
 

 

 

 

 

 

Mesa 500-kV Substation Project 

Scoping Comments 



From: Public.advisor 

Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2015 4:16 PM 
To: Orsaba, Lisa 

Subject: FW: Protest, Mesa 500kV substation project, (A1503003, jy2) 

Another one. 
  

Ravneet Kaur 
Regulatory Analyst | Public Advisor’s Office 
Consumer Service & Information Division 
California Public Utilities Commission 
415-703-1972 
  
From: holeshot1@gmail.com [mailto:holeshot1@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, April 02, 2015 5:06 PM 

To: Public.advisor 

Subject: re: Protest, Mesa 500kV substation project, (A1503003, jy2) 
  

  
Hello 

I would like to file a protest to the application for the SCE Mesa 500 kV substation 
project. 

EMF compliance is of concern. Power lines are extremely close to our homes here in 
Monterey Park.  
SCE came out to test. Test results were extremely high. 
SCE rep said it's of no concern and poses no danger. 

As with Chino Hills, they proved EMF to be harmful. 

Thank you, 

Doug Ito 

 

--  

 

mailto:holeshot1@gmail.com
mailto:holeshot1@gmail.com


From: Victor Pelayo [mailto:VPELAYO@dpw.lacounty.gov]  

Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 4:06 PM 
To: Public.advisor 

Subject: file a protest, (A1503003, jy2) 
  
Hello, 
  
I have noticed several flyers on wood stakes along my neighborhood along 
Avenida De La Merced, and I would like to file a protest against the Mesa 
Substation project. 
Please advise how I may do so. I have collected close to one hundred signatures 
from neighbors against this project being built on Avenida De La Merced. 
Thank you. 
  
  
Victor Pelayo 
  
  
  
  
 
Message scanned by the Symantec Email Security service. If you suspect that this 
email is actually spam, please send it as an ATTACHMENT to 
spamsample@messagelabs.com 
 

mailto:VPELAYO@dpw.lacounty.gov
mailto:spamsample@messagelabs.com


From: Victor Pelayo [mailto:VPELAYO@dpw.lacounty.gov]  

Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 2:51 PM 
To: Estrada, Andres 

Subject: Mesa Substation Project Comment 

 

Hello, 
  
Would like additional information and be added to the mailing list. 
Thank you. 
  
  
Victor Pelayo 
  
  
  
  
  

 
Message scanned by the Symantec Email Security service. If you suspect that this 
email is actually spam, please send it as an ATTACHMENT to 
spamsample@messagelabs.com 

 

mailto:VPELAYO@dpw.lacounty.gov
mailto:spamsample@messagelabs.com


From: Victor Pelayo [mailto:VPELAYO@dpw.lacounty.gov]  

Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 4:13 PM 
To: Orsaba, Lisa 

Subject: Mesa Substation Project Comment 

 

Hi Lisa, 
  
Where can I view the construction plans for this project to get a better understanding of 
all the new infrastructure that will be impacting my neighborhood? 
Thank you. 
  
  
Victor Pelayo 
City of Montebello 
  
  
  
  
 

Message scanned by the Symantec Email Security service. If you suspect that this email is 

actually spam, please send it as an ATTACHMENT to spamsample@messagelabs.com 
  

mailto:VPELAYO@dpw.lacounty.gov
mailto:spamsample@messagelabs.com


From: Orsaba, Lisa [mailto:lisa.orsaba@cpuc.ca.gov]  

Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 10:13 AM 
To: Victor Pelayo 

Cc: James, Rachel (RJames@ene.com); Hodgkins, Claire (CHodgkins@ene.com) 
Subject: RE: Mesa Substation Project Comment 

 
Mr. Pelayo, 
 
The best source of information regarding this project is the CPUC website: 
 
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/ene/mesa/mesa.html 
 
All the information we have received to date from SCE is posted here.  
 
Please note that, if you scroll to the end of the website, you can contact the project email and can add 
your name to those who wish to be notified when new information is posted on the website. 
 
Regards, 
 
_______________________________ 
Lisa Orsaba  | Energy Division 
Infrastructure Permitting & CEQA 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Avenue  | S.F.  CA  94102-3298 
415-703-1966  |  lob@cpuc.ca.gov 

  

mailto:lisa.orsaba@cpuc.ca.gov
mailto:RJames@ene.com
mailto:CHodgkins@ene.com
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/ene/mesa/mesa.html
mailto:lob@cpuc.ca


From: Victor Pelayo [mailto:VPELAYO@dpw.lacounty.gov]  

Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 10:25 AM 
To: Orsaba, Lisa 

Cc: James, Rachel (RJames@ene.com); Hodgkins, Claire (CHodgkins@ene.com) 
Subject: RE: Mesa Substation Project Comment 

 

Thank you so much Lisa, appreciate your help. 
 
 
Victor 
  

mailto:VPELAYO@dpw.lacounty.gov
mailto:RJames@ene.com
mailto:CHodgkins@ene.com


From: Orsaba, Lisa [mailto:lisa.orsaba@cpuc.ca.gov]  

Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2015 10:31 AM 
To: Victor Pelayo 

Cc: James, Rachel; Hodgkins, Claire 
Subject: RE: Mesa Substation Project Comment 

 
You are very welcome.   Please know that, in the future, response will likely come from CPUC 
environmental consultants, E an E. Together we manage the environmental review of this proposed 
project. 
 
 
 
_______________________________ 
Lisa Orsaba  | Energy Division 
Infrastructure Permitting & CEQA 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Avenue  | S.F.  CA  94102-3298 
415-703-1966  |  lob@cpuc.ca.gov 

 

mailto:lob@cpuc.ca


From: Victor Villalobos [mailto:vgvillalobos@gmail.com] 

Sent: Monday, April 13, 2015 11:59 PM 
To: Public.advisor 

Subject: Objection to Mesa Project, (A1503003, jy2) 

On behalf of Samuel B Villalobos. Thank you. 

