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STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
505 VAN NESS AVENUE 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3298 

   

To: State Clearinghouse, Responsible and Trustee Agencies, Property Owners,  
& Interested Parties 

From: Juralynne Mosley, Environmental Project Manager 

Subject: NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
(EIR) AND NOTICE OF AN EDUCATIONAL WORKSHOP AND SCOPING 
MEETING:  
Permit to construct electrical facilities with voltages between 50 kV and 200 kV: 
Presidential Substation Project (A.08-12-023) 

Date: February 17, 2009 

Description of Proposed Project  
Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the State of California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) is preparing an EIR for the Proposed Project identified below, and is requesting 
comments on the scope and content of the EIR. Southern California Edison (SCE), in its CPUC 
application (A.08-12-023), filed on December 22, 2008, seeks a permit to construct (PTC) the Presidential 
Substation Project (Proposed Project), which includes the following major elements:  
 

• A new 66/16 kilovolt (kV) distribution substation on an approximate four acre site; 
• Removal of approximately 79 distribution poles and 5 subtransmission poles located within existing 

rights-of-way, and replacement with approximately 83 subtransmission poles to accommodate a new 
66 kV subtransmission line that would feed the proposed substation from two existing 66 kV 
subtransmission lines. Construction of the new subtransmission line would occur within 
approximately 3.5 miles of existing right-of-way; 

• Four new underground 16 kV distribution getaways; and 
• Facilities to connect the substation to SCE’s existing telecommunications system. 

 
The purpose of the Proposed Project is to meet forecasted electrical demands in the Cities of Simi Valley 
and Thousand Oaks, as well as adjacent areas of unincorporated Ventura County. 
 
Location of the Proposed Project 
The Proposed Project is located in portions of unincorporated Ventura County and the City of Thousand 
Oaks. The substation site would be located in the City of Thousand Oaks, and the subtransmission source 
lines would be located in both unincorporated Ventura County and the City of Thousand Oaks.  See 
attached, Figure 1.  
 
Issues To Be Addressed In The EIR 
It has been determined that a full EIR is required because the Proposed Project could result in potentially 
significant environmental impacts. The EIR will address impacts of the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the Proposed Project. Additionally, the EIR will also discuss and analyze alternatives to 
the Proposed Project.  
 
The Proposed Project and alternatives considered two potential substation sites and three potential 
subtransmission source routes that would connect the substation to two existing transmission lines in the 
area (see Figure 1, Project Location). Substation sites to be analyzed include: (A) an approximate four 
acre portion of a 40 acre parcel in the City of Thousand Oaks, that is vacant and privately owned, and (B) 
an approximate 2.3 acre parcel in the City of Simi Valley that is owned by the City and contains several 
abandoned buildings and structures that previously housed the Ventura County Sheriff’s Department. 
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Subtransmission source lines to be analyzed may include: (1) installation of approximately 4.5 miles of 
new subtransmission line through land presently used for open space and rural residential purposes; (2) 
installation of approximately five miles of new subtransmission line through land presently used for 
residential, commercial, public space, and open space purposes; and (3) installation of approximately 3.5 
miles of subtransmission line in existing rights-of-way, and adjacent to land presently used for 
agriculture, open space, and residential purposes. Other alternatives may be added based on input received 
during this NOP review period or by the EIR team in response to potentially significant environmental 
impacts identified during the EIR process.  
 
Specific areas of analysis to be addressed in the EIR include: aesthetics, agriculture resources, air quality, 
biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology 
and water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources, noise, population and housing, public 
services, recreation, transportation and traffic, and utilities and service systems. Where feasible, 
mitigation measures will be recommended to avoid or reduce potentially significant impacts. 
Additionally, potential cumulative impacts of the Proposed Project, when considered in context with other 
past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future projects in the area, will also be addressed in the EIR. 
 
Information to be included in the EIR will also be based on input and comments received during the NOP 
review period. Decision-makers, responsible and trustee agencies under CEQA, property owners, and 
interested persons and parties will also have an opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR after it is 
published and circulated for public review. For additional information about the CEQA review of the 
Proposed Project, go to: 
http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/esa/presidentialsubstation/index.html.  
 
Public Scoping Period for this Notice of Preparation 
Due to the time limits mandated by State law, please send your response at the earliest possible date, but 
no later than 30 days after the date of this notice. The public scoping period begins on February 17, 2009 
and will close at 5:00 p.m. on March 19, 2009. Please include a name, organization (if applicable), 
address, and email address of a contact person for all future notification related to this process. Public 
comments will become part of the public record and will be published in a Scoping Report. 
 
Please send your comments to: 

Ms. Juralynne Mosley 
Presidential Substation Project 

c/o Environmental Science Associates 
1425 N. McDowell Blvd, Suite 105 

Petaluma, CA 94954 
Fax: (707) 795-0902 

presidentialsub@esassoc.com 

Educational Workshop and Scoping Meeting  
In order for the public and regulatory agencies to have an opportunity to submit comments on the scope of 
the EIR, a meeting will be held during the NOP scoping period. The meeting will be held: 

 
Tuesday, March 3, 2009 

6:30 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. 
Park Oak Elementary School 

1335 Calle Bouganvilla 
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360 

 

From 6:30 to 7:00, the CPUC will hold an educational workshop. This workshop will address: a) CPUC’s 
process for reviewing the Proposed Project application; b) California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
review process for construction, operation and maintenance of the Proposed Project; and c) details on 
where the public can become involved with both planning processes. 
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From 7:00 to 9:00 the CPUC will hold the official scoping meeting. The scoping meeting will start with a 
brief presentation providing an overview of the Proposed Project and alternatives identified to date. 
Following the presentation, interested parties will be provided an opportunity to provide comments about 
the project. Comment forms will be supplied for those who wish to submit written comments at the 
scoping meetings. Written comments may also be submitted anytime during the NOP scoping period to 
the address, fax, or e-mail listed above.  
 
REMINDER: All comments will be accepted by fax, e-mail, or postmark through March 19, 2009. Please 
be sure to include your name, organization (if applicable), address, and email. 

 
Figure 1: Project Location 
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Project Website Notification 



 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

Southern California Edison's Presidential 
Substation Project 

(Application A.08-12-023, filed December 22, 2008) 

Welcome to the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) website for the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) review of proposed construction of Southern California Edison's (SCE) Presidential Substation Project. An 
application for this project was submitted to the CPUC on December 22, 2008 (Application A.08-12-023). This site 
provides access to public documents and information relevant to the CEQA review process. 
Files linked on this page are in Portable Document Format (PDF). To view them, you will need to download the free Adobe Acrobat Reader if it is not already installed on your PC. 
Note: For best results in displaying the largest files (see sizes shown in parentheses below for files larger than 3.0 MB), right-click the file's link, click "Save Target As" to download 
the file to a folder on your hard drive, then browse to that folder and double-click the downloaded file to open it in Acrobat. 

 
 
 

Background 

The CPUC is preparing an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Presidential Substation Project, and is requesting 
comments on the scope and content of the EIR. SCE seeks a permit to construct (PTC) the Presidential Substation, 
which includes the following major elements:  

� A new 66/16 kilovolt (kV) distribution substation on an approximate four acre site;  
� Removal of approximately 79 distribution poles and 5 subtransmission poles located within existing rights-of-way, 

and replacement with approximately 83 subtransmission poles to accommodate a new 66 kV subtransmission line 
that would feed the proposed substation from two existing 66 kV subtransmission lines. Construction of the new 
subtransmission line would occur within approximately 3.5 miles of existing right-of-way;  

� Four new underground 16 kV distribution getaways; and  
� Facilities to connect the substation to SCE's existing telecommunications system.  

The Proposed Project is to meet forecasted electrical demands in the Cities of Simi Valley and Thousand Oaks, as well 
as adjacent areas of unincorporated Ventura County. 

Location of the Proposed Project 

The Proposed Project is located in portions of unincorporated Ventura County and the City of Thousand Oaks. The 
substation site would be located in the City of Thousand Oaks, and the subtransmission source lines would be located in 
both unincorporated Ventura County and the City of Thousand Oaks. To view a project area map showing the proposed 
and possible alternate routes, click here. 

Environmental Review 

Public Scoping Period for this Notice of Preparation 

On February 17, 2009 the CPUC published a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR for the Presidential Substation 
Project (A.08-12-023). Click here to view the NOP. 

Scoping Meeting 

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, please send your response at the earliest possible date, but no later than 
30 days after the date of this notice. The public scoping period began on February 17, 2009 and closes at 5:00 p.m. on 
March 19, 2009. Please include a name, organization (if applicable), address, and email address of a contact person for 
all future notification related to this process. Public comments will become part of the public record and will be published 
in a Scoping Report. 

Please send your comments to: 

Ms. Juralynne Mosley 
Presidential Substation Project 
c/o Environmental Science Associates 
1425 N. McDowell Blvd, Suite 105 
Petaluma, CA 94954 
Fax: (707) 795-0902 
presidentialsub@esassoc.com 

Educational Workshop 

In order for the public and regulatory agencies to have an opportunity to submit comments on the scope of the EIR, a 
meeting will be held during the NOP scoping period. The meeting will be held: 

Tuesday, March 3, 2009 
6:30 p.m. - 9:00 p.m. 
Park Oak Elementary School 
1335 Calle Bouganvilla 
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360 

From 6:30 to 7:00, the CPUC held an educational workshop. This workshop addressed: a) CPUC's process for reviewing 
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the Proposed Project application; b) California Environmental Quality Act review process for construction, operation and 
maintenance of the Proposed Project; and c) details on where the public can become involved with both planning 
processes. 

From 7:00 to 9:00 the CPUC held the official scoping meeting. The scoping meeting began with a brief presentation 
providing an overview of the Proposed Project and alternatives identified to date. Following the presentation, interested 
parties were provided an opportunity to provide comments about the project. Comment forms were supplied for those 
who wish to submit written comments at the scoping meetings. Written comments may also be submitted anytime during 
the NOP scoping period to the address, fax, or e-mail listed above. 

Workshop Presentation Slides 

To view the slide presentation from the March 3rd, educational workshop, click here. 
To view the slide presentation from the March 3rd, scoping meeting, click here. 

REMINDER: Scoping comments will be accepted by fax, e-mail, or postmark through March 19, 2009. Please be sure to 
include your name, address, and telephone number. 

Proponent's Environmental Assessment (PEA) 

To view the Application or PEA for the project click a link below: 

� Application [5.3mb]  
� PEA [86.7mb]  

To go to the SCE website for the project click here. 

 
For Additional Information 

The CPUC, through its Environmental Review Team, manages environmental review of the project. To request 
additional information or to be added to the mailing list, please contact us by email, fax, or phone, as follows: 

Project email: presidentialsub@esassoc.com 
Project fax: (707) 795-0902  
Voicemail: (707) 795-0900 

This page contains tables and is best viewed with Firefox or Internet Explorer. 
Please report any problems to the Energy Division web coordinator. 

  

  

 Project Home Page - CPUC Environmental Information - CPUC Home - Top 
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Educational Workshop 



1

California Public Utilities Commission 

Educational Workshop

March 3, 2009
Thousand Oaks, CA

Presidential Substation 
Project

2

Workshop Participants

CPUC: Lead Agency under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

Juralynne Mosley, CPUC Project Manager

Environmental Science Associates (ESA): 
Environmental Consultant to the CPUC

Jennifer Johnson, ESA Project Director
Michael Manka, ESA Project Manager
Christa Hudson, ESA Deputy Project Manager
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Workshop Outline
CPUC Review Process

Permit to Construct (PTC) Review
Environmental (CEQA) Review

CEQA Overview

CEQA Process Schedule

How to Get Involved

CPUC Review Process

PTC Review

CEQA Review Environmental Considerations

Public Awareness to
Environmental Impacts

Mitigation 
Measures Alternatives



PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT PROCESS

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT PROCESS

PTC
Review

CEQA
Review



Investor Owned Utility (IOU)
Proposes to build infrastructure

Permit to Construct (PTC)

Discretionary Decision
of Commission

Approve Disapprove

Application Process

or

Basic Application and Environmental   
Review Processes (Step 1)

Utility Files ApplicationUtility Files Application

CPUC and its Environmental Consultant ReviewCPUC and its Environmental Consultant Review

Application
Deemed Complete

Application
Deemed Complete

Environmental 
Review Begins
Environmental 
Review Begins

Go to
Step 2



Environmental Review BeginsEnvironmental Review Begins

Environmental 
Review in Field
Environmental 
Review in Field

Agency
Consultation

Agency
Consultation

Conduct
Initial Study

Conduct
Initial Study

Basic Application and Environmental  
Review Processes (Step 2)

Prepare
Mitigated Negative

Declaration

Prepare
Mitigated Negative

Declaration

Prepare
Environmental
Impact Report

Prepare
Environmental
Impact Report

or Go to
Step 3

Basic Application and Environmental  
Review Processes (Step 3)

Prepare
Draft EIR
Prepare

Draft EIR

Public Notice
of Draft EIR

Public Notice
of Draft EIR

Public Comments and MeetingPublic Comments and Meeting

Final EIRFinal EIR

Contains
“Environmentally 

Superior” Route and 
Other Alternatives

Contains
“Environmentally 

Superior” Route and 
Other Alternatives

Public Workshops
and Scoping 

Meetings

Public Workshops
and Scoping 

Meetings

Receive information
from public to 
determine the 

range of issues 
and alternatives

Receive information
from public to 
determine the 

range of issues 
and alternatives

Go to
Step 4



Basic Application and Environmental  
Review Processes (Step 4)

Final EIRFinal EIR

ALJ Proposes Decision for 
Commission

ALJ Proposes Decision for 
Commission

ALJ’s Proposed DecisionALJ’s Proposed Decision

Interveners Comment on Proposed DecisionInterveners Comment on Proposed Decision

Commissioner May Propose an Alternative DecisionCommissioner May Propose an Alternative Decision

Commissioners VoteCommissioners Vote

To Get Involved in the PTC Process
Get on the Service List

Go to: 
http://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/sl_index.htm

Information you need:
Project Name: Presidential Substation Project
Proceeding Number: A.08-12-023
Administrative Law Judge: Janice L. Grau

Questions
(415) 703-2021 or process_office@cpuc.ca.gov



13

CEQA Overview 
The California Environmental Quality Act

Inform decision makers and the public about the 
potential significant environmental effects of a proposed 
project
Identify ways that environmental damage can be 
avoided or significantly reduced
Prevent significant, avoidable damage to the 
environment through the use of alternatives or 
mitigation measures
Disclose to the public the reasons why a governmental 
agency approved the project if significant environmental 
effects are involved

Focus on physical impacts to the environment

14

CEQA: Project Description 
Construction

What would be built
How would the project be built

Construction methodology
Equipment required
Workers required

Project schedule

Operations
How would the project be operated
Operational personnel required

Maintenance
How is the project maintained
When is maintenance performed
Maintenance personnel required
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Utilities and Service Systems Hydrology and Water Quality 

Noise Air Quality

Transportation and Traffic Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Recreation Geology, Soils, and Seismicity 

Public Services Cultural Resources

Population and Housing Biological Resources

Mineral ResourcesAgricultural Resources

Land Use and Planning Aesthetics

CEQA: Resource Areas

16

For Each Resource Area . . .

