual scope.

Respectfully submitted,

i ”
Michael Page

17449 Oak Hollow Road

Ramona, CA 92065-6758

Telephone: 760-788-9319
E-mail:oakhollowranch@wildblue.net

September 8, 2006



(ATTACHMENT — A)

Existing 69 kV lines

Two poles are visible in this photo.

Visual contrast is very weak, typically not even noticed.



(ATTACHMENT - B)

Intermountain Volunteer

Fire and Rescue Department
P.O. Box 1362, Ramona, CA 92065

September 1, 2006
RE: Impact of high power lines on fire protection
Dear Mr. and Mrs. York,

There are standard operating procedures within this department, and all departments, that
address suppression and attack of both brush and structure fires in the proximity of high
power electrical lines. In general, firefighters are not permitted to conduct fire fighting
operations in the immediate area under or next to these electrical lines due to the danger
of electrocution from downed or sagging lines, or potential electrical arching in certain
conditions. There are procedures for coordinating with the electric company to get high
powerhnwmmedoﬂ'dlmngwildlandﬁms,butthxscanbehampemdbyvanous
bureaucratic complexities and the time it takes to make those arrangements.

Regarding your specific circumstances, the proposed power lines could present adverse
fire response conditions in three ways:

1. Access - The lines will be aligned geographically with east/west direction of the
canyon that contain your homes and out buildings. That alignment is also the
direction of the prevailing winds in that canyon. Especially in Santa Anna wind
conditions (high winds from the east), coupled with the confined area within the
canyon and the limited ingress/regress, access to some of the residence structures,
such as yours, Page and Schultz could be hampered or prevented in conditions
such as those we experienced in the 2003 Cedar Fire Storm.

. 2. Defensible Space - The east/west alignment of the power lines also restricts the
potential to create effective fire breaks between the surrounding natural brush and
structures in the canyon.

3. Attack - The height of the proposed towers, as you described it, would probably
prevent effective operation from CDF Air Tankers due to the maximum altitude
limits for effective retardant payload, and the relatively close proximity of the
lines to your residences.

Regards,

(o0

Cary Coleman
Fire Chief
Intermountain Volunteer Fire and Rescue Department
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