Message scanned by the Symantec Email Security service. If you suspect that this email is 

actually spam, please send it as an ATTACHMENT to spamsample@messagelabs.com 

mailto:vgvillalobos@gmail.com
mailto:spamsample@messagelabs.com


April 13, 2015 

Samuel B. Villalobos 
1428 Via Palermo 
Montebello, CA 90640-1834 

California Public Utilities Commission 
Headquarters San Francisco Office 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, California 94102 

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR PARTY STATUS 
FILING Of PROTEST OPPOSING THE APPPLICATION 
FOR A PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT FOR THE MESA SUBSTATION PROJECT 

In keeping to Rule 2.6 Protest, Responses, and Replies of the California Public Utilities 
Commission’s  and in compliance with Rule 1.4. of the CPUC’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedures, subsections (a) (3) and (a) (4) herein I am respectfully documenting the 
filing a verbal motion submitted on Friday, April 10, 2015 on the CPUC Public Advisor  
in San Francisco telephone recording at its toll free telephone number 1-866-849-8391 
objecting to the proposed Mesa Project application and requesting “Party Status” and 
in compliance with subsection (a) (4) of this rule I hereby also file a written motion 
objecting to the proposed Mesa Project  and requesting “Party Status” recognition by 
the CPUC. As required please receive and file the following items: 

MOTION: Objection to the application to construction the 50KV Substation in the City 
of Monterey Park, California, Los Angeles County on the grounds that the proposed 
construction will pose an adverse effect to the quality of life, impact the physical and 
psychological health of residential community members residing in the City 
Montebello and impose a negative impact on the economic value of existing residential 
properties located in near proximity to the proposed construction site of the proposed 
Mesa Station. 

(1) Full Disclosure of person opposing the proposed Mesa Project application and 
making the verbal and written motion requesting “Party Status”: 

PERSON:  
Samuel B. Villalobos, 1428 Via Palermo, Montebello, CA 90640 
(323) 722-0475 

INTEREST IN THE PROCEEDINGS: 
 Adversely Impacted Property Owner
 Concerned City of Montebello Resident
 Owner Occupied Single Family Home
 Residential Land Use within 200 ft. of site



 Owner Occupied Two-Story Residential Structure
 Location: 1428 Via Palermo, Montebello, CA 90640-1834
 Consumer of California Public utilities
 Montebello Community Advocate for safe environment (Since 1979)

(2) Fact and legal contentions reasonably pertinent to the issues surrounding the 
application to construct the proposed 500 kV Mesa Substation Project are as 
follows:  

 1. Industrial Land-uses are not permitted in City of Monterey Park Commercial 
Land-use designation. The existing 220 kV substation will be upgraded to a new 
500kV substation. The existing substation sits on 22-acres of an 84-acre parcel 
which is zoned commercial and the proposed project will use about 70-acres 
which are also zoned Commercial.  Electrical Substation are not permit on the 
“Commercial” Land-use on the 70-acres site per City of Monterey Park 
Municipal  Code (See excerpt below)  

Monterey Park Municipal Code 
21.10.030 Land Use Regulations. 

Table 21.10(A) 

Permitted Uses in Commercial Zones 

Legend: 

  A    As an accessory use only 

  C    Permitted subject to approval of a conditional use permit 

  L   Permitted subject to limitations or special standards as described in Section 21.10.040 

  P    Permitted 

  S   Permitted only on second floor or above 

  X    Expressly prohibited 

Land Uses 

Additional/Accessory Uses N-S S-C C-B R-S C-S C-P 

Public Utility Substation X X X P P X 

 2. Non-compatible Land-Uses 

The application for the construction of a 500 kV Substation is non-compatible to the 
adjacent Residential Land-uses existing in Montebello to the south of the proposed 



Mesa Substation site. The Montebello Hills planned development that was constructed 
by the Ahmanson Corporation beginning 1977 through 1980 included single-family 
homes on Via Palermo, Montebello, California above the 60 Freeway and overlooking 
neighboring landscape grower businesses along Potrero Grande Drive in the City of 
Monterey Park, the residential communities on the hillsides of the City of Monterey 
Park and the view of the majestic San Gabriel Mountains in the far distance. The threat 
of the proposed industrial utilization of the 70-acres will impose adverse blighting 
conditions 200 feet from our home located at 1428 Via Palermo. The visual impact of 
the proposed 500 KV Mesa Substation nor power transfer tower have been 
nonexistent since we acquired our home in 1979.  
 

 3. Electric Magnetic Field (EMF) Compliance 
In 1997 Germany became the first nation to adopt a national rule on EMF exposure for 
the general public. “Ordinance 26 applies only to facilities such as overhead and 
underground transmission and distribution lines, transformers, switchgear and 
overhead lines for electric –powered trains. Both electric 5 kV/m and magnetic field 
exposure limits 91 Gauss) are high enough that they are unlikely to be encountered in 
ordinary life. The ordinance also requires that precaution measures be taken on a case-
by-case basis when electric facilities are sited or upgraded near homes, hospitals, 
schools, day care centers, and playgrounds. “ (Source EMF Electric Magnetic Fields 
Associated with the Use of Electric Power, NIEHS/ National Institute of Health June 
2002 page 55) “Is there an association between measured fields and child Leukemia? 
Yes,…”  (Source EMF Electric Magnetic Fields Associated with the Use of Electric Power, 
NIEHS/ National Institute of Health June 2002 page 16) I simply stated do not want to 
run any risk of know or unknown Health Risk that 24/7 exposure to 500 kV substation 
will generate. The proposed mitigation measures for the Mesa station are the sufficient 
protection measures.  The alternative to construct the Mesa Station away from the 
Montebello Hills Homes and Schurr High School in Montebello. Alternative sites have 
not be explored such  as in the Whittier Narrows area or on proponents own land in 
Rosemead California at their headquarters on Walnut in Rosemead. The response that 
the proponent’s representative provides is that Whittier Narrows would pose harm to 
flora and fona and that the parcel on Walnut in Rosemead has four existing buildings 
would expose to office staff to the daily operation of the proposed Mesa substation.  
 