Define and Describe Existing Setting
Environmental setting
Regulatory setting

Establish Thresholds of Significance
What defines a “significant” impact

Identify Impacts and Mitigation Measures
Applicant Proposed Measures
CPUC Mitigations
Significance after mitigation
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CEQA: Project Alternatives 

Must identify a range of reasonable 
alternatives
Must be feasible

Legal, regulatory, technical

Must meet most basic project objectives
Must avoid or substantially lessen 
significant effects of the project
May be more costly

18

Alternatives may include . . .

Considered by the Applicant, developed by 
CEQA team, suggested by public/agencies
Alternative locations
Route variations
“Non-wires” alternatives

Energy conservation / demand management
Renewable energy resources

“No Project” alternative
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CEQA: Cumulative Impacts 

Consider past, present, reasonably 
foreseeable projects
Projections in adopted General Plan
Within same geographic scope
Incremental effect of Proposed Project

Individually small
May be cumulatively significant

20

To Get Involved 
in the CEQA Process 

You’re on the Right Track!
Please stay for the Scoping Meeting

Scoping Process
Notice of Preparation sent on February 17, 2009
Comment Period closes on March 19, 2009 at 5:00 p.m.
How to comment:

At this Scoping Meeting, via Email and/or Comment Letter

Draft EIR
DEIR anticipated June 2009
How to comment: 

At the Comment Meeting, via Email and/or Comment Letter
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Project Information

Ms. Juralynne Mosley
Presidential Substation Project

c/o Environmental Science Associates
1425 N. McDowell Blvd, Suite 105

Petaluma, CA 94954
Fax: (707) 795-0902

E-mail: presidentialsub@esassoc.com

Website: http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/
info/esa/presidentialsubstation/index.html
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1

Presidential Substation 
Project

California Public Utilities Commission 

Public Scoping Meeting
for Preparation of an

Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

March 3, 2009
Thousand Oaks, CA

2

Participants and their Roles 

CPUC: Lead Agency under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

Juralynne Mosley, CPUC Project Manager

Environmental Science Associates (ESA): 
Environmental Consultant to the CPUC

Jennifer Johnson, ESA Project Director
Michael Manka, ESA Project Manager
Christa Hudson, ESA Deputy Project Manager
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Meeting Agenda

CPUC Review Process
Project Overview
Alternatives
Next Steps
CEQA Process Schedule
Public Comment

Speaker cards
Comment forms

Basic Environmental Review Process 
(Step 1)

Utility Files ApplicationUtility Files Application

CPUC and its Environmental Consultant ReviewCPUC and its Environmental Consultant Review

Application
Deemed Complete

Application
Deemed Complete

Environmental 
Review Begins
Environmental 
Review Begins

Go to
Step 2



Environmental Review BeginsEnvironmental Review Begins

Environmental 
Review in Field
Environmental 
Review in Field

Agency
Consultation

Agency
Consultation

Conduct
Initial Study

Conduct
Initial Study

Basic Environmental Review Process
(Step 2)

Prepare
Mitigated Negative

Declaration

Prepare
Mitigated Negative

Declaration

Prepare
Environmental
Impact Report

Prepare
Environmental
Impact Report

or Go to
Step 3

Basic Environmental Review Process 
(Step 3)

Prepare
Draft EIR
Prepare

Draft EIR

Public Notice
of Draft EIR

Public Notice
of Draft EIR

Public Comments and MeetingPublic Comments and Meeting

Final EIRFinal EIR

Contains
“Environmentally 

Superior” Route and 
Other Alternatives

Contains
“Environmentally 

Superior” Route and 
Other Alternatives

Public Workshops
and Scoping 

Meetings

Public Workshops
and Scoping 

Meetings

Receive information
from public to 
determine the 

range of issues 
and alternatives

Receive information
from public to 
determine the 

range of issues 
and alternatives
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Proposed 
Project 
Location

8

Project Description
New 66/16kV distribution substation

~ 4 acre site in Thousand Oaks
Unstaffed, automated, low-profile substation

Installation of ~ 3.5 miles of 66kV overhead subtransmission 
line

Unincorporated Ventura County and City of Thousand Oaks
Existing right-of-way (ROW) along Read Road and Sunset Valley 
Road
Removal of 79 existing distribution poles and 5 subtransmission 
poles; replacement with 83 new subtransmission poles

Four new 16kV distribution getaways

Facilities to connect the substation to SCE’s existing 
telecommunications system
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Alternative Routes
Alternative #1

Total Length: 4.5 miles
2.7 existing ROW
1.8 miles new ROW

Route:
Heads east along Read Road from the intersection of 
Read Road and Moorpark Road, towards Sunset 
Valley Road, across Highway 23, to the Proposed 
Substation Site (~2.7 miles)
Heads in a northerly direction from Proposed 
Substation towards Esperance Road (~1 mile)
Parallels Esperance Road to Tierra Rejada Road (~0.8 
miles)
Traverses land presently used for open space and 
rural residential purposes

10

Alternative Routes (cont’d)
Alternative #2

Total Length: ~5 miles
Minimal new ROW may be required

Route:
Northeast along East Olsen Road, near the 
intersection of Olsen Road and Sunset Hills Boulevard 
in Thousand Oaks
Follows East Olsen Road to Proposed Substation
Continues along Madera Road to the intersection of 
Madera Road and Tierra Rejada Road in Simi Valley
Adjacent land uses include residential, commercial, 
public space, and open space
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Alternative Substation
Alternative Substation Location B

~2.3 acre parcel in Simi Valley
North side of Madera Road
Site of former Ventura County Sheriff’s Department
Presently contains buildings, structures, a garage and 
parking areas

12

Next Steps
Notice of Preparation was circulated to solicit 
input from agencies and the public
This meeting is part of the scoping process
A Draft EIR will be prepared and circulated for 
agency and public comment
Comments will be considered and addressed in 
a Final EIR
CPUC issues a draft decision on the Proposed 
Project after considering the EIR / other factors
CPUC considers comments on draft and 
alternate decisions and votes on the Project
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December 2009CPUC considers approval/disapproval of the Project

February 17, 2009 –
March 19, 2009

Notice of Preparation to solicit written input from 
agencies and the public

September 2009Consider and respond to comments, publish Final 
EIR

July 2009Public comment meetings will be held in the project 
area

June 2009Draft EIR circulated for agency and public comment

March 3, 2009Public Scoping meeting held in the project area

On goingAgency consultation meetings

CEQA Process Schedule

*Dates subject to change.

14

How to Comment
Please submit scoping comments no later than 
Thursday March 19, 2009 to:

Ms. Juralynne Mosley
Presidential Substation Project

c/o Environmental Science Associates
1425 N. McDowell Blvd, Suite 105

Petaluma, CA 94954
Fax: (707) 795-0902

E-mail: presidentialsub@esassoc.com

Website: http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/
info/esa/presidentialsubstation/index.html
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Public Comment

16

Discussion Guidelines
One person to speak at a time
Be concise
Stay on topic
Support everyone’s participation
Respect others’ opinions
Comments will be recorded
Written comments are encouraged



Presidential Substation Project F-1 ESA / 207584.02 
Scoping Report April 2009 

APPENDIX F 
Scoping Meeting Transcript 



NEWCPUC.TXT

           1

           2      THOUSAND OAKS, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, MARCH 3, 2009

           3                    PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

           4                       PUBLIC COMMENTS

           5

           6        JIM ASSALLEY:  I will be very, very brief.  There

           7   are numerous reasons why I object to this project.  I

           8   mean, I could go on for hours, literally.  But I have

           9   kind of narrowed it down to two main things.  One is EMF

          10   exposure to my kids.  I have three small children and

          11   there are numerous studies that link EMF and high

          12   voltage lines to leukemia and other childhood illnesses.

          13   The other is property value.  I think it's going to have

          14   a significant effect on the values.  These are going to

          15   be eyesores, as you will see multiple representations

          16   from people that do representations of what these towers

          17   are going to look like.  These houses we purchased only

          18   three years ago, most of us at the height of the market.

          19   We have already lost 20 to 30 percent in value just

          20   because of the economy.  And the California Association

          21   of realtors estimate that the value loss, because of

          22   high voltage lines, is anywhere from 20 to 30 percent of

          23   your property value, depending on proximity.  So now

          24   your house is worth half of what you paid for it.  I'm

          25   going to be forced to sell and walk away from my house

                                                                   1
?

           1   if these lines go through absolutely..  In this market,
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           2   it's going to be devastating to me, my life savings

           3   gone, and I just don't think anybody should be allowed

           4   to put in power lines without taking these kind of

           5   things into consideration, the effect it has on people

           6   personally in this kind of a market, especially from the

           7   real estate values.  All these homes are larger, they

           8   are designed for families with kids.  Nobody is going to

           9   want to look at these homes.  I know I wouldn't.  The

          10   SCE can cite, well, there is no direct relate to EMF,

          11   there is always a counter study that says there is no

          12   negative aspect to it.  But I buckle my kids up in the

          13   seat belt every time, but I never get in an accident,

          14   but I buckle them up every time for the one percent

          15   chance that I may get in an accident, it will protect my

          16   kids.  And I would have to move to protect my family if

          17   there is a small chance of any kind of cancer related to

          18   this.  That's pretty much it in a nutshell.  Thank you..

          19   Very much.

          20        CHUCK CRONIN:  First of all, I want to thank you

          21   folks for traveling here and working on this.  There is

          22   a couple here from San Francisco, you are here at night,

          23   working.  I appreciate it.  I know you are getting paid,

          24   you are consultants.  Just very much appreciate your

          25   openness to look at other alternatives.  We have done

                                                                   2
?

           1   quite a bit of analysis relative to the document.  Our

           2   biggest concern is, in fact, the demand that is stated

           3   by the Southern California Edison.  We went to an
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           4   independent party, which is the California Energy

           5   Commission, who does an updated report every year, an

           6   independent, impartial third party.  That we are in Zone

           7   8, in case you want to look at the reference documents.

           8   We will send it to you.

           9            Zone 8 is expected to have an energy demand

          10   increase of one percent for ten years, Southern

          11   California Edison projects for our particular area an

          12   area that is virtually fully built out in Thousand Oaks

          13   and Simi Valley.  I think there are less than 100

          14   buildable lots in a town of 40,000 homes in Thousand

          15   Oaks.  Virtually the same in Simi Valley.  But Southern

          16   California is expecting a 25 percent increase in demand

          17   over the next ten years.  We don't think that demand

          18   estimate is justifiable because both the city and a

          19   number of us have asked for the justification of that

          20   demand and none is forthcoming.

          21            It's interesting to note that Southern

          22   California Edison in their rebuttal document issued

          23   yesterday indicated that they don't need to justify the

          24   demand in the EPA.  We find that incredible that

          25   somebody would spend 40 million dollars, pass it on to

                                                                   3
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           1   the rate payers, and not even have to justify the need.

           2   That's Item No. 1.

           3            If the demand was increasing, we feel that

           4   Southern California Edison has not done a sufficient job

           5   in our area relative to the California Solar Initiative.

           6   In the California Solar Initiative, Southern California
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           7   Edison is basically operating at about one-third the

           8   installed capacity to solar, one-third of the

           9   applications of PG&E.  PG&E has a smaller goal up in

          10   Northern California than Southern California Edison has

          11   here.

          12            Now, Southern California has done a valuable

          13   job of purchasing renewable energy from outside the

          14   state.  But where we feel they have fallen short and we

          15   are going to pay the price for it is where they have to

          16   put in transmission lines for fossil fuel based energy

          17   coming out of the Moorpark substation, whereas if they

          18   had been very proactive and spent the $40 million that

          19   they are spending on these power lines on a concentrated

          20   effort to put in solar.  The city of Thousand Oaks did a

          21   co generation plan, or a self generation plan combined

          22   with solar, and the only other major solar installation

          23   is Macy's, which did it as of their own initiative, did

          24   28 stores in California, rather than the input of

          25   Southern California Edison.  So we feel that Southern

                                                                   4
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           1   California Edison needs to invest double or triple over

           2   the next year in solar projects and use the money from

           3   this rate payer money that would be coming out of this

           4   transmission line, $40 dollars would basically negate

           5   the need if you combined it with the upgrade of the two

           6   substations mentioned in their report.

           7            So we think the need, there are many other

           8   alternatives that you mentioned that could be used, and
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           9   certainly under a, quote, no project alternative, the

          10   increase in solar, self generation, targeted in the area

          11   would supply enough energy, combined with the upgrades

          12   for the two substations.

          13            How much longer do I have?  One minute, okay.

          14   It does mention also as far as citing of the substation,

          15   if it was truly needed, that it's Moorpark, Thousand

          16   Oaks 2 Line, actually runs through the targeted area for

          17   the substation based on the SCE maps, yet there is no

          18   alternative even remotely close to the targeted

          19   substation area.

          20            If you look in the PEA there is a little

          21   circle, roughly, where they targeted the substation.

          22   There is no justification for why that had to be done in

          23   that tight of a circle.  But even though the Moorpark

          24   line runs through that area, there is no cite in their

          25   proposal for the substation within the targeted area.

                                                                   5
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           1   Even though there is an easement and setbacks for the

           2   Moorpark, Thousand Oaks 2 Line running right through

           3   that targeted area.  That's my minute.  Thank you very

           4   much.

           5        GASTON MONAJT:  I would like to address the

           6   undergrounding of the electric line and equipment.  I

           7   visited the Southern California Edison web page under

           8   environment commitment, they address the CPUC Rule 20,

           9   policies and procedure for the undergrounding of

          10   electric line and equipment.  Under Rule 20 of the CPUC,

          11   undergrounding projects are financed by utility rates
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          12   money, combined rate funds, local tax proceeds or

          13   private funds, depending on whether the Rule 20A, 20B or

          14   20C provision of Y.

          15            Now, my understanding is that Rule 20A

          16   provision would apply in this situation.  Rule 20A

          17   governs, "The overhead equipment that must be located

          18   within or pass through a civil recreational or scenic

          19   area."

          20            Now, both the electrical line and the

          21   substation would be located in the scenic area

          22   designated as such by the city of Thousand Oaks.  Both

          23   Route 23 and Olson Road are entrances to the city of

          24   Thousand Oaks and are considered scenic areas.  Easterly

          25   direction of Olson Road approaching Simi Valley is also

                                                                   6
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           1   considered a scenic corridor by the city of Simi Valley.

           2   This should classify this project under Rule 20A of the

           3   CPUC.

           4            Now, in the question-and-answer section of the

           5   SCE web page, there is a question regarding the cost of

           6   undergrounding.  The answer states, and I quote, "The

           7   cost of overhead lines and the equipment is 20 percent

           8   the cost of undergrounding."  It sort of reverts the

           9   answer when you talk about the cost of overhead versus

          10   undergrounding instead of the other way around.

          11            However, the next question asks, and I quote,

          12   "How much of my SCE bill goes to undergrounding?"  The

          13   answer is as follows..  "According to the CPUC and SCE
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          14   web page, the average cost of undergrounding per

          15   residential customer per month is in the neighborhood of

          16   a nickel."

          17            A nickel.  Per person, per house.  So I don't

          18   believe that SCE has approached or considered the

          19   undergrounding aspect of this project.  Undergrounding

          20   should definitely be considered because of the scenic

          21   area, the narrow width of regrowth, and the closeness of

          22   the steel poles to residents.  Some of these poles will

          23   be as close as 25 feet to homes.  We have to consider

          24   the destruction of vegetation and trees within a five to

          25   ten feet diameter of these poles.  This is what SCE says

                                                                   7
?

           1   they will have to do.

           2            Also the fact that some of the present wooden

           3   poles are located on slopes that will require a large

           4   amount of excavation in order to install the new steel

           5   poles.  It will make that area look desolate and like an

           6   industrial park.  Talk about property values.

           7            As to undergrounding in the area, the present

           8   electric line on Read Road actually goes underground in

           9   order to cross Route 23, but they don't want to do that.

          10   They want to put a huge pole and go over the freeway.

          11   Undergrounding is a fact and it should be used if this

          12   alternative route is chosen.  It will minimizes the

          13   environmental impact on our small, scenic rural area and

          14   the corridor at the entrance of the city of Thousand

          15   Oaks.  Thank you.

          16        JOSH VALDEZ:  Good evening everyone.  My name is
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          17   Josh Valdez.  I own the first home on Read Road when

          18   entering the enclave.  When reading the application that

          19   Southern California Edison submitted, I noticed it's

          20   full of inaccuracies.  This is not my opinion, but it's

          21   objective facts.  I believe a picture is worth a

          22   thousand words and I will submit with my official

          23   comments a simulated accurate picture of how the power

          24   lines would look on Read Road.  I have been forced to

          25   engage an attorney to represent me and my family.  This

                                                                   8
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           1   is obviously a cost that is well worth it and we are

           2   willing to do whatever we have to do to make sure that

           3   this project is denied.  I do have three small children.

           4   Myself and my wife will have no other option but to move

           5   if these power lines are approved and these power lines

           6   go up.  We probably would also lose our home as no one

           7   will by a home with power lines on it, and I would never

           8   stay in the home that had power lines on it, and I

           9   couldn't never wait for it to be sold.  But it probably

          10   never would be sold.

          11            I know there are a lot of opinions of whether

          12   power lines cause cancer, leukemia and have other

          13   negative health benefits.  For four years I ran the

          14   Department of Health and Human Services for the United

          15   States government.  And I seen firsthand the results of

          16   these power lines, the health effects, and I have read

          17   many, many reports, and I have done quite a bit of

          18   research and no one can tell me that it's harmless or
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          19   that it would not cause any negative health

          20   consequences.

          21            Once again, if these power lines do go up, we

          22   would immediately have to lose our home, and we would

          23   have to move.  And I believe many of my neighbors would

          24   be in the same predicament of having to lose their homes

          25   as well, or staying and having health factors, negative

                                                                   9
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           1   health factors for them and their families.  I

           2   respectfully ask that this project be denied.  Thank

           3   you.

           4        CRAIG UNDERWOOD:  My name is Craig Underwood.  We

           5   have a family farm located adjacent to Read Road and

           6   Sunset Valley Road and we are very concerned about the

           7   impact of these power lines going in right next to the

           8   farm.  We have about 40,000 school children that come

           9   out on scheduled tours during the year and probably

          10   another 10,000 or 20,000 that come out unscheduled

          11   throughout the year.  During October, about 50,000 or

          12   60,000 people come out during the month to visit the

          13   farm.  Our country classroom, where we talk to the

          14   children before they tour the farm, is located right

          15   next to Sunset Valley Road, and then the tour area where

          16   they go out to pick their pumpkins is right next to the

          17   road.  So that is a concern for us as well as the impact

          18   of these power lines on the green belt area which is the

          19   designation for the Tierra Rejada valley.  It's a

          20   pristine valley surrounded by urbanization, and we would

          21   like to preserve the character that it has.
Page 9



NEWCPUC.TXT

          22            I know that the impact on home schooling is a

          23   consideration, and one of your neighbors does have a

          24   home schooled child, and I can leave some pictures here

          25   for the where the farm is located and this shows the

                                                                   10
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           1   tour area and the classroom area.  Thank you.

           2        MIRANDA ASSALLEY:  I don't want them to put up

           3   power lines next to my house because then we will have

           4   move and we will have to give away our dogs and my

           5   family with lose a lot of money and be really sad.

           6   Thank you.

           7        MARK TOWNE:  Good morning.  My name is Mark Town

           8   and I am the Deputy Director of Community Development

           9   for the city of Thousand Oaks.  First of all, I want to

          10   thank CPUC and Ms. Mosley for working on this project

          11   and the CPUC's decision in preparing the EIR report.  I

          12   also wanted to thank ESA for hosting this workshop

          13   tonight.  Appreciate it.

          14            As I think many are aware the city did submit a

          15   formal protest on this project.  We have reviewed SCE's

          16   response to that which we received yesterday.  The city

          17   will be providing written comments with regard to the

          18   scoping meeting, which will reflect in general the

          19   comments and our formal protest, including additional

          20   thoughts based on discussions we are having this

          21   evening.  The city does still have significant concerns

          22   with regard to this project, particularly in the area of

          23   project need, substation alternatives, route
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          24   alternatives, esthetic issues, undergrounding which was

          25   previously mentioned, and also sensitive biological and

                                                                   11
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           1   archeological resources.

           2            So in conclusion, I would like to thank PCUC

           3   for hosting tonight's meeting and also to indicate we

           4   will be providing written comments in more detailed form

           5   prior to March 19.

           6        GREG SMITH:  Hello.  My name is Greg Smith.  I'm

           7   senior environmental planner with the city of Thousand

           8   Oaks.  Mark had mentioned kind of the overview of our

           9   general concerns with respect to this project.  I have

          10   been working with the other staff members in preparing

          11   written comments that will be submitted as part of the

          12   scoping process.

          13            I did want to bring to the attention of ESA

          14   some of the issues that we are specifically concerned

          15   about.  One of them I noticed as a part of the CEQA

          16   processing scheduled was the timeframe for the release

          17   of the draft EIR.  As we indicated in our original

          18   protest letter, we do know that there are some rare and

          19   endangered plant species on the proposed substation

          20   site.  The protocol periods for surveys of those plants

          21   extend into July, and it would seem as though this

          22   tentative release of the EIR may be in conflict with the

          23   need to do an adequate survey for rare plants.

          24            We have mentioned in our letter of protest, and

          25   we will be submitting additional comments, that there is
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                                                                   12
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           1   a very sensitive archeological resources that have been

           2   preserved within the subtransmission group alignment

           3   that extends and flanks Read Road.  There is extensive

           4   documentation on the location of these resources.  We

           5   feel that there will be some significant effects.  We

           6   have been in contact with the Native American monitor

           7   who worked on that site originally at the time the

           8   subdivision was being reviewed environmental.  That

           9   person's name is Mr. Andulo.  He indicated concern over

          10   the possible direct impacts of reinstalling steel poles,

          11   66kV lines in that area, and has personally expressed

          12   the opinion that he would prefer they have those impacts

          13   avoided if at all possible.

          14            We have also raised our own concerns about

          15   scenic highway corridor which is Route 23 freeway.

          16   Proposal of this project at the current time would

          17   propose to suspend 66kV lines above the freeway in a

          18   highly visible location..  And the information we

          19   received in regard to the height of the towers necessary

          20   to suspend them above the fail slope is something we are

          21   very concerned about and we would request that detailed

          22   photo simulations be provided in the EIR to address

          23   these issues.

          24            And I want to indicate that we have been

          25   working on a series of alternative exhibits and will

                                                                   13
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           1   propose alternative alignments for not only the

           2   subtransmission route to minimize not only the visual

           3   impacts of this project, but to limit EMF exposure to

           4   the local residents.  In the past, we have exercised

           5   prudent avoidance, which is a policy that Southern

           6   California Edison observes adjacent to schools.  We try

           7   to minimize exposure to local residents where we have a

           8   situation where a new subdivision was and we tried to

           9   locate those residential homes outside that 200-foot

          10   exposure corridor.

          11            We realize we have a different situation here,

          12   but we feel there may be some alternatives with some

          13   undergrounding of the transmission facilities that would

          14   accomplish that same goal and appease some of the

          15   concerns that the residents have about future health

          16   risks associated with these facilities.

          17            So anyway, that is basically summarizing some

          18   of our concerns.  We want to listen carefully this

          19   evening and see what other people have to say and will

          20   submit written comments that will be thorough and

          21   complete and hopefully have this information provided as

          22   part of the environmental review process.  So thank you.

          23        JAYNE ZEOLLA:  My name is Jayne Zeolla representing

          24   the Deer Creek Community Association.  We are a small

          25   community of 18 homes near Read Road adjacent to the

                                                                   14
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           1   lines that will be erected.  Several of our neighbors

           2   are here and I want to thank them, Chuck especially, for
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           3   all their hard work.  We oppose this both on esthetic

           4   and health reasons.  Several of the homes in our

           5   community are well within the 200-foot range of these

           6   power lines that will go in.  I realize you don't take

           7   property values into account, but the direct correlation

           8   of why these property values dived is definitely

           9   environmental.  Health concerns, which have been

          10   reported, the noise the power lines make on a misty day,

          11   as well as esthetics.  I know for me, I have lived in

          12   this area almost 20 years, and for 17 of them I aspired

          13   to live in the beautiful place around the Tierra Rejada

          14   valley and finally realized that dream less than three

          15   years ago.  And now it's about to be ruined.  And I even

          16   live as close to the power lines, as a lot of the other

          17   people, so I want everyone to know that the home owners

          18   association is behind them in this fight and will do

          19   whatever it takes to get this project mitigated.

          20        WILLIAM GANTZEK:  My name is William Gantzek.  I am

          21   past president of the Rancho Madera Homeowners

          22   Association in Simi Valley.  I agree with the gentleman

          23   earlier here that spoke up about the need for this

          24   substation.  I think that conservation and other methods

          25   can be used rather than putting these power lines across

                                                                   15
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           1   people's properties, providing EMF to the children that

           2   are underneath them, and especially, I have got a map

           3   here, and I am going to have to clarify with ESA the

           4   alternatives here.  There is one that goes along Madera
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           5   Road in Simi Valley that goes right past the Ronald

           6   Regan Presidential Library, and I think they are going

           7   to be pretty upset about this.  I don't see a

           8   representative from the library tonight, but I know we

           9   have a close relationship with them because we are right

          10   under the library.  And the power lines would have to go

          11   through our area, and we have a lot of children and we

          12   have a lot of homes that are along Madera Road.

          13            Now, this is not something that is done

          14   lightly.  You don't put power lines across an area that

          15   is already undergrounded and the undergrounding has been

          16   paid for by the people living there.  And I don't think

          17   that putting power lines above the ground right now is

          18   even, should even be considered along this area.  I

          19   think there is enough area in the back country there

          20   that be can be utilized that they don't have to go

          21   through areas like Read Road and along Madera Road.  I

          22   think that Southern California Edison and the PUC can

          23   come up with other alternatives.  And like the gentleman

          24   here, I agree that the conservation should be considered

          25   as the No. 1 thing to do because of the fact that

                                                                   16
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           1   California population is declining right now and it's

           2   going to continue to decline, especially if the economy

           3   worsens in the next couple years.  Guess what is going

           4   to happen?  There is going to be a lot less electricity

           5   usage.  And I think that Southern California Edison,

           6   being the big utility that it is, should look at it's

           7   own projections and revise them downward.
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           8            There is no reason that they should have to

           9   build another substation within an area, especially that

          10   has been built out, and they would want to go through

          11   residential areas where there are school children and

          12   various parks and things like this that they would

          13   destroy.  This is not an environmentally descent project

          14   for those people that live there and have to work there

          15   and have to be there.

          16            So I think that Southern California Edison

          17   needs to review and the PUC and ESA, and I thank them

          18   for being here tonight, needs to review what is being

          19   done here, because the alternatives are not very good.