 4. Schurr High School  
 
Schurr High school student body is located on Wilcox Avenue in Montebello, CA and 
the existing power lines (220kV) run generally overhead along the northerly boundary 
of the campus. Administrators, Faculty, Para-professional staff and student are at the 
school site generally from 6:00 a. m. to 9:00 p.m. daily Monday through Friday and at 
times on Saturdays.  EMF health risk should not taken by approving the proposed 
500kV substation.  The burden and responsibility for the EMF Health Risks Studies are 
with the proponent and the CPUC. The project review should not exclude 
communication with the students and their parents, faculty, staff and Montebello 
School District Administrators,  



Adverse Economic Impact  
 
In consultation with a Real Estate Agent located in Arcadia California, the permitting 
and construction of a 500 KV substation at the proposed Potrero Grande site will result 
in an diminish valuation of real estate prices for the Home in the Montebello Hills. 
Home Comp Value current range upward than $675,000 and home with enhanced 
amenities are price higher than I million dollars.  The Proponent has failed to provide a 
relocation plan in the event that their proposal would clear all levels of Environmental 
review. 
 
Environmental Review 
 
The proposed development will threated the drying out of the Potrero Grande Arroyo 
(water cree) a San Gabriel Valley historical preserve and water artery of the Rio Hondo 
River. This warrant a full EIR. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Samuel B. Villalobos 
 
 
  



21.10.020 Commercial Zones. 

     

(A)   N-S – Neighborhood Shopping Zone. 

    (1)    The N-S Zone has a physical character that is generally comprised of shallow lots and 

small scale developments. This zone provides for the development of commercial areas to serve 

nearby residential neighborhoods and to maintain the integrity of such existing areas within the 

City. This zone maintains a small-scale pedestrian oriented commercial character available to 

serve neighborhood residents through the implementation of the following practices: 

    (a)    Limit the maximum sizes of commercial uses in this area. 

    (b)    Ensure the maintenance and improvement of the existing commercial environment. 

    (B)   S-C – Shopping Center Zone. 

    (1)    The S-C Zone has a physical character that is generally comprised of deep and wide lots. 

This zone provides for the development of shopping and business centers that serve as a major 

retail attraction for the broader community through the implementation of the following practices: 

    (a)    Encourage and facilitate development of parking structures to ease the parking demand in 

this area. 

    (b)    Encourage the development of large retail centers that provide a variety of dining and 

retail uses and promote revenue for the City. 

    (c)    Ensure the maintenance and improvement of the existing character of S-C Zones as 

successful retail destinations. 

    (C)   C-B – Central Business Zone. 

    (1)    The C-B Zone has a physical character comprised of varying lot sizes with large and 

small scale development throughout. This zone provides for the development of a pedestrian-

oriented downtown environment that allows for a mix of commercial and residential uses. This 

zone creates a vibrant pedestrian-oriented commercial district through the implementation of the 

following practices: 

    (a)    Encourage the use of awnings and window displays that create attractive storefronts and 

promote walk-ability throughout the downtown. 

    (b)    Promote a mix of retail, dining and limited service uses in which office uses are expressly 

prohibited on the street level. 

    (c)    Promote accessory uses, such as outdoor dining, that will enhance a pedestrian friendly 

atmosphere. 

    (D)   R-S – Regional Specialty Center Zone. 

    (1)    The R-S Zone has a physical character generally comprised of wide, deep lots with large 

scale development. This zone provides for the development of commercial areas that serve a 

regional need and promote the development of regional centers with diverse retail and 

entertainment uses. This zone will serve as a commercial and entertainment center that serves 

both local residents and the surrounding region. This district shall provide sufficient parking to 

meet the needs of regional shoppers while maintaining a walk-able, pedestrian friendly 

environment. This zone shall develop into a regional commercial destination through the 

implementation of the following practices: 



    (a)    Implement corner treatments to serve as entryways and/or focal points at major 

intersections and entrances throughout the R-S Zone. 

    (b)    Facilitate mixed-use developments that provide a vibrant balance of residential, retail, 

entertainment and dining uses. 

    (c)    Implement various pedestrian amenities and pedestrian linkages to the downtown 

commercial district (C-B Zone). 

 (E)   C-S – Commercial Services Zone. 

    (1)    The C-S Zone has a physical character commonly comprised of primarily narrow and 

shallow lots generally located along the City’s boundaries. This zone provides for the 

development of commercial areas that promote retail and provide transition areas between the 

City and neighboring communities. 

 (F)    C-P – Commercial Professional Zone. 

    (1)    The C-P Zone has a physical character generally comprised of both medium and large 

scale development located along principal and minor arterials. This zone provides for the 

development of integrated office and professional areas, in which all related uses and facilities 

may be located. This zone encourages the establishment of cohesive business parks that 

accommodate a range of professional office, laboratory and limited retail uses. (Ord. 2097 § 3, 

2013) 



S 

E  GRAVES  AV

S
 Y

n
e
z 

A
v

Fulton Av

D
E
L M

A
R
 A

V

W  GARVEY       AV

Po
tre

ro 
 G

rande 
 D

r

Is
a
b

e
ll
a

 A
v

Brightwood St

Ridgecrest St

S
 B

ra
d
sh

a
w

e
 A

v

FLORAL  DR

S
 W

ilco
x A

v

Ackley St

Abajo

1St    St

Mooney Dr

G
ra

n
d
ri

d
g
e 

A
v

HILL DR

G
ra

nd
e

Po
tr

e
ro

FRWY

LO
N

G

BE
A
C

H
FR

W
Y

W  RIGGIN  ST

S
h
e
ri

ff
 R

d

D
e
lt
a

 S
t

C
re

st
 V

is
ta

 D
r

E     GARVEY  AV

Arri
ba

K
e
m

p
to

n
 A

v

E Emerson Av

Saturn St

College View Dr

E Newmark Av

Keller StW
 El Repetto Dr

K
in

g
sf

o
rd

 S
t

D
e 

La
 F

u
e
n
te

 S
t

E Floral Dr

Dr

Dr

Dr

S

S

Casuda Canyon Dr

  
  