          20   And I think that they need to review the necessary need

          21   for this power station..  I don't think the need is there

          22   and I don't think their projections are realistic.

          23            Thank you very much.

          24        JENNIFER CRANDALL:  Hi.  I'm Jennifer Crandall.  I

          25   live on Read Road.  We have lived there now for eight

                                                                   17
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           1   years come this week and we were greatly drawn to the

           2   property because of it's beautiful setting with the farm

           3   views across the street, thanks to Mr. Underwood and the

           4   orchards, and we just feel like we are out in the farms.

           5   And it's a beautiful area.  And this would be

           6   devastating to the area of Thousand Oaks to have these

           7   lines run down the street.  These don't go down our

           8   backyards or the side of subdivisions for us.  This pole

           9   is 110 feet from our front door.  Right now, the current
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          10   wooden pole is the old fashion pole they had to put up

          11   because it's an old country road, seven years ago, and

          12   it's a tree lined road, so you see the beautiful trees

          13   alongside the road, and the wooden poles right now are

          14   kind of woven into the trees that are there and you

          15   don't really notice them.  And not only am I really

          16   upset about this because of the beauty that it's going

          17   to take away, after they go up we are going to look back

          18   and say, "What did we let them do?"  And I don't know

          19   how much weight my little voice has in this whole

          20   matter.  I almost feel defeated to begin with, but it's

          21   going to be a shame and we are going to say, "What have

          22   we done to our beautiful land?"  And that's one concern..

          23            I was actually going to talk about property

          24   values because we have been trying to sell our place now

          25   for four years because we are getting closer to

                                                                   18
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           1   retirement age and I sunk all my money into the

           2   property, so I don't have anything in savings other than

           3   what is in the property and I felt it was best to take

           4   it out of that and move to something smaller and start

           5   saving, but this is definitely affecting the potential

           6   buyers, and I can speak firsthand because we have lost a

           7   lot of prospective buyers since they posted these

           8   notices.  They posted one that was literally one and a

           9   half feet from our For Sale sign, and it would detract

          10   any buyer.  And the weekend they put it up was the two

          11   weeks between Christmas and New Year's when there is no

          12   one around to answer questions.  And there was a man
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          13   outside the truck by the pole in front of our house, and

          14   I thought maybe he was a neighbor and I went out to

          15   introduce myself.  And I said, "Are you one of the

          16   neighbors read this sign?"  And he said, "Actually I'm

          17   one of the people, I work for the SCE and we are going

          18   to be building these lines, and I didn't realize they

          19   were going down Read Road.  And I was trying to buy the

          20   home at the end of the street."

          21            And so I said, "Well, how does that affect

          22   things?"  He said, "I'm not interested anymore."  And I

          23   said, "Tell me about these.  Why can't they put these

          24   underground?"  He said, "Oh, these aren't that easy.

          25   These are major transmission lines."

                                                                   19
?

           1            And so he explained to me, you know, the high

           2   voltage situation.  And I thought here is a man who is

           3   going to be building these lines and he is not even

           4   interested in buying a home because he knows what they

           5   are all about.  So what conflicts me most is we have had

           6   the engineer herself out to talk about the actual

           7   structure, and I called her again today and every time I

           8   call these people directly I get a different answer.  So

           9   I'm wondering what information is correct and what isn't

          10   correct.

          11            And when she came out to the house with Rudy

          12   Gonzalez, I said, "How much taller is the pole going to

          13   be?"

          14            She said, "Oh, you will hardly notice it.  It's
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          15   going to be 15 feet higher than what you have."

          16            And today I called and said, "I want to make

          17   sure I have the information correct because I have to

          18   represent this information to potential buyers and I

          19   don't want to give them wrong information."

          20            And she said, "Actually it's going to be 78

          21   feet."

          22            And I said, "The current pole is 33 feet.

          23   That's not 15 feet higher, it's another 35 feet higher

          24   than what we have."  That's a big difference than the

          25   information I got a month ago, and I feel like every

                                                                   20
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           1   time I ask a question it's a different answer, so it

           2   gets upsetting.

           3            I think the other thing that concerns me is

           4   that when I asked the engineer, "Why can't we put these

           5   underground?"  She said it was too expensive.  I said,

           6   "Why can't we run them on Tierra Rejada Road where it's

           7   a big, four-lane road and we won't see if affecting the

           8   country feel of Thousand Oaks?"

           9            She said, "Those towers there already have

          10   enough lines."

          11            "So why not put another set of towers next to

          12   them?"

          13            And she goes, "Well, you are going to be adding

          14   another seven miles to this alternative we are looking

          15   at right now."

          16            Well, if the SCE is on the television every

          17   hour or every commercial saying, "We are a company you
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          18   can trust, 100 years of service, we are working toward

          19   alternative power sources" and whatnot, how come they

          20   can't spend the money for the seven extra miles or find

          21   an the alternative route, and we only saw one or two

          22   alternatives up there tonight.  We should see five

          23   alternatives, including not even doing them because

          24   there is no proven need for this right now.  We are

          25   having declinings of 10 percent each year the last two

                                                                   21
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           1   years, with the SCE saying, "We are going to alternative

           2   power sources now."  So this to me does not make any

           3   sense.  It's really all conflicting.

           4            So I don't see why they are spending so much

           5   money on public advertising on all these TV stations.  I

           6   don't know how many million dollars of dollars that

           7   cost, but it's got to be more than seven more miles of

           8   an alternative line that isn't going to destroy a

           9   country road in Thousand Oaks.  Or more than it would

          10   cost to put it underground than they are spending on

          11   advertising.  So we need to dig a little deeper before

          12   we do something that we can't turn around.

          13        LILY WU:  My name is Lily Wu.  Thank you very much

          14   to the CPUC for the workshop.  I think it's important.

          15   I came prepared to make a speech in front of everyone

          16   and I have many protest letters.  I think they have

          17   given really, really good reasons from many people, and

          18   especially from the city of Thousand Oaks.  So I'm here,

          19   I just got off work, and I come here because I wanted to
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          20   make one point.  I think it's very, very important and

          21   many people have made the point:  Why make a project,

          22   especially putting a large power line anywhere, that is

          23   long term that is probably looking at 50 years down the

          24   road.  And it is very important when we spend money, so

          25   much manpower, so many efforts to do things right.  When

                                                                   22
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           1   I saw my house the first time, we fell in love with our

           2   backyard.  And we bought the house without even lowering

           3   it a dime because we have that beautiful Underwood Farm

           4   right next to my backyard.  It's just like everyone,

           5   many of you, we have enjoyed the country life.  And as a

           6   city to have that beautiful place we can call home.  If

           7   we put the power line in there, and I have picture to

           8   give to you, I think that would be destroying our life,

           9   lower our property.  I think if SCE chooses to put power

          10   lines across people's property because of the cost, they

          11   should consider how much money the people would be

          12   impacted.  It would be millions we will lose.  And we

          13   lost not only money, but our life and our home.  So I

          14   really like CPUC to seriously consider our protesting.

          15   Thank you.

          16        CHRIS HANSING:  My name is Chris Hansing.  I'm

          17   going to quote, "Furthermore pursuant to the CEQA,

          18   economic or social impacts of a project are not

          19   considered significant effects on the environment unless

          20   the economic or social impact itself results in an

          21   indirect physical effect on the environment."

          22            Environmental impact.  The human environment.
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          23   CEQA needs to answer a simple question.  Why do we live

          24   here?  We travel through many environments on our daily

          25   lives.  This proposal has a direct impact on the only

                                                                   23
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           1   environment that we get to choose.  By the number of

           2   humans here tonight who have dreamed, worked for and now

           3   inhabit this environment we call home, their presence

           4   here indicates impact to that environment already.  We

           5   have the fear and the fear is of the unknown, the fear

           6   of what this will do to property values, EMF, our visual

           7   sense of home.

           8            These fears lead to stress and stress has a

           9   direct physical effect on our personal, human

          10   environment.  Let's do something positive and

          11   significant for the human environment.  Let's work for

          12   an alternative.

          13        JENNIFER CRANDALL:  Thanks to Jim and Chris, I was

          14   able to get some articles about the good, the bad and

          15   the ugly of power lines.  This is written by David

          16   Bolton at MAI.  And these are basically from real estate

          17   journals.  And he writes this:

          18            "The most recent official pronouncement on the

          19   subject reopens the debate and muddies the waters more

          20   than ever.  In June of 1998, an expert panel convened by

          21   the National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences,

          22   The NIEHS, at the behest of Congress issued an alarming

          23   press release.  The panel concluded that low frequency

          24   EMFs, like those surrounding transmission lines, should

Page 22



NEWCPUC.TXT
          25   be classified as a Group 2B human carcinogen under the

                                                                   24
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           1   International Agency for Research on Cancer

           2   classification scheme.  A Group 2B classification means

           3   that the agent mixture is possibly carcinogenic to

           4   humans.  The exposure circumstances entail exposures

           5   that are possibly carcinogenic to humans.

           6            "In late 1994, Arthur Gimmy, MAI, presented a

           7   seminar before the EMF Regulation and Litigation

           8   Institute.  In part, the seminar presented a

           9   matched-sales analysis of California residential

          10   property that indicated the lowering of lot values from

          11   properties abutting power line easements from 18 percent

          12   to a whopping 53.8 percent.  It may demonstrate that

          13   California landowners are more sensitive to the EMF

          14   property devaluation issue."

          15            So that was one article that came up that was

          16   googled.  Another one was from January 3rd in the real

          17   estate journal of 2008, a year ago, and it was something

          18   that came off the web site.  And it says, "Being

          19   somewhat idealistic, I wish the EMF studies had a

          20   definite measurable conclusion."  Because these things

          21   are fear based, and that creates stress and lower

          22   property values.

          23            "That way consumers can make a decision based

          24   on facts and not conjecture.  So what is a seller to do

          25   when they are attempting to sell their home near a high
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           1   voltage transition line?  I think what the Department of

           2   Health has to say is more relevant than what the CPUC or

           3   SCE says.  The California Health Department final report

           4   on power frequency EMF was published in October 13,

           5   2002.  This 7-year, $9 million study concludes EMFs can

           6   cause some degree of increased childhood leukemia, adult

           7   brain cancer, Lou Gehrig's Disease, and miscarriage. The

           8   Evaluation further concludes that magnetic fields may

           9   cause suicide and adult leukemia."

          10            And then another article states -- well, this

          11   one was 1993.  Well, I have four different articles if

          12   anyone would like to see them, they are welcome to look

          13   at them.

          14        CHUCK CRONIN:  What we are providing you here is a

          15   panoramic view of transmission lines simulations.  You

          16   will notice, in case you haven't heard this, people are

          17   being very polite, but there is a big distrust of the

          18   SCE, and it's easy to explain why.  The simulations that

          19   were done in the application -- did I understand that

          20   you folks have walked the area?  You notice that they

          21   took great care to find one location where they could

          22   take a picture for simulation and not show any homes

          23   along Read Road.  It's the only vantage point that you

          24   could do that.  Same thing is true of Sunset Valley.

          25   They took a picture.  That's the reverse look.  That

                                                                   26
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           1   would be if you are standing at the T where Sunset

           2   Valley meets Read Road.  That panoramic gives you an

           3   idea of the power lines coming along Read Road, going

           4   down Sunset Valley, past Craig's Underwood Farm where

           5   there is 50,000 kids, there is a home school also on

           6   that road where the power lines are within 30 feet of

           7   the property line, it's an accredited school.  And then

           8   down, this is down Read Road towards Josh's house, and

           9   the enclave and the rest of the homeowners, crossing

          10   Lily Wu's school where she planned to have her grandkids

          11   come over on a sport cart and all the rest.

          12            But we are trying to leave you with that as an

          13   imagine.  The before is basically farm land.  In the

          14   recent rebuttal that -- well, several of us sent in

          15   protests.  Now, for you folks, filing out the protest

          16   form is an everyday occurrence.  To take somebody who is

          17   a dentist, or somebody who has a farm, or even a city

          18   employee, might take a few tries to get in.  Even some

          19   lawyers took a couple tries to get it right.  It's a

          20   daunting task.  But in this particular case, you have to

          21   take a look at the picture, because you will see many

          22   more comments as you go through there.

          23            One thing I wanted to talk about was give you

          24   the documents relative to the demand which basically

          25   points to the fact that another level of distrust is the
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           1   fictitious demand level.  This makes it very easy for

           2   you.  It does the math all the way through the process.

           3   And it also references the reports from the California
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           4   Energy Commission.

           5            And the last thing I would like to do is read

           6   from their protest.  The rebuttal to the protest, will

           7   you folks be incorporating the protests?  Will you be

           8   reviewing them and SCEs rebuttal to the protests?  Is

           9   that part of your data?

          10        JENNIFER JOHNSON:  It's not part of the

          11   environmental review process.  If people submitted

          12   protests, you do need to submit additional comments to

          13   us to be part of the CEQA process.  We are privy to that

          14   information, and we do review it, yes.

          15        CHUCK CRONIN:  Well, at least for Ms. Mosley's

          16   benefit.  We did a quick review, it was published

          17   yesterday.  And I think it's important to note that they

          18   emphatically stated that they don't need to justify the

          19   need or demand.  They can be an organization that spends

          20   $40 million with tremendous impact, as we mentioned

          21   here.  And we are glad the CPUC can intervene where

          22   needed.  The other thing is, they make statements that

          23   give us an idea that they never walked the terrain.  I

          24   was at the meeting where the project manager met with

          25   Jennifer.  I was there.  She wasn't even aware that the
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           1   property demand in the area had dropped.  She challenged

           2   me on it.  We pulled out the report and showed her the

           3   graph.  They have no concept of what is going on.  To

           4   them, it's a project, their next scheduled activity, and

           5   it's a job close to home.  No coincidence she lives in
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           6   Wood Ranch, an alternative that was dismissed to bring

           7   power in where it's now on Read Road.

           8            The pole heights in the simulation are

           9   completely false.  The ones you see here, we did our

          10   best as amateurs to measure them.

          11            Chris, did you provide the picture of the

          12   house?  Is Chris here still?  Do you have the picture of

          13   the gray house that I can use to submit?  You know the

          14   EMF thing is a target and they have a standard -- I will

          15   submit this.  This is the gray house on Read Road.  This

          16   is its proximity to the power line.  The EMF chart,

          17   which was the modification process, was very

          18   theoretical.  We raised the lines five feet.  What they

          19   forget is some of the houses are within 25 feet,

          20   measured by an architect, on a grade of 10 feet, with an

          21   11-year-old-girl in the second story bedroom.  She is in

          22   this proximity to the top.  For this to be appropriate,

          23   you would have to put the pole at 110 feet.  So that's

          24   my minute.  We are very suspicious of the SCE data.  We

          25   will send you more inconsistencies.  Thank you.

                                                                   29
?

           1        MERCEDES TODESCO:  My name is Mercedes Todesco.

           2   Our family has a house, it's on Read Road, and I first

           3   want to point out that there is a sense from the

           4   residence and neighboring or interested parties that the

           5   SCE has been somewhat underhanded in communicating about

           6   this project, as indicated by Jennifer, and we, feel the

           7   same way.  Even in the Notice of Application, it

           8   directed people who opposed the project to supply
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           9   comments by writing correspondence as directed.  And

          10   when we found out about the protest about the deadline,

          11   that it was due January 20th, we saw only two entities

          12   or individuals that had filed a protest.  We were

          13   shocked that ours did not count.  So we scrambled to

          14   file a protest.

          15            So first of all, I want to say thank you for

          16   being here tonight and taking our comments.  We really

          17   appreciate it.

          18            And I just want to voice the concerns that have

          19   already been mentioned here tonight.  The EMF concerns

          20   are serious for us, they are very real.  And the

          21   esthetics are a big concern for the city of Thousand

          22   Oaks and that corridor.  Again, people have mentioned

          23   about alternatives not being considered.  I know I have

          24   managed communities that have very limited capacity for

          25   electrical distribution and we had a lot of outages,
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           1   power outages.  What we simply did was reminded

           2   residents to conserve during peak ours, the hot summer

           3   hours, peak usage, and immediately we saw improvements.

           4   We saw outages diminish to zero after a minimal effort

           5   of communicating voluntary reduction in usage.  Other

           6   people have mentioned already Thousand Oaks.  T.O. is

           7   already nearly fully built out.  These are significant

           8   facts that the CPU we ask you to consider in requesting

           9   Edison to reject the proposed project and consider

          10   alternatives.
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          11            Our property on Read Road has a power pole

          12   right at the driveway, and I understand from Jennifer

          13   that the base of these transmission lines are

          14   significantly larger than the existing power poles, so

          15   this would create an already narrow entry to our

          16   driveway, not to mention an already narrow street that

          17   has a ravine on one side.  It would create a traversing

          18   issue and danger for residents coming through.

          19            Again, the demand is not justified, as people

          20   have mentioned, so we just would like you to please ask

          21   the CPUC to reject the proposed project as opposed.

          22   Consider alternatives.  And thank you for your time.

          23            Also, I do have a question because of this

          24   concern about not having our voices registered and

          25   recognized.  Are we able to have an acknowledgment that
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           1   our comments have been posted or accepted?

           2        MICHAEL MANKA:  The protest period was extended

           3   until February 20, so all comments received before

           4   February 20.  It was originally January 20, and then the

           5   ALJ granted an extension, so that is part of the protest

           6   record.

           7        JENNIFER JOHNSON:  Your comments are recorded and

           8   they are part of the record and they will be part of the

           9   public record as well.

          10        MERCEDES TODESCO:  Okay.  Thank you.

          11        JENNIFER CRANDALL:  I learned two things about the

          12   protest letters.  There are two types of protest

          13   letters.  One I understood is from the public advisor at
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          14   the CPUC, Markus Nixon, that a community protest letter

          15   would be -- well, on the proposal that is posted on the

          16   telephone poles, there were two people to contact if you

          17   needed help with the protest letters, and I contacted

          18   the 213 area code.  It was L.A., Markus Nixon, and he

          19   said yes, be sure you address it to all three parties.

          20   So I said okay, but he didn't tell me if had to be in a

          21   certain format or legal style or whatever.  He just said

          22   to be sure, that's all he told me.  Nice enough fellow.

          23   So I said okay.  I wrote it, sent it in, it wasn't

          24   acknowledged.  I said, "What did I do wrong?"  He said

          25   those are called community protest letters and those are
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           1   in a separate batch, I guess.  They are not thrown away,

           2   they are still considered.  But if you want to write a

           3   protest letter for a hearing, it's called a Formal

           4   Protest Letter and it has to have a certain legalese to

           5   it which is what Chuck is talking about.  And maybe you

           6   can help with that.  I'm just telling you the layman's

           7   view of what I'm understanding.  I could be -- none of

           8   them were in vein, I guess.  They are sitting in a stack

           9   somewhere.

          10        JENNIFER JOHNSON:  We want to be concerned not to

          11   confuse the permit-to-construct process with the CEQA

          12   process.  We did have information on the slide.  If you

          13   have other questions about the permit-to-construction

          14   process, there is staff at CPUC that can help walk you

          15   through some of those other issues.  We would like to
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          16   focus on the CEQA side of it.

          17        GREG SMITH:  I do want to focus on one issue as

          18   part of the scoping process that we are somewhat

          19   concerned about and some concerns we have this evening

          20   and that is the technical aspect of the project

          21   description and the project need.  As a CPUC as a lead

          22   agency that has the authority to review the

          23   environmental documents, when we are placed in this

          24   situation, as a lead agency, the city of Thousand Oaks,

          25   if someone comes to us with a project description that
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           1   is so technical that we don't have the staff capable of

           2   reviewing that application, we will go out and have an

           3   independent consultant review that information for us so

           4   that we can make a reasonable judgment that is

           5   technically accurate and that it's complete.

           6            And what we are wondering here, one of the

           7   issues we want to raise that I think is very important,

           8   many of us in this room are layman when it comes to

           9   evaluating these kind of project descriptions.  The

          10   needs assessment that is done by Southern California

          11   Edison, we are requesting the CPUC and their

          12   environmental consultant provide that additional layer

          13   of review so that we can feel confident that the needs

          14   assessment provided by SCE is in fact realistic and it

          15   is in fact correct, and that the information that we are

          16   receiving is part of the environmental review and is

          17   something we can rely on as being accurate.

          18            If this is necessary, given the fact that I
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          19   don't believe anybody in this room, including city

          20   staff, and I'm an environmental professional, I even

          21   have a limited ability to make a reasonable judgment on

          22   the information that we are receiving is in fact

          23   accurate and complete.  So we would request as part of

          24   the scoping process that ESA and any sub consultants

          25   that they may hire to review this information, that we
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           1   have the confidence that we have an environmental impact

           2   report that evaluates this request by Southern

           3   California Edison, has determined that it is accurate

           4   and complete, and the facts and information provided by

           5   SCE are things that we can rely on as being exactly what

           6   I said, accurate and complete.

           7            So that's my comments.  I did want to make one

           8   more.  We have heard a number of people talk about the

           9   limited number of alternatives addressed in the PEA and

          10   I would agree that we have a limited number of

          11   alternatives.  And we have heard information here about

          12   Madera Road already having underground utility lines.

          13   One of the things that we intend to do is carefully

          14   consider these comments and hopefully will come up with

          15   more than just two alternatives.  We have looked at some

          16   alternatives that we think are feasible and

          17   environmentally superior to what we have seen, and we

          18   are going to go back to the drawing boards and possibly

          19   come up with additional alternatives.  So we look

          20   forward to seeing that information and reviewing it as
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          21   part of the guidelines..  Thank you.

          22                          ---oOo---

          23

          24

          25

                                                                   35
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Presidential Substation Project 

 

 

Ms. Juralynne Mosley 

 

We understand the need for improved electrical service to our area of 

Ventura County.  But we have a great concern with subtransmission line 

Alternative #2.  Our concerns are in two parts.  

 

First is aesthetic.  The Olsen Road/Madera Road corridor is the gateway to 

two cities, Thousand Oaks and Simi Valley.  The addition of large metal 

subtransmission poles would destroy one of the most scenic roadways in our 

two cities. 

 

Second, and more important, is the fact that this route would put more 

people at risk than the proposed route or Alternative #1.  These risks are 

actual and perceived.  Actual risks include risk of motor vehicle collision 

with these large unforgiving transmission poles.  Because of limited right 

of way they would have to be located in close proximity to the roadway. 

Also these very high voltage lines could be damaged and fall to the ground 

during storms or earthquakes and put residents at risk.  Again, because of 

limited right of way, these lines will be in close proximity to homes along 

the corridor.  The perceived risks are that of Electromagnetic fields (EMF). 

It seems that nobody knows at what level EMF radiation becomes a risk to our 

health. It is understood that the farther one is from the source 

(transmission lines) the better.  Because of the limited right of way along 

the route for Alternative #2, these lines will be fairly close to the homes 

along this route.  Also, because many of the homes are on hillsides above 

the right of way, the tall transmission poles will actually put residents 

closer to the source than if their homes were at street level. 

 

If Alternative #2 is chosen, we would highly recommend that the 

subtransmission lines be placed underground.  This would benefit three fold. 

First by eliminating the aesthetic problems and second eliminate the danger 

of falling high voltage lines. Thirdly, the lines could be placed in or 

close to the middle of the right of way, thus lowering the risk from EMF 

emissions. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Alan Brody, President 

Sunset Hills Homeowners Association 

 

716 Calle Contento 

Thousand Oaks, CA 91360 

 

805-529-0777 

ahbrody@roadrunner.com 

 

 

 

 

 

From:  Alan Brody [ahbrody@roadrunner.com] Sent: Wed 2/18/2009 1:29 AM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  

Subject:  Presidential Substation

Attachments: 
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Presidential Substation Project 

Attachments can contain viruses that may harm your computer. Attachments may not display correctly.

Ms. Mosley, 

  

Attached please find two word documents with my comments opposing this project. These are my comments that are due by March 

19, 2009 at 5pm.  I am hoping you will review, utilize and incorporate them into your EIR draft. If possible, can I get an email 

confirming that this was received and is in proper format so I know I do not have to resend? Thank you. 

  

Respectfully, 

  

Jim Assalley 

Certified Debt Specialist  

Phone:   888.494.1540 x226 

Fax :        805.299.4593 

E-mail:   Jim@westoaksettlement.com 

I am IAPDA Certified! Please look me up at www.iapda.org 

  

     Your Debt Solution Partner 

From:  Jim Assalley [jim@westoaksettlement.com] Sent: Tue 3/10/2009 4:11 PM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  

Subject:  SCE Substation Project

Attachments:  SCE Objections.docx (228KB)   Public Comment Card.docx (19KB)  
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                    Yes, you have seen us on Fox Sports, TNT, AMC and TruTV!   

Email Protection & Privacy Policy: This electronic mail transmission contains information from West Oak Settlement that may be confidential or privileged. 
Such information is solely for the intended recipient, and use by any other party is not authorized. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of this message, its contents or any attachments is prohibited. Any wrongful interception of this message is punishable as a Federal 
Crime. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone at 805.494.1540 or by electronic mail at 
info@westoaksettlement.com. 
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West Oak Settlement 

Your Debt Solution Partner 

1329 E. Thousand Oaks Blvd., Suite 126  Thousand Oaks, CA  91360  (888) 494-1540 

www.westoaksettlement.com 

 

RE: My objection to the SCE Presidential Project and the Proposed route of Transmission Lines 

and their proximity to my home, Maya Pradera Lane, Read Road and Sunset Valley Road. 

My Key Points of Objection 

• Our 3 young children being exposed to the documented dangers of EMF including but 

not limited to cancer and childhood Leukemia 

• These are larger homes designed for families with kids. We will not be able to sell our 

homes due to the adverse health effects of these Towers and Transmission lines have 

specifically on children  

• These homes were built new only a few years ago. We purchased obviously at the 

height of the real estate market. We have already experienced a 30% decline in values. 

With the proposed Towers and lines, experts indicate we will lose up to another 40% in 

value. This is unimaginable. I will be forced to sell and in this market, I will lose my life’s 

savings.  This can’t be allowed. 

• This neighborhood requested a sound wall on route 23 immediately east of our 

community. It was declined due to the fact that this area is a “scenic corridor”.  A sound 

wall is 8-12 feet high. These towers will be 70-100 feet and will run over the freeway at 

the same exact location. This obviously will not be consistent with keeping this area a 

“scenic corridor”.  

• Read road from Sunset Valley to the entrance of the Enclave Community is dangerously 

narrow already. To add these poles with their 10 foot base seems impossible. At present 

there are near misses each day between oncoming traffic specifically at the small hill. 

You simply cannot see oncoming traffic and people swerve and could hit these poles. I 

can’t imagine what would happen if these lines came down on the houses right 

underneath 

• The homes on Read road will have these poles in their front yards. It is just not 

acceptable that SCE should be allowed to place them there. Many of these homes have 

small children and like me they will be forced to sell their homes and in this market the 

losses would be catastrophic  

• COSCA has land on 1919 Maya Pradera that will be directly adjacent to the transmission 

line towers. The homeowners in the area just received letters from COSCA cautioning us 

as neighbors to be careful of any and all encroachments to this land. They state “This 

land has been preserved for its important scenic, habitat and recreational values, and is 

an important part of the quality of life we all enjoy in the Conejo Valley”.  These towers 

certainly do not seem consistent with COSCA’s vision. 



West Oak Settlement 

Your Debt Solution Partner 

1329 E. Thousand Oaks Blvd., Suite 126  Thousand Oaks, CA  91360  (888) 494-1540 

www.westoaksettlement.com 

 

• There have been Native American Findings on the COSCA land of historical significance. 

The Native American community is joining us in opposition of this project.       

• Regardless of the cost, an alternative route or underground lines must be done. You 

cannot put a price tag on the health of our children, and you cannot expect people to 

walk away from their life’s savings which they have put into these homes  

• It is not prudent to effect the lives of so many in this community when an increase in 

demand has not been shown, and over the next 10 years the addition of new 

technologies and solar will reduce the power need 

• SCE should not be able to just jam this down our throats and be able to sell more 

electricity.  From our perspective, it really seems they were trying to stay under the 

radar and get this through without proper notice  

• As a parent, taxpayer, and long time resident of Thousand Oaks I urge you to not allow 

this project to move forward.  