  
B
a
r r

a
n
ca

 Dr
M

O
N

TE
RE

Y 
 

PASS  

  
P
e
b
b
le

d
o
n
 S

t

 L
o
m

a
 V

er
d
e
 S

t

S 
Yn

ez
 A

v

Is
a
b

e
ll
a

 A
v

W 

   FLORAL   

  D
R

A
V

S
 

 N
E
W

 
 A

V

La
d

e
ra

 S
t

N
 

 N
E
W

 
 A

V

E Markland Dr

W Harding Av

N
 R

u
ra

l 
D

r

H
il
ls

id
e
 S

t

S
ch

o
o
ls

id
e
 A

v

  
  

  
 S

 

  
G

A
R
F
IE

L
D

  
F
u
lt
on

 A
v

S
 B

ra
d
sh

a
w

e
 A

v

Av

Text

Tegner Dr

RD

D
R

POMONA

POMONA

FRWY

M
ooney D

r

W Emerson Av

S
A

N
     G

A
B
R
IE

L

W
 R

am
ona

 B
lv
d

Longhill Dr

S
 R

u
ss

e
ll
 A

v

Ri
dg

es
id

e 
D
r

Re
dd

in
g 

A
v

N
 M

o
o

re
 A

v

E Fernfield Dr

E Coral View St

S
 L

in
co

ln
 A

v

W Newmark Av

Toll Dr

G
la

d
ys

 A
v

E Arlight St

La M
erced Rd

S
 F

in
d

la
y 

A
v

W Elmgate St

N
 O

ra
n

g
e
 A

v

E
ck

h
a
rt

 A
v

W Gleason St 

S
 W

ilc
o
x 

A
v

  
S

Li
nc

ol
n 

Av

S
 O

ra
n

g
e
 A

vVan

Buren Dr

Arroyo Dr

A
rl

a
n
d
 A

v

  Avd Cesar Chavez

C
O

RP
O

RA
TE

  
 

 C

E
N

T
E

R

SAN 

 BERNARDIN
O 

 FRW
Y

S
 R

a
m

o
n
a

 A
v

W Verde    Vista Dr

S
 H

e
n

d
ri

ck
s 

A
v

MONTEBELLO
TOWN CENTER

Hilliard Av

N
 A

tl
a
n

ti
c 

B
lv

d

S
u
n

ri
se

 D
r

?zE

?zE

%&q(

%&q(

!"̀$

!"̀$

E A S T  L O S  A N G E L E SE A S T  L O S  A N G E L E S M O N T E B E L L OM O N T E B E L L O

A L H A M B R AA L H A M B R A

R O S E M E A DR O S E M E A D

EAST 
LOS ANGELES

COLLEGE

MONTEREY PARK
GOLF COURSE

S
 A

lh
a
m

b
ra

 A
v

Berne St

N
 B

a
lt
im

o
re

 A
v

S
 C

h
a
n
d

le
r 

A
v

N
 A

lh
a
m

b
ra

 A
v

E
liz

a
b
e
th

 A
v

N
 N

ic
h
o

ls
o
n

 A
v

 W    POMONA  BLVD

S
 B

le
a
k
w

o
o
d
 A

v

Bluffhill Dr

N
 M

c 
P
h
e
rr

in
 A

v

M
cb

ri
d
e
 A

v

S 
D

iv
in

a
 V

is
ta

 S
t

Taylor Dr

N
 H

u
n
ti
n
g

to
n
 A

v

Roca Wy

S
 P

o
m

e
lo

 A
v

Metro
 Dr

El
 M

er
ca

d
o
 A

v

G
ra

yl
o
ck

 A
v

N
 F

lo
re

n
ce

 A
v

S
 S

e
ft

o
n

 A
v

Alpaca St

Colle
gia

n A
v

Hershey Av

W
a
n
d
e
ri
n
g
 D

r

S
 E

le
ct

ri
c 

A
v

Vagabond Rd

W Hampton Av

H
ig

h
la

n
d

 D
r

Country Rd

Doncre
st 

St

M
arsh Av

Alamo Dr

S H
eather D

r

S 
C
lo

ve
r 
D
r

S
 F

e
rd

in
a

n
d
 A

v

La
w

re
n
ce

 A
v

W Andrix St

Celito Dr

Ba
ile

y 
Av

Copa Wy

C
u

m
b
re

 S
t

Atlas Av

W Mabel

Ja
d
e 

Tr
e
e
 D

r

Pepper St

Briercliff W
y

Aldergate St

Kenton Dr

Crain Dr

Orange St

Te
lfo

rd
 S

t

Bleeker Av

BLVD

Yarrow St

N
 

  
  

 
 G

A
R
F
IE

LD
 

 A
V

W Newmark Av

S
 W

o
o
d
s 

A
v

Dorner 
 Dr

W Floral Dr

A
T
LA

N
T
IC

B
LV

D

K
e
lb

u
rn

 A
vMooney Dr

S M
cp

herri
n A

v

City of Monterey Park

0 1,200 2,400 3,600 4,800

Feet

Source: Los Angeles County Assessor Data, 2007.