 

Thank you, 

 

Jim Assalley 

1915 Maya Pradera Lane 

Thousand Oaks, CA 93021 

805.210.1085 

 

 

Cc: Senator Tony Strickland, Assemblywoman Audra Strickland, Mr. Peter Foy, Supervisor, 

County of Ventura, Ms. Kari Finley, County of Ventura, Mr. Jonathan Evans, Center for 

Biological Diversity, Mr. Thomas Glancy, Mayor of the City of Thousand Oaks, Mr. Michael 

Manka, ESA, Mr. Charles Cronin, s.T.T.o.p.,Mr. Mark Towne, City of Thousand Oaks, Ms. Amy 

Albano, City of Thousand Oaks, Ventura County Star, Simi Valley Acorn, Thousand Oaks 

Acorn.   

 



Public Comment Card 

Southern California Edison’s Presidential Substation Project 

 

March 10, 2009 

Presidential Substation Project 

c/o Environmental Science Associates 

1425 N. McDowell blvd. Suite 105 

Petaluma, CA 94954-6500 

 

This is additional comment that I would like to add in opposition to this proposed 

project. I understand that hazards are considered and analyzed for CEQA 

compliance in the EIR.  A few hazards I would like to mention are: 

• Valley Fever caused by digging, construction and exposing of soil for this 

project.  

• Stress.  Many people in the affected area are suffering from very high levels 

of  stress related specifically to this proposed project. I know there are 

arguments about EMF. There is no argument that stress kills and is a major 

cause of death each year in the United States. Stress levels have increased 

dramatically from various aspects of this project including but not limited to 

fear of significant property value declines, Fear of EMF exposure, 

destruction of our Tierra Rejada Valley vistas, and all of the loss of work, 

time and effort put into organizing and opposing this project. I don’t have to 

tell you that times are tough right now, we just don’t have room on our 

plates for this as well! 

• I have also included a brief DVD video that I filmed while walking and 

driving through some of the affected areas. I show and explain how narrow 

Read Road is, and how close the poles will be on Sunset Valley Road to the 

Underwood Family Farms. (tens of thousands of school children visit this 

farm each year and are dangerously close to the lines on Sunset Valley 

Road)   I also show how these poles will dissect right down the middle of the 

Tierra Rejada Valley through Sunset Valley Road. An area that is rare in 

southern California for its small farm feel and rural roads. It is just not 



appropriate for large steel poles to be here. They belong underground or in a 

commercial or industrial area.  

 

As for alternative routes, I strongly urge you to consider Tierra Rejada. This is a 

major street with lots of traffic that already has large poles. I have been told they 

would have to run a new set of poles and cannot add more lines to these. I simply 

do not believe this. We see much larger poles all the time. I am confident where 

there is a will there is a way. Tierra Rejada is a much more logical choice.  Why 

would there even be a line running down Sunset Valley to Tierra Rejada if they did 

not intend to connect these at some time in the future? There are no homes here, 

only cars and commercial businesses. The lines already go over the freeway at this 

spot. Again, I think SCE is looking for the easiest, cheapest way to get this power 

to Simi Valley and they need to do what is right.     

Thank you for adding my comments to your EIR. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Jim Assalley 

1915 Maya Pradera Lane 

Thousand Oaks, CA 93021 

805-210-1085  

 

Cc: Senator Tony Strickland, Assemblywoman Audra Strickland, Mr. Peter Foy, 

Supervisor, County of Ventura, Ms. Kari Finley, County of Ventura, Mr. Jonathan 

Evans, Center for Biological Diversity, Mr. Thomas Glancy, Mayor of the City of 

Thousand Oaks, Mr. Michael Manka, ESA, Mr. Charles Cronin, s.T.T.o.p.,Mr. 

Mark Towne, City of Thousand Oaks, Ms. Amy Albano, City of Thousand Oaks, 

Ventura County Star, Simi Valley Acorn, Thousand Oaks Acorn.   



Claire Early 

From: Claire Early

Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 10:44 AM

To: 'Jim Assalley'

Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project
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Sounds good.  I’ll send it back to you today, to 1915 Maya Pradera, T.O. CA 93021.  Let me know if you don’t get 
it within the next week or so. 
  
Thanks! 
  
Claire Early 
ESA | Energy 
1425 N. McDowell Boulevard, Suite 105 
Petaluma, CA 94954 
707.795.0928 | 707.795.0902 fax 
cearly@esassoc.com 

From: Jim Assalley [mailto:jim@westoaksettlement.com]  

Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 10:37 AM 

To: Claire Early 
Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project 

  

I will try to take it to a service that will put it onto a DVD. I think COSTCO does this. I would need the disc back, 

that is the only copy. 

  

Respectfully, 

  

Jim Assalley 

Certified Debt Specialist  

Phone:   888.494.1540 x226 

Fax :        805.299.4593 

E-mail:   Jim@westoaksettlement.com 

I am IAPDA Certified! Please look me up at www.iapda.org 

  

     Your Debt Solution Partner 



                       

                    Yes, you have seen us on Fox Sports, TNT, AMC and TruTV!   
Email Protection & Privacy Policy: This electronic mail transmission contains information from West Oak Settlement that may be confidential or privileged. Such 

information is solely for the intended recipient, and use by any other party is not authorized. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of this message, its contents or any attachments is prohibited. Any wrongful interception of this message is punishable as a Federal Crime. 
If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone at 805.494.1540 or by electronic mail at info@westoaksettlement.com. 

  

From: Claire Early [mailto:CEarly@esassoc.com]  
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 10:28 AM 

To: jim@westoaksettlement.com 

Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project 

  

I don’t know about the ability of our computers to read sony videos, but in any case the computer shows that there 
is no data on the disc at all. Would you mind sending us another disc with the data, and then if we can’t read that 
one we can figure out where to go from there?  I would hate for you to have to send your camcorder all the way 
up here… 
  
-Claire 
  
Claire Early 
ESA | Energy 
1425 N. McDowell Boulevard, Suite 105 
Petaluma, CA 94954 
707.795.0928 | 707.795.0902 fax 
cearly@esassoc.com 

From: Jim Assalley [mailto:jim@westoaksettlement.com] 

Sent: Thu 3/19/2009 10:10 AM 
To: Presidential Substation Project 

Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project 

Hmm. It’s actually not a DVD but a sony video disc that I usually just play on the sony camcorder plugged into my 

TV set. I hope you don’t need a sony camcorder to play it on. I can certainly send you my camcorder but I 

thought you might have the equipment there to play it. Let me know and I will send my camcorder to you unless 

you can think of another solution? Sorry for the trouble.   

  

Respectfully, 

  

Jim Assalley 

Certified Debt Specialist  

Phone:   888.494.1540 x226 

Fax :        805.299.4593 

E-mail:   Jim@westoaksettlement.com 

I am IAPDA Certified! Please look me up at www.iapda.org 
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     Your Debt Solution Partner 

                       

                    Yes, you have seen us on Fox Sports, TNT, AMC and TruTV!   
Email Protection & Privacy Policy: This electronic mail transmission contains information from West Oak Settlement that may be confidential or privileged. Such 

information is solely for the intended recipient, and use by any other party is not authorized. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of this message, its contents or any attachments is prohibited. Any wrongful interception of this message is punishable as a Federal Crime. 
If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone at 805.494.1540 or by electronic mail at info@westoaksettlement.com. 

  

From: Presidential Substation Project [mailto:PresidentialSub@esassoc.com]  

Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 9:56 AM 
To: Jim Assalley 

Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project 

  

Hi Mr. Assalley, 

  

We just tried to play the DVD and the computer indicates that there isn't anything on the disc.  We tried a few 
different computers to be sure, but none of them could find any data.  Would you mind sending us another disc? 

  

-Claire 

  

From: Jim Assalley [mailto:jim@westoaksettlement.com] 
Sent: Wed 3/18/2009 11:33 AM 

To: Presidential Substation Project 
Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project 

Hope you enjoy the professional quality! Just kidding… 

  

Respectfully, 

  

Jim Assalley 

Certified Debt Specialist  

Phone:   888.494.1540 x226 

Fax :        805.299.4593 

E-mail:   Jim@westoaksettlement.com 

I am IAPDA Certified! Please look me up at www.iapda.org 
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     Your Debt Solution Partner 

                       

                    Yes, you have seen us on Fox Sports, TNT, AMC and TruTV!   
Email Protection & Privacy Policy: This electronic mail transmission contains information from West Oak Settlement that may be confidential or privileged. Such 

information is solely for the intended recipient, and use by any other party is not authorized. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of this message, its contents or any attachments is prohibited. Any wrongful interception of this message is punishable as a Federal Crime. 
If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone at 805.494.1540 or by electronic mail at info@westoaksettlement.com. 

  

From: Presidential Substation Project [mailto:PresidentialSub@esassoc.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2009 10:41 AM 
To: Jim Assalley 

Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project 

  

My pleasure.  Just wanted to let you know that we did get the DVD. 

  

Thanks, 
Claire 

  

From: Jim Assalley [mailto:jim@westoaksettlement.com] 
Sent: Tue 3/17/2009 12:04 PM 

To: Presidential Substation Project 
Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project 

Thank you! 

  

Respectfully, 

  

Jim Assalley 

Certified Debt Specialist  

Phone:   888.494.1540 x226 

Fax :        805.299.4593 

E-mail:   Jim@westoaksettlement.com 

I am IAPDA Certified! Please look me up at www.iapda.org 
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     Your Debt Solution Partner 

                       

                    Yes, you have seen us on Fox Sports, TNT, AMC and TruTV!   
Email Protection & Privacy Policy: This electronic mail transmission contains information from West Oak Settlement that may be confidential or privileged. Such 

information is solely for the intended recipient, and use by any other party is not authorized. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of this message, its contents or any attachments is prohibited. Any wrongful interception of this message is punishable as a Federal Crime. 
If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone at 805.494.1540 or by electronic mail at info@westoaksettlement.com. 

  

From: Presidential Substation Project [mailto:PresidentialSub@esassoc.com]  

Sent: Monday, March 16, 2009 8:44 AM 
To: Jim Assalley 

Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project 

  

That should be fine.  Thanks Mr. Asselley. 

  

Claire 

  

Claire Early 
ESA | Energy 
1425 N. McDowell Boulevard, Suite 105 
Petaluma, CA 94954 
707.795.0928 | 707.795.0902 fax 
cearly@esassoc.com 

  

From: Jim Assalley [mailto:jim@westoaksettlement.com] 
Sent: Wed 3/11/2009 8:50 AM 

To: Presidential Substation Project 

Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project 

Thank you. I am also mailing a DVD from a video I made of the area. Will that be ok? 

  

Respectfully, 

  

Jim Assalley 

Certified Debt Specialist  

Phone:   888.494.1540 x226 

Fax :        805.299.4593 

E-mail:   Jim@westoaksettlement.com 
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I am IAPDA Certified! Please look me up at www.iapda.org 

  

     Your Debt Solution Partner 

                       

                    Yes, you have seen us on Fox Sports, TNT, AMC and TruTV!   
Email Protection & Privacy Policy: This electronic mail transmission contains information from West Oak Settlement that may be confidential or privileged. Such 

information is solely for the intended recipient, and use by any other party is not authorized. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of this message, its contents or any attachments is prohibited. Any wrongful interception of this message is punishable as a Federal Crime. 
If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone at 805.494.1540 or by electronic mail at info@westoaksettlement.com. 

  

From: Presidential Substation Project [mailto:PresidentialSub@esassoc.com]  

Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2009 8:09 AM 
To: Jim Assalley 

Subject: RE: SCE Substation Project 

  

Hello Mr. Assalley, 

  

We have received your email and both attachments opened just fine.  

Thank you for your comments, 

  

Claire 

  

Claire Early 
ESA | Energy 
1425 N. McDowell Boulevard, Suite 105 
Petaluma, CA 94954 
707.795.0928 | 707.795.0902 fax 
cearly@esassoc.com 

  

From: Jim Assalley [mailto:jim@westoaksettlement.com] 
Sent: Tue 3/10/2009 4:11 PM 

To: Presidential Substation Project 

Subject: SCE Substation Project 

Ms. Mosley, 

  

Attached please find two word documents with my comments opposing this project. These are my comments 

that are due by March 19, 2009 at 5pm.  I am hoping you will review, utilize and incorporate them into your EIR 

draft. If possible, can I get an email confirming that this was received and is in proper format so I know I do not 
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have to resend? Thank you. 

  

Respectfully, 

  

Jim Assalley 

Certified Debt Specialist  

Phone:   888.494.1540 x226 

Fax :        805.299.4593 

E-mail:   Jim@westoaksettlement.com 

I am IAPDA Certified! Please look me up at www.iapda.org 

  

     Your Debt Solution Partner 

                       

                    Yes, you have seen us on Fox Sports, TNT, AMC and TruTV!   
Email Protection & Privacy Policy: This electronic mail transmission contains information from West Oak Settlement that may be confidential or privileged. Such 

information is solely for the intended recipient, and use by any other party is not authorized. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of this message, its contents or any attachments is prohibited. Any wrongful interception of this message is punishable as a Federal Crime. 
If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone at 805.494.1540 or by electronic mail at info@westoaksettlement.com. 
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Presidential Substation Project 

Attachments can contain viruses that may harm your computer. Attachments may not display correctly.

Ms. Mosley, 

 

Attached please find comments from Protestant Jose Valdez with respect to 
the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the Presidential 

Substation Project. 
 

Sincerely, 

-- 
Beth S. Kuttler, Esq. 

Reich Radcliffe & Kuttler LLP 
4675 MacArthur Court 

Suite 550 

Newport Beach, CA  92660 
http://www.reichradcliffe.com 

Phone:  949.975.0512 
Fax:  949.975.0514 

Cell:  949.633.0494 

email:  bsk@reichradcliffe.com  

From:  Beth S. Kuttler, Esq. [bsk@reichradcliffe.com] Sent: Fri 3/13/2009 2:29 PM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  

Subject:  Presidential Substation Project - Comments for EIR

Attachments:  Comments for Consideration Re EIR_sig.pdf (169KB)  
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Presidential Substation Project 

Dear Ms. Juralynne Mosley, 
  
We have a large family and don't have enough rooms to accommodate our living needs. We 
plan to build a guest house at our backyard and are working with a few contractors at the 
present time on pricing. My aged mother in her 80's living with us and taking her daily walk 
at our backyard. We have a swimming pool which is close to the power line. I have 
taught language for many years and plan to open a class at my house when the guest 
house is finished. Our family is very excited with the many plans and dreams we have with 
our house, but the large overhead subtransmission lines which SCE proposed next to my 
property will totally destroy them. 
  
My house is right next to the Underwood Farm, Read Road and 23 freeway. Currently, there 
are power poles next to the back of my house and the closest one is about 25-30 feet from 
my property.  
  
If the Presidential Substation Project gets approved, the construction work and future health 
hazards will bring huge health, mental and financial damages to my family. Please help us 
stop SCE's project.  
  
As I voiced in our last meeting - let's do things right. The overhead subtransmission line 
project is a wrong approach for SCE to conduct because the damages it will permenatally 
bring to our environment and life.  
  
Sincerely, 
Lily Wu 
Deer Creek Community  

  

From:  Lily Wu [lilykwu@gmail.com] Sent: Tue 3/17/2009 9:00 AM

To:  Presidential Substation Project; lily.wu@disney.com

Cc:  

Subject:  Protest to SCE Presidential Substation Project

Attachments: 
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Presidential Substation Project 

Attachments can contain viruses that may harm your computer. Attachments may not display correctly.

  

Ms. Juralynne Mosley, 

  

Thank you for taking the time to review the attached materials.  

  

F. Christopher Hansing. 

From:  Chris Hansing [chrishansing@earthlink.net] Sent: Tue 3/17/2009 9:28 AM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  

Subject:  Ms. Juralynne Mosley (Presidential Substation Project)

Attachments:  ESA letter.docx (17KB)   Powerpole(1).docx (18KB)   Powerpole(2).docx (18KB)   Powerpole(3).docx 

(18KB)   SCE Protest.docx (38KB)  
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March 16, 2009 

To: 

Ms. Juralynne Mosley 

Presidential Substation Project 

C/o Environmental Science Associates 

1425 N. McDowell Blvd. Suite 105 

Petaluma, Ca. 94954 

 

From: 

 

F.Christopher Hansing 

4956 Read Rd. 

Moorpark, Ca. 93021 

 

Regarding:  Presidential Substation Project. 

 

As you read the many letters of protest, listing the many concerns and alternatives for this project, I 

urge you step back and imagine for a moment why this group of people is so passionate about fighting 

this project.  Ask yourself, why they live in this area, what is so special about Read Rd. in the town of 

Moorpark, Ca?   

 

The answer will be contained in the numerous letters and pictures that you will see and read.  The mere 

fact that a project of this proportion is possibly going to impact our area has brought many strangers 

together.  Our “Human Environment” has already had a sizable impact on it.   

 

Where we live is one of the few “Environments” we get to choose.  We have chosen this area for many 

reasons and every reason will be impacted by this project.  We as humans have a fear of the unknown.  

Today our state, our country and now our homes are facing unimaginable unknowns.  The physical 

stress that these unknowns are putting on all of our “Human Environments” is substantial.  

 

Please take the time to consider alternatives that will be positive for our “Human Environment”.  

Conservation programs, solar, upgrading existing facilities, or re-location to an area that does not have 

the negative impact on the “Human Environment”.   

 

Once this is done, either way, the impact will be for a long, long time.   

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

F. Christopher Hansing. 

 

Cc: Senator Tony Strickland, Assemblywoman Audra Strickland, Mr. Peter Foy, Supervisor, County of 

Ventura, Ms. Kari Finley, County of Ventura, Mr. Jonathan Evans, Center for Biological Diversity, Mr. 

Thomas P. Glancy, Mayor of the City of Thousand Oaks, Mr. Michael Mania, ESA, Mr. Charles R. Cronin, 

sTTop, Mr. Mark Towne, City of Thousand Oaks, Ms.  Amy Alvan, City of Thousand Oaks. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TO:  CPU Commission 

Docket Office, Room 2001 

505 Van Ness Avenue 

San Francisco, CA  94102 

 

FROM: F. Christopher Hansing 

4956 Read Road 

Moorpark, CA 93021 

805-553-0239 

 

RE:  PROTESTING the application for a permit to construct Presidential Substation Project / 

Proceeding # A0812023 

 

 

To Whom It May Concern: 

 

I am a residential property owner on Read Road and I am protesting the above permit to 

construct the Presidential Substation Project/Proceeding #a0812023 for the following reasons: 

 

Read Road is a NARROW two lane road and the current distribution poles are wooden poles, 

one which is 110 feet front our front door and our bedroom window. 

I traveled the route of the existing TRANSMISSION TOWERS that SCE wishes to connect to 

and see found that they are all located in large clearance areas of 2-5 acres around their bases 

with mowed down grass and no trees.   The simulation of the pole in the report is incorrect and 

misleading; the STEEL TOWER that SCE wants to replace the wooden pole in front of our front 

door does not have a 2foot base, but rather a FOUR foot steel base.  THERE IS NOT THE 

PROPER EASEMENT IN FRONT OF OUR HOME FOR THESE TYPES OF 

TRANSMISSION TOWERS; THE EASEMENT IS FOR WOODEN DISTRIBUTION POLES, 

NOT TRANSMISSION TOWERS.  For the base of the proposed replacement to have the same 

easement as the current towers they are trying to connect, the SCE would have to remove our 

house which is 100 feet from these lines and all the trees in our front yard and along the road. 

(See enclosed photos)  In addition, the current pole with the less than 2 foot base is 8 feet from 

the white edge line along our narrow road.  The 4 foot base would pose a serious impediment to 

our narrow road and; therefore, the towers would be a serious road hazard to traffic. THESE 

TOWERS BELONG ALONGSIDE A HIGHWAY NOT A RESIDENTIAL ROAD PLACED 

IN FRONT OF RESIDENCES FRONT DOORS. 

 



These towers will be an eyesore for this rural road and especially since the current pole is hidden 

behind a tree that we can’t see looking out our front porch.  The tree(s) will most likely be 

removed.  The SCE needs to specifically tell us the exact location of the proposed TOWERS 

because it is impossible to replace the existing poles at the exact same spot as the TOWERS will 

be built first and the poles THEN removed. 

 

The 95% of the power that these lines will carry will be serving SIMI VALLEY.  Therefore, the 

burden of these towers, the health issues, the ugliness of them, should be on the responsibility of 

Simi Valley, not us. 

 

They were proposed down a major thoroughfare on Olsen Road where they were going to run 

down a four lane plus two bike lane freeway exit road and not in front on anyone’s front door. 

How does it make sense to change the route to have them run in 110 feet in front of our front 

door and in the FRONT YARDS of the Read Road residents? 

 

There is Native land along this route as well.  Did the legal department contact the Native 

Americans affiliated with this land? 

 

We insist that a cost comparison be done to move all these lines underground. 

 

If the new lines are placed along Moorpark Road to Tierra Rejeda under a NEW PROPOSE 

ALTERNATIVE and then to Madera to Olsen, then only 1.2 miles of new lines are required 

versus the 3.5 miles under this current proposal. 

 

Our property is for sale currently, and the NOTICE from SCE was STAKED TWO FEET IN 

FRONT OF OUR FOR SALE SIGN.  THIS APPLICATION NEGATIVELY AFFECTS OUR 

ABILITY TO SELL OUR PROPERTY IN THESE VERY DIFFICULT TIMES ALREADY.  

THIS PROPOSAL HAS SERIOUS CONSEQUENCES ON OUR PROPERTY VALUES AS 

WELL.    

 

  

I am also concerned about the FIRE SAFETY as there is not a second means of egress for me 

along our narrow road and the towers will be in front and across our driveway. 

 

I am concerned about the health impact of these towers and transmission lines.  The cumulative 

EMF impact of the homes near the intersection (ours is 100 yards away) of Sunset Valley Road 

and Read Road are intersecting lines that will have great impact than a single line. 

  

This proposal affects our well being, enjoyment of our property while we still live here, 

negatively affects the ability and value of our home to sell, and poses a SERIOUS health and 

safety risk. 

 

We need to get input from COSCA as well as from the Native Americans. 

 

Finally, and most importantly, the burden of the project property should negatively impact Simi 

Valley, not Thousand Oaks. 



 

This ELECTICAL HIGHWAY belongs alongside a 4 plus lane main thoroughfare or freeway, 

NOT WITHIN 110 FEET IN FRONT of my front door, nor down our narrow rural one egress 

road in front of neighbors’ front doors as well. 

 

PLEASE FIND AN ALTERNATIVE ROUTE THAT DOES NOT NEGATIVELY AFFECT 

OUR HOME, its BEAUTY and VALUE, and our SAFETY AND WELL BEING. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

F. Christopher Hansing 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TO: Southern California Edison Co. 

        Law Dept-Exception Mail 

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue 

Rosemead, Ca. 91770 

 

ATTENTION: Cheryl Lawson 

    

 

FROM: F. Christopher Hansing 

4956 Read Road 

Moorpark, CA 93021 

805-553-0239 

 

RE:  PROTESTING the application for a permit to construct Presidential Substation Project / 

Proceeding # A0812023 

 

 

Cheryl Lawson: 

 

I am a residential property owner on Read Road and I am protesting the above permit to 

construct the Presidential Substation Project/Proceeding #a0812023 for the following reasons: 

 

Read Road is a NARROW two lane road and the current distribution poles are wooden poles, 

one which is 110 feet front our front door and our bedroom window. 

I traveled the route of the existing TRANSMISSION TOWERS that SCE wishes to connect to 

and see found that they are all located in large clearance areas of 2-5 acres around their bases 

with mowed down grass and no trees.   The simulation of the pole in the report is incorrect and 

misleading; the STEEL TOWER that SCE wants to replace the wooden pole in front of our front 

door does not have a 2foot base, but rather a FOUR foot steel base.  THERE IS NOT THE 

PROPER EASEMENT IN FRONT OF OUR HOME FOR THESE TYPES OF 

TRANSMISSION TOWERS; THE EASEMENT IS FOR WOODEN DISTRIBUTION POLES, 

NOT TRANSMISSION TOWERS.  For the base of the proposed replacement to have the same 

easement as the current towers they are trying to connect, the SCE would have to remove our 

house which is 100 feet from these lines and all the trees in our front yard and along the road. 

(See enclosed photos)  In addition, the current pole with the less than 2 foot base is 8 feet from 

the white edge line along our narrow road.  The 4 foot base would pose a serious impediment to 

our narrow road and; therefore, the towers would be a serious road hazard to traffic. THESE 

TOWERS BELONG ALONGSIDE A HIGHWAY NOT A RESIDENTIAL ROAD PLACED 

IN FRONT OF RESIDENCES FRONT DOORS. 



 

These towers will be an eyesore for this rural road and especially since the current pole is hidden 

behind a tree that we can’t see looking out our front porch.  The tree(s) will most likely be 

removed.  The SCE needs to specifically tell us the exact location of the proposed TOWERS 

because it is impossible to replace the existing poles at the exact same spot as the TOWERS will 

be built first and the poles THEN removed. 

 

The 95% of the power that these lines will carry will be serving SIMI VALLEY.  Therefore, the 

burden of these towers, the health issues, the ugliness of them, should be on the responsibility of 

Simi Valley, not us. 

 

They were proposed down a major thoroughfare on Olsen Road where they were going to run 

down a four lane plus two bike lane freeway exit road and not in front on anyone’s front door. 

How does it make sense to change the route to have them run in 110 feet in front of our front 

door and in the FRONT YARDS of the Read Road residents? 

 

There is Native land along this route as well.  Did the legal department contact the Native 

Americans affiliated with this land? 

 

We insist that a cost comparison be done to move all these lines underground. 

 

If the new lines are placed along Moorpark Road to Tierra Rejeda under a NEW PROPOSE 

ALTERNATIVE and then to Madera to Olsen, then only 1.2 miles of new lines are required 

versus the 3.5 miles under this current proposal. 

 

Our property is for sale currently, and the NOTICE from SCE was STAKED TWO FEET IN 

FRONT OF OUR FOR SALE SIGN.  THIS APPLICATION NEGATIVELY AFFECTS OUR 

ABILITY TO SELL OUR PROPERTY IN THESE VERY DIFFICULT TIMES ALREADY.  

THIS PROPOSAL HAS SERIOUS CONSEQUENCES ON OUR PROPERTY VALUES AS 

WELL.    

 

  

I am also concerned about the FIRE SAFETY as there is not a second means of egress for me 

along our narrow road and the towers will be in front and across our driveway. 

 

I am concerned about the health impact of these towers and transmission lines.  The cumulative 

EMF impact of the homes near the intersection (ours is 100 yards away) of Sunset Valley Road 

and Read Road are intersecting lines that will have great impact than a single line. 

  

This proposal affects our well being, enjoyment of our property while we still live here, 

negatively affects the ability and value of our home to sell, and poses a SERIOUS health and 

safety risk. 

 

We need to get input from COSCA as well as from the Native Americans. 

 



Finally, and most importantly, the burden of the project property should negatively impact Simi 

Valley, not Thousand Oaks. 

 

This ELECTICAL HIGHWAY belongs alongside a 4 plus lane main thoroughfare or freeway, 

NOT WITHIN 110 FEET IN FRONT of my front door, nor down our narrow rural one egress 

road in front of neighbors’ front doors as well. 