Land Use Policy Map

City Boundary

Sphere of Influence Boundary

Low Density Residential (LDR) 

Medium Density Residential (MDR) 

High Density Residential (HDR) 

Commercial (C) 

Employment/Technology (E/T) 

Mixed Use I (MU1) 

Mixed Use II (MU2) 

Mixed Use III (MU3) 

Public Facilities (PF) 

Open Space (OS) 

Legend

Freeway

Stacked Multiple Roadway

Railroad



From: JP Wolk 

Sent: Tuesday, June 09, 2015 1:35:23 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada) 
To: Mesa CPUC; Fran Coye 

Subject: we are opposed to any additional MESA 500kv 

we are opposed to  any construction or enlargement to substations in City of 
Industry on Gale Ave or Walnut Creek Energy Park.  
we already have to deal with walnut creek energy park and the release of gas, odors 
ocassionally. 
the trains pass right next to it and it is a disaster waiting to happen. 
we have enough electromagnetic radiation surrounding us without additional 
electrical lines on Gale Ave, Bixby etc.. 
enough already. we all want to be healthy and dont want the exposures. 
we are vehemently opposed to any expansion plans. 
jp wolk 
 
 
 
--  

  
J.P. Wolk, its Chief Financial Officer 
  
16425 East Gale Avenue 
City of Industry, CA 91745 
  
626.961.7928 tel 
626.934.5271 fax 
jpwolk@swatfame.com 
www.swatfame.com 
 
PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION 
This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The information is intended 
only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. 
Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.  
 
Message scanned by the Symantec Email Security service. If you suspect that this 
email is actually spam, please send it as an ATTACHMENT to 
spamsample@messagelabs.com 
 

mailto:jpwolk@swatfame.com
http://www.swatfame.com/
mailto:spamsample@messagelabs.com


From: Salty [mailto:saulroe@yahoo.com]  

Sent: Friday, June 12, 2015 7:04 PM 
To: Marissa.Castro@sce.com; Mesa CPUC 

Subject: Mesa Substation Project 

 

Dear Ms. Castro, 
 
I own property near the proposed project and have a home in the supply area of 
the Substation. 
 
My concerns, which I would like addressed, are: 

 Impact on surrounding area during construction 
 visual changes for residence in the area 
 security of this important infrastructure component.  

The last item is of growing concern.  Attacks on infrastructure are increasing, and 
the project should include protection from likely threats.   These threats could 
include use of fire arms to destroy components, entry into the facility to wreck 
components.   Tall walls should be considered to prevent  those outside from 
direct line of site to critical equipment.  Security monitoring and access control are a 

must.    

Building barriers to protect the facility should be done in a way that it adds to the visual 

aesthetics, instead of detracting.  Landscaping and architecturally pleasing enhancements 

should be included. 

 
 

 

--  
Saul Roe 
735 la  mirada ave 
San Marino 
 saulroe@yahoo.com 
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From: Andy 

Sent: Friday, June 12, 2015 11:11:38 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada) 
To: Mesa CPUC; Martha Gonzalez. Kizh Gabrieleno 

Cc: Dr. Christina Swindall Martinez 
Subject: Preparation environmental impact report for the Mesa 500-kV substation project 

proposed by Southern California Edison . Application NO. 15-03-003 

Dear Lisa Ordaba  
This email is in response to your letter dated June 5, 2015 
 
“The project locale lies within a sensitive area where the traditional territories of 
the  Gabrieleño villages adjoined and overlapped with each other, at least during the 
Late Prehistoric and Protohistoric Periods. The homeland of the Gabrieleños , 
probably the most influential Native American group in aboriginal southern California 
(Bean and Smith 1978a:538), was centered in the Los Angeles Basin, and reached as 
far east as the San Bernardino-Riverside - Channel Islands and the inland costal 
areas.  Villages were based on clan or lineage groups. Their home/ base sites are 
marked by midden deposits, often with bedrock mortars. During their seasonal rounds 
to exploit plant resources, small groups would migrate within their traditional 
territory in search of specific plants and animals. Their gathering strategies often left 
behind signs of special use sites, usually grinding slicks on bedrock boulders, at the 
locations of the resources. Therefore in order to protect our Cultural resources 
we're requesting one of our experienced & certified Native American monitors to 
be on site during any & all ground disturbances.   
 
In all cases, when the NAHC states there are “No" records of sacred sites” in the 
subject area; they always refer the contractors back to the Native American Tribes 
whose tribal territory the project area is in.  This is due to the fact, that the NAHC is 
only aware of general information on each California NA Tribe they are "NOT " the 
“experts” on our Tribe.  Our Elder Committee & Tribal Historians are the experts 
and is the reason why the NAHC will always refer contractors to the local tribes.  
Please contact our office regarding this project to coordinate a Native American 
Monitor to be present. 
 
( The following are Recommendations of the State of Sacramento Native American 
Heritage Commission  .)   

Understanding Cultural Resources 

Involvement of Local Native American Representatives in the Cultural Resource 
Management Process 

It is strongly recommended that County or City Planning Agencies involve local Native 

American groups in the management of cultural resources. Native American leaders and 

representatives must be kept informed about proposed development projects, particularly 

those situated in potentially or known sensitive areas, so that their concerns may be 



heard. It is also recommended that city and county planners encourage the use of Native 

American Monitors during the course of archaeological excavations. 

 
 
 
Sincerely, 
  
Andy Salas  Chairman Of Gabrieleño Band Of Mission Indians/Kizh (Kit'c) Nation 
Of the Los Angeles Basin, Orange county and the Channel islands.  
NOTICE: PLEASE FILE OUR CONTACT INFORMATION FOR CONSULTATION ON  ALL 
FUTURE PROJECTS WITHIN OUR TRIBAL TERRITORY........  
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From: Lin, Alan S@DOT [mailto:alan.lin@dot.ca.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:55 AM 
To: 'state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov' 

Cc: Watson, DiAnna@DOT; Mesa CPUC 
Subject: SCH # 2015061014 Mesa 500 kV Substation Project 

FYI.  Hard copy will be mailed to the Lead Agency. 