 

PLEASE FIND AN ALTERNATIVE ROUTE THAT DOES NOT NEGATIVELY AFFECT 

OUR HOME, its BEAUTY and VALUE, and our SAFETY AND WELL BEING. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

F. Christopher Hansing 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TO: California Public Utilities Commission 

Director, Energy Division 

505 Van Ness Avenue, 4
th
 Floor 

San Francisco, Ca. 94102  

 

 

FROM: F. Christopher Hansing 

4956 Read Road 

Moorpark, CA 93021 

805-553-0239 

 

RE:  PROTESTING the application for a permit to construct Presidential Substation Project / 

Proceeding # A0812023 

 

To whom it may concern: 

 

I am a residential property owner on Read Road and I am protesting the above permit to 

construct the Presidential Substation Project/Proceeding #a0812023 for the following reasons: 

 

Read Road is a NARROW two lane road and the current distribution poles are wooden poles, 

one which is 110 feet front our front door and our bedroom window. 

I traveled the route of the existing TRANSMISSION TOWERS that SCE wishes to connect to 

and see found that they are all located in large clearance areas of 2-5 acres around their bases 

with mowed down grass and no trees.   The simulation of the pole in the report is incorrect and 

misleading; the STEEL TOWER that SCE wants to replace the wooden pole in front of our front 

door does not have a 2foot base, but rather a FOUR foot steel base.  THERE IS NOT THE 

PROPER EASEMENT IN FRONT OF OUR HOME FOR THESE TYPES OF 

TRANSMISSION TOWERS; THE EASEMENT IS FOR WOODEN DISTRIBUTION POLES, 

NOT TRANSMISSION TOWERS.  For the base of the proposed replacement to have the same 

easement as the current towers they are trying to connect, the SCE would have to remove our 

house which is 100 feet from these lines and all the trees in our front yard and along the road. 

(See enclosed photos)  In addition, the current pole with the less than 2 foot base is 8 feet from 

the white edge line along our narrow road.  The 4 foot base would pose a serious impediment to 

our narrow road and; therefore, the towers would be a serious road hazard to traffic. THESE 

TOWERS BELONG ALONGSIDE A HIGHWAY NOT A RESIDENTIAL ROAD PLACED 

IN FRONT OF RESIDENCES FRONT DOORS. 

 



These towers will be an eyesore for this rural road and especially since the current pole is hidden 

behind a tree that we can’t see looking out our front porch.  The tree(s) will most likely be 

removed.  The SCE needs to specifically tell us the exact location of the proposed TOWERS 

because it is impossible to replace the existing poles at the exact same spot as the TOWERS will 

be built first and the poles THEN removed. 

 

The 95% of the power that these lines will carry will be serving SIMI VALLEY.  Therefore, the 

burden of these towers, the health issues, the ugliness of them, should be on the responsibility of 

Simi Valley, not us. 

 

They were proposed down a major thoroughfare on Olsen Road where they were going to run 

down a four lane plus two bike lane freeway exit road and not in front on anyone’s front door. 

How does it make sense to change the route to have them run in 110 feet in front of our front 

door and in the FRONT YARDS of the Read Road residents? 

 

There is Native land along this route as well.  Did the legal department contact the Native 

Americans affiliated with this land? 

 

We insist that a cost comparison be done to move all these lines underground. 

 

If the new lines are placed along Moorpark Road to Tierra Rejeda under a NEW PROPOSE 

ALTERNATIVE and then to Madera to Olsen, then only 1.2 miles of new lines are required 

versus the 3.5 miles under this current proposal. 

 

Our property is for sale currently, and the NOTICE from SCE was STAKED TWO FEET IN 

FRONT OF OUR FOR SALE SIGN.  THIS APPLICATION NEGATIVELY AFFECTS OUR 

ABILITY TO SELL OUR PROPERTY IN THESE VERY DIFFICULT TIMES ALREADY.  

THIS PROPOSAL HAS SERIOUS CONSEQUENCES ON OUR PROPERTY VALUES AS 

WELL.    

 

  

I am also concerned about the FIRE SAFETY as there is not a second means of egress for me 

along our narrow road and the towers will be in front and across our driveway. 

 

I am concerned about the health impact of these towers and transmission lines.  The cumulative 

EMF impact of the homes near the intersection (ours is 100 yards away) of Sunset Valley Road 

and Read Road are intersecting lines that will have great impact than a single line. 

  

This proposal affects our well being, enjoyment of our property while we still live here, 

negatively affects the ability and value of our home to sell, and poses a SERIOUS health and 

safety risk. 

 

We need to get input from COSCA as well as from the Native Americans. 

 

Finally, and most importantly, the burden of the project property should negatively impact Simi 

Valley, not Thousand Oaks. 



 

This ELECTICAL HIGHWAY belongs alongside a 4 plus lane main thoroughfare or freeway, 

NOT WITHIN 110 FEET IN FRONT of my front door, nor down our narrow rural one egress 

road in front of neighbors’ front doors as well. 

 

PLEASE FIND AN ALTERNATIVE ROUTE THAT DOES NOT NEGATIVELY AFFECT 

OUR HOME, its BEAUTY and VALUE, and our SAFETY AND WELL BEING. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

  

F. Christopher Hansing 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of SOUTHERN 

CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (U-338-e) for a 

Permit to Construct Electrical Facilities With Voltages 

Between 50 kV and 200 kV: Presidential Substation 

Project  

 

 

Application No. 08-12-023 

(Filed December 22, 2008) 

 

 

PROTEST OF F. CHRISTOPHER HANSING TO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

EDISON’S APPLICATION FOR A PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT THE PRESIDENTIAL 

SUBSTATION AND ASSOCIATED TRANSMISSION/DISTRIBUTION FACILITIES 

 

 Pursuant to Rule 2.6 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure of the California Public 

Utilities Commission (“Commission”), F. Christopher Hansing protests the Application of 

Southern California Edison Company (“SCE”) for a Permit to Construct the Presidential 

Substation and associated transmission/distribution electrical facilities with voltages between 50 

kV and 200kV (“the Project”).   

I. INTEREST IN THIS PROCEEDING 

 F. Christopher Hansing is concerned with the potential loss of property values.  The 

proposed substation has already led to potential buyers of property in the Read Road area 

declining to purchase the property.  In addition, F. Christopher Hansing is concerned with 

potential health issues due to the electric and magnetic fields {“EMF”) impact.  F. Christopher 

Hansing is concerned on the impact on the Natural and Native American resources along the 

proposed route. Finally, F. Christopher Hansing is concerned about the environmental effects on 

his neighborhood and community.  
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II. COMMUNICATIONS 

 All correspondence, pleadings, orders and notices in this proceeding should be directed to 

the following: 

 F. Christopher Hansing 

            4656 Read Road 

Moorpark, Ca. 93021 

 Telephone: 805-553-0239 

 Facsimile: 805-553-0269 

 E-Mail:  chrishansing@earthlink.net 

 

III. PROTEST  

 In support of its Protest, F. Christopher Hansing states the following: 

 SCE has not considered other feasible alternate routes for the Project and compared them 

to the significant impact that its Project will have on F. Christopher Hansing.  SCE’s Proponent’s 

Environmental Assessment (“PEA”) addresses only three alternative routes.  SCE should have 

studied routes utilizing Tierra Rejada Road which is a four lane highway that is in some places 

six lanes wide and a far more appropriate location for a significant transmission line and would 

use an existing transmission corridor.  Similarly, SCE should have studied routes utilizing the 

Route 23 Freeway Corridor, which would allow much of the proposed line to run parallel to the 

Moorpark-Royal No. 2 line and along the freeway right of way which is already a significant 

disruption of the area.   In the course of this proceeding it is likely that other alternatives will be 

discovered and proposed.  

 SCE has also failed to analyze the project’s impact on the community within its PEA.  It 

has failed to address whether this project is even necessary, especially given that conservation 

alternative may reduce or eliminate the need for this project.   

 In addition, SCE’s photo simulations are misleading and fail to acknowledge the homes 

over which many of the subtransmission line poles will abut.  These simulations should be 
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redone to show the visual impact on these homes and the general community.  

SCE fails to address other mitigation measures such as undergrounding, especially odd 

given that there is existing undergrounding in the area that could be utilized.  

 SCE also fails to address within the PEA the safety hazards imposed by limited 

emergency access, increased risk of fires, and the traffic hazards imposed by placing poles along 

a narrow road. 

 Finally, SCE also fails to address the Native American cultural resources and artifacts 

that may exist in the direct path of the proposed route of its Project.   

IV.  Request for Hearing 

 For these reasons, F. Christopher Hansing believes that a hearing is necessary to address 

the deficiencies within SCE’s PEA for this project and for the Commission to properly make its 

decision.  F. Christopher Hansing respectfully protests this application and requests that the 

Commission either reconsiders the need for this project proposed by SCE, or designate an 

alternative route for the project.  

       Respectfully submitted, 

Dated:  February 14, 2009 

 F. Christopher Hansing 

4956 Read Road 

Moorpark, Ca. 93021 

Telephone: 805-553-0239  

Facsimile: 805-553-0269 

E-Mail:  chrishansing@earthlink.net  

By     

 F. Christopher Hansing 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, F. Christopher Hansing, certify that I have on February 14, 2009 caused a copy 

of the foregoing  

PROTEST OF F. CHRISTOPHER HANSING TO SOUTHERN 

CALIFORNIA EDISON’S APPLICATION FOR A PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT THE 

PRESIDENTIAL SUBSTATION AND ASSOCIATED 

TRANSMISSION/DISTRIBUTION FACILITIES 

 

To be served on all known parties to A.08-12-023 listed on the most 

recently updated service list available on the California Public Utilities Commission 

website, via email to those listed with email and via U.S. mail to those without email 

service.  I also caused courtesy copies to be hand-delivered as follows: 

ALJ Janice L. Grau 

California Public Utilities Commission 

State Building, Room 5011 

505 Van Ness Avenue 

San Francisco, CA  94102-3214 

 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.  Executed 

this February 14, 2009 at San Francisco, California. 

       ________________ 

       F. Christopher Hansing 
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Service List – A.08-12-023 

(Updated February 2, 2009) 

 
MARC G. REICH, ESQ                         

REICH RADCLIFFE & KUTTLER LLP 

4675 MACARTHUR COURT SUITE 550             

NEWPORT BEACH, CA  92660       

FOR: JOSE R. VALDEZ; REICH RADCLIFFE & KUTTLER LLP 

mgr@reichardcliffe.com 
 

JAY BREWER                               

DEER CREEK COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION         

4991 READ ROAD                           

THOUSAND OAKS, CA  93201                 

FOR: DEER CREEK       

jbrewer@bandtcpas.com 
                    

Michael B. Day 

Attorney at Law 

Goodin, Macbride, Squeri, Day & Lamprey 

505 Sansome Street, Suite 900 

San Francisco, CA  94111 

mday@goodinmacbride.com 

 

DON LIDDELL 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

DOUGLASS & LIDDELL 

2928 2ND AVENUE 

SAN DIEGO, CA  92103 

LIDDELL@ENERGYATTORNEY.COM 

 

KARI FINLEY                              

PLANNING DIVISION                        

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY               

COUNTY OF VENTURA                        

800 S VICTORIA AVE                       

VENTURA, CA  93009-1740 

Kari.Finley@ventura.org 
 

Jeanne B. Armstrong 

Attorney at Law 

Goodin, Macbride, Squeri, Day & Lamprey 

505 Sansome Street, Suite 900 

San Francisco, CA  94111 

jarmsrong@goodinmacbride.com 

 

JANICE L. GRAU                            

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION          

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES      

ROOM 5011                                                

505 VAN NESS AVENUE           

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214 

jlg@cpuc.ca.gov 
          

JURALYNNE MOSLEY                         
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CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION        

ENERGY DIVISION                          

AREA 4-A                                 

505 VAN NESS AVENUE                      

SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94102-3214 

jbm@cpuc.ca.gov 
  

Albert Garcia 

Southern California Edison Company 

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue 

Post Office Box 800 

Rosemead, CA  91770 

Albert.garcia@sce.com 

 

 







Presidential Substation Project 

          Ms. Juralynne Mosley, Environmental Project Manager 

California Public Utilities Commission 

c/o Environmental Science Associates 

1425 N. McDowell Blvd, Suite 105 

Petaluma, CA 94954 

RE: Notice of Preparation of an EIR for SCE Presidential Substation Project 

Dear Ms. Mosley, 

Please include the City of Moorpark Community Development Department on the notification list for the SCE Presidential 

Substation Project EIR, with notices addressed to my attention at the address and e-mail address below.  The following 

comments are provided at this time for your consideration in the preparation of the EIR.  Additional comments will be 

provided once the Draft EIR is reviewed by the City. 

1. The new transmission lines through the Tierra Rejada Valley would be visible to residents in the Serenata 

neighborhood and to travelers along Tierra Rejada Road in Moorpark.  The City has recently made a substantial 

investment in enhanced landscaping along the median of Tierra Rejada Road and at the SR-23/Tierra Rejada Road 

interchange to make this road more scenic.  Although the new steel poles would be replacing existing wooden poles, 

they would be larger in diameter, taller in height, and more visible due to the higher reflectivity of steel over 

wood, making the new poles a more dominant feature of the landscape.  This impact needs to analyzed and 

mitigation needs to be identified in the Draft EIR.  

2. The exact location of the substation was not clear from the exhibits on the project website.  The City is requesting a 

visual analysis to identify the areas from which the substation would be visible.  Appropriate screening and 

landscaping should be considered as mitigation to minimize visual impacts. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Respectfully, 

David A. Bobardt 

Planning Director 

City of Moorpark 

799 Moorpark Avenue 

Moorpark, CA 93021 

(805) 517-6281 

FAX (805) 532-2540 

dbobardt@ci.moorpark.ca.us  

  

From:  David Bobardt [dbobardt@ci.moorpark.ca.us] Sent: Tue 3/17/2009 6:01 PM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  

Subject:  Notice of Preparation of an EIR for SCE Presidential Substation

Attachments: 

Page 1 of 1

3/18/2009https://exchange.esassoc.com/exchange/PresidentialSub/Inbox/Notice%20of%20Preparatio...



Presidential Substation Project 

You forwarded this message on 3/19/2009 9:28 AM.

 This message was sent with high importance.

 Attachments can contain viruses that may harm your computer. Attachments may not display correctly.

Dear Ms. Juralynne Mosley, and To Whom It May Concern, 

  

Please see