Alan Lin, P.E. 
Project Coordinator 
State of California 
Department of Transportation 
District 7, Office of Transportation Planning 
Mail Station 16 
100 South Main Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
(213) 897-8391 Office 
(213) 897-1337 Fax 
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From: Marks,Alexander S 

Sent: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 11:50:48 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada) 
To: Mesa CPUC 

Subject: SCE Mesa 500-kV Substation NOP-EIR 

Dear Ms. Orsaba - 

Please find the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California’s comment letter on Southern 
California Edison’s proposed Mesa 500-kV Substation Project NOP-EIR attached.  

A hard copy is also being sent via U.S. mail. Please contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 
Alex Marks 

Alex Marks 
Associate Environmental Specialist 
Environmental Planning Team 
The Metropolitan Water District 
(213) 217-7629 

 ________________________________ 

This communication, together with any attachments or embedded links, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain 
information that is confidential or legally protected. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure, 
copying, dissemination, distribution or use of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, 
please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail message and delete the original and all copies of the communication, along with any 
attachments or embedded links, from your system.
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From: CPC ODS03277CPC 

Sent: Saturday, July 04, 2015 2:57:05 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada) 
To: Mesa CPUC 

Subject: Mesa Project CEQA Input 

This item is sent on behalf of Samuel B. Villalobos  

(323) 722-0475 

Please acknowledge received by calling Villalobos at your earliest convenience please. 

Thank you. 

Yvonne Billings

 Sr. Sales CPD Consultant | Office Depot, Inc. 
 2559 Via Campo Road | Montebello, CA 90640
 Tel: 323.726.2725 | ods03277cpc@officedepot.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this email and attached document(s) may contain confidential information that is 
intended only for the addressee(s). If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby advised that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance upon the information is prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please immediately notify the 
sender and delete it from your system. 
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From: Olivia Villalobos [mailto:olivia.villalobos14@gmail.com] 

Sent: Sunday, July 05, 2015 5:00 PM 
To: Mesa CPUC 

Subject: Mesa substation project 

Sent on behalf of Samuel B Villalobos as evidence of lack of maintenence and blight. To be 

included in the review of the EIR CEQA document as a negative impact of the proposed 5KV 

substation project and the existing facility by proponent. This shows negligence and disregard for 

residents and homeowners of Montebello. Please call me at 323-722-0475. 
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From: Joyce Kinnear 

Sent: Monday, July 06, 2015 1:46:39 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada) 
To: Mesa CPUC 

Cc: 'berlin@susieberlinlaw.com'; 'Pushkar Wagle'; Barry Flynn (brflynn@flynnrci.com); John Roukema 
Subject: Mesa Substation Project 

Please accept these comments from Silicon Valley Power, the City of Santa Clara’s publicly owned 
electric utility, on Southern California Edison’s Mesa 500-kV Substation Project (Application No. 15-03-
003) Environmental Impact Report. 

Thank you. 

Joyce Kinnear |  Division Manager, Joint Powers Agencies 
City of Santa Clara Electric Department  | 
1500 Warburton Avenue  |  Santa Clara, CA 95050 
(408) 615-6656 (Office) | (Email: jkinnear@santaclaraca.gov) 

The information contained in this email may be privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. The information is 
intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient or the employee or agent 
responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this 
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender 
immediately by reply email and delete this message from your computer. Thank you 
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Comments on Southern California Edison’s Mesa 500-kV 

Substation Project (Application No. 15-03-003) Environmental 

Impact Report  

Silicon Valley Power (SVP) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments to the California 

Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) on the scope of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for 

the Southern California Edison Mesa 500-kV Substation Project (Project). 

SVP believes that two major topics should be discussed in the EIR regarding the Southern 

California Edison’s (SCE) Mesa 500-kV Substation Project (A.15-03-003).  First, there should 

be a determination of whether SCE’s application for authority to construct the proposed Project, 

currently filed as a Permit to Construct (PTC), is sufficient for such a major project. Second, 

under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the CPUC must fully explore the “No 

Project” alternative. 

Sufficiency of a PTC for the Mesa Substation:  The Mesa 500-kV Substation Project 

application is filed as a PTC. The scope of this project exceeds that which is properly addressed 

in a PTC and requires the filing of a application for a certificate of public convenience and 

necessity (CPCN) under General Order (GO) 131-D.  The proposed project includes construction 

of the proposed Mesa 500 kV Substation and demolition of the existing Mesa Substation located 

within the City of Monterey Park as well as removal, relocation, modification, and/or 

construction of transmission1, sub-transmission, distribution, and telecommunications structures 

in Monterey Park, Montebello, Rosemead, South El Monte, Commerce, and unincorporated 

portions of Los Angeles County.  The proposed relocation and replacement of 230kV (Replace 

~17 overhead structures) and 500 kV (Relocate ≤ 3 overhead structures) transmission lines are 

clearly in excess of a 200 kV transmission line segment, which, pursuant to GO 131-D section 

IX, subdivision (A),2 requires that SCE’s application for authority to construct the proposed 

project must be presented as a CPCN application.   

1 The Vincent – Mira Loma 500 kV, Laguna Bell – Rio Hondo 230 kV & Goodrich – Laguna Bell 230 kV lines will 

be looped into the expanded substation. 
2 An electric public utility desiring to build transmission line facilities in this state for immediate or eventual 

operation in excess of 200 kV shall file for a CPCN not less than 12 months prior to the date of a required decision 

by the Commission unless the Commission authorizes a shorter period because of exceptional circumstances. 

Submitted by Company Submitted to Date Submitted 

Joyce Kinnear:  408-615-

6656, City of Santa Clara 

Electric Department, 1500 

Warburton Avenue, Santa 

Clara, CA 95050. 

City of Santa Clara, 

dba Silicon Valley 

Power (SVP) 

Lisa Orsaba: 

Mesa.CPUC@ene.com 

July 6, 2015 
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The Commission has found that a PTC cannot be used to circumvent the CPCN process when 

there is a need for a complete review of a project and not just a review of environmental 

concerns.   

 

In A.09-09-022 (Alberhill), the assigned Commissioner directed the docket office to change the 

caption of proceeding to provide for a CPCN in lieu of a PTC, and allowed SCE to amend its 

application to provide additional information.  In doing so, the Ruling stated that:3 

 

“Granted, the PTC procedure is more streamlined than the procedure required for a 

CPCN, as it is strictly limited to environmental review and does not address the need for 

and economic costs of the project [citation omitted]  However, the reason for 

implementing the PTC procedure was that ‘under-200 kV projects pose little economic 

risk to ratepayers, and thus, absent the potential for environmental impacts and related 

[CEQA] obligations, would not otherwise trigger Commission pre construction review.’ 

[citation omitted]  Again, that reasoning does not apply to the circumstances of this 

application, as this project involves over-200 kV facilities that are presumed to pose 

economic risk to ratepayers.” 

 

Accordingly, in A.09-09-022, the caption of the proceeding was changed to reflect the proper 

scope of the requested authorization in the application as a CPCN under GO 131-D, section 

IX(A),4 noting that the PTC procedure “focuses solely on environmental concerns, unlike the 

CPCN process which considers the need for and economic cost of a proposed facility.”5  The AC 

Ruling found in A.09-09-022 that a project costing about $380 million deserved an appropriate 

analysis of the need for that project provided under a CPCN procedure.  Like the Alberhill 

System Project presented in A.09-09-022, the Mesa Substation Project includes specific 

components that require a CPCN, and which do not qualify for an exemption as a “minor 

relocation.”  As such, the current application should be presented as a CPCN in order to ensure 

sufficient review of all relevant factors, including the need for and economic costs of the 

proposed project.  If SCE’s Application were granted, the PTC procedure would prevent the 

Commission from reviewing the reasonableness of and justification for the Mesa 500-kV 

Substation Project costs of $561 million6 or more, which could clearly pose economic risk to 

ratepayers. 

 

Review of the “No Project” Alternative:  Several questions were raised regarding the need for 

the Mesa 500kV Substation Project during the California Independent System Operators 

(CAISO) 2013-14 Transmission Planning Process.7 These questions range from disputed 

reliability issues in the SCE LA Basin area that could presumably be addressed by the Project to 

                                                 
3 Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling Directing Caption Modification, pp. 2-3, Application 09-09-022, March 3, 2010. 
4 Ibid. 
5 Ibid, citing (citing OIR re Transm’n Lines, D. 94-06-014, 55 CPUC2d 87, 101, 1994 Cal. PUC LEXIS 453, at *32 

(dated June 8, 1994)). 
6 Application Of Southern California Edison Company (U-338-E) For A Permit To Construct Electrical Substation 

Facilities With Voltage Above 50 kV: Mesa 500 kV Substation Project, March 13, 2015, p.5. 
7 Bay Area Municipal Transmission group (BAMx) comments on the CAISO Draft 2013-14 Transmission Plan, 

dated February 26, 2014, pp.2 and 6-7. See also Comments of the Office Of Ratepayer Advocates of the California 

Public Utilities Commission on the CAISO’s Draft 2013- 2014 Transmission Plan, pp. 5-6, and Comments of the 

California Public Utilities Commission Staff on the CAISO’s Draft 2013- 2014 Transmission Plan, pp. 2-4. 
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the cost-effectiveness of the Project relative to other generation and/or preferred resource 

solutions.8  Given the questionable justifications for the Mesa 500kV Substation Project, SVP 

strongly supports a complete analysis of the “No Project” alternative in the EIR. In particular, in 

compliance with California’s loading order,9 as part of the EIR process, the Commission must 

review the location of preferred resources in light of the Loading Order, including citing 

preferred resources at effective locations within the LA basin to eliminate the need for a $561M 

transmission project needs to be thoroughly analyzed.  

 

Conclusion 

SVP appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments to the Commission.  It is imperative 

that the state’s electricity infrastructure provide safe and reliable electricity to the state’s homes 

and businesses.  However, in doing so, it is critical that all proposed applications are presented to 

the Commission for complete review in a manner consistent with the Commission’s general 

orders and rules, and that the state’s ratepayers not be burdened with costs for facilities and 

projects that are not necessary. 

                                                 
8 “Preferred Resources” that meet the definition for energy efficiency, demand response, renewable resources, and 

clean distributed generation. 
9 The loading order consists of decreasing electricity demand by increasing energy efficiency and demand response, 

and meeting new generation needs first with renewable and distributed generation resources, and second with clean 

fossil-fueled generation. The loading order was adopted in the 2003 Energy Action Plan prepared by the energy 

agencies and the California Energy Commission’s 2003 Integrated Energy Policy Report (2003 Energy Report) used 

the loading order as the foundation for its recommended energy policies and decisions. 





April 13, 2015 

Samuel B. Villalobos 
1428 Via Palermo 
Montebello, CA 90640-1834 

California Public Utilities Commission 
Headquarters San Francisco Office 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, California 94102 

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR PARTY STATUS 
FILING Of PROTEST OPPOSING THE APPPLICATION 
FOR A PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT FOR THE MESA SUBSTATION PROJECT 

In keeping to Rule 2.6 Protest, Responses, and Replies of the California Public Utilities 
Commission’s  and in compliance with Rule 1.4. of the CPUC’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedures, subsections (a) (3) and (a) (4) herein I am respectfully documenting the 
filing a verbal motion submitted on Friday, April 10, 2015 on the CPUC Public Advisor  
in San Francisco telephone recording at its toll free telephone number 1-866-849-8391 
objecting to the proposed Mesa Project application and requesting “Party Status” and 
in compliance with subsection (a) (4) of this rule I hereby also file a written motion 
objecting to the proposed Mesa Project  and requesting “Party Status” recognition by 
the CPUC. As required please receive and file the following items: 

MOTION: Objection to the application to construction the 50KV Substation in the City 
of Monterey Park, California, Los Angeles County on the grounds that the proposed 
construction will pose an adverse effect to the quality of life, impact the physical and 
psychological health of residential community members residing in the City 
Montebello and impose a negative impact on the economic value of existing residential 
properties located in near proximity to the proposed construction site of the proposed 
Mesa Station. 

(1) Full Disclosure of person opposing the proposed Mesa Project application and 
making the verbal and written motion requesting “Party Status”: 

PERSON:  
Samuel B. Villalobos, 1428 Via Palermo, Montebello, CA 90640 
(323) 722-0475 

INTEREST IN THE PROCEEDINGS: 
 Adversely Impacted Property Owner
 Concerned City of Montebello Resident
 Owner Occupied Single Family Home
 Residential Land Use within 200 ft. of site



 Owner Occupied Two-Story Residential Structure    
 Location: 1428 Via Palermo, Montebello, CA 90640-1834 
 Consumer of California Public utilities 
 Montebello Community Advocate for safe environment (Since 1979) 

 
(2) Fact and legal contentions reasonably pertinent to the issues surrounding the 

application to construct the proposed 500 kV Mesa Substation Project are as 
follows:  
 

 1. Industrial Land-uses are not permitted in City of Monterey Park Commercial 
Land-use designation. The existing 220 kV substation will be upgraded to a new 
500kV substation. The existing substation sits on 22-acres of an 84-acre parcel 
which is zoned commercial and the proposed project will use about 70-acres 
which are also zoned Commercial.  Electrical Substation are not permit on the 
“Commercial” Land-use on the 70-acres site per City of Monterey Park 
Municipal  Code (See excerpt below)  

 

Monterey Park Municipal Code 
21.10.030 Land Use Regulations. 

Table 21.10(A) 

Permitted Uses in Commercial Zones 

Legend: 

     A        As an accessory use only 

     C        Permitted subject to approval of a conditional use permit 

     L        Permitted subject to limitations or special standards as described in Section 21.10.040 

     P        Permitted 

     S        Permitted only on second floor or above 

     X        Expressly prohibited 

 

Land Uses             

Additional/Accessory Uses N-S S-C C-B R-S C-S C-P 

Public Utility Substation X X X P P X 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 2. Non-compatible Land-Uses 
 
The application for the construction of a 500 kV Substation is non-compatible to the 
adjacent Residential Land-uses existing in Montebello to the south of the proposed 



Mesa Substation site. The Montebello Hills planned development that was constructed 
by the Ahmanson Corporation beginning 1977 through 1980 included single-family 
homes on Via Palermo, Montebello, California above the 60 Freeway and overlooking 
neighboring landscape grower businesses along Potrero Grande Drive in the City of 
Monterey Park, the residential communities on the hillsides of the City of Monterey 
Park and the view of the majestic San Gabriel Mountains in the far distance. The threat 
of the proposed industrial utilization of the 70-acres will impose adverse blighting 
conditions 200 feet from our home located at 1428 Via Palermo. The visual impact of 
the proposed 500 KV Mesa Substation nor power transfer tower have been 
nonexistent since we acquired our home in 1979.  
 

 3. Electric Magnetic Field (EMF) Compliance 
In 1997 Germany became the first nation to adopt a national rule on EMF exposure for 
the general public. “Ordinance 26 applies only to facilities such as overhead and 
underground transmission and distribution lines, transformers, switchgear and 
overhead lines for electric –powered trains. Both electric 5 kV/m and magnetic field 
exposure limits 91 Gauss) are high enough that they are unlikely to be encountered in 
ordinary life. The ordinance also requires that precaution measures be taken on a case-
by-case basis when electric facilities are sited or upgraded near homes, hospitals, 
schools, day care centers, and playgrounds. “ (Source EMF Electric Magnetic Fields 
Associated with the Use of Electric Power, NIEHS/ National Institute of Health June 
2002 page 55) “Is there an association between measured fields and child Leukemia? 
Yes,…”  (Source EMF Electric Magnetic Fields Associated with the Use of Electric Power, 
NIEHS/ National Institute of Health June 2002 page 16) I simply stated do not want to 
run any risk of know or unknown Health Risk that 24/7 exposure to 500 kV substation 
will generate. The proposed mitigation measures for the Mesa station are the sufficient 
protection measures.  The alternative to construct the Mesa Station away from the 
Montebello Hills Homes and Schurr High School in Montebello. Alternative sites have 
not be explored such  as in the Whittier Narrows area or on proponents own land in 
Rosemead California at their headquarters on Walnut in Rosemead. The response that 
the proponent’s representative provides is that Whittier Narrows would pose harm to 
flora and fona and that the parcel on Walnut in Rosemead has four existing buildings 
would expose to office staff to the daily operation of the proposed Mesa substation.  
 

 4. Schurr High School  
 
Schurr High school student body is located on Wilcox Avenue in Montebello, CA and 
the existing power lines (220kV) run generally overhead along the northerly boundary 
of the campus. Administrators, Faculty, Para-professional staff and student are at the 
school site generally from 6:00 a. m. to 9:00 p.m. daily Monday through Friday and at 
times on Saturdays.  EMF health risk should not taken by approving the proposed 
500kV substation.  The burden and responsibility for the EMF Health Risks Studies are 
with the proponent and the CPUC. The project review should not exclude 
communication with the students and their parents, faculty, staff and Montebello 
School District Administrators,  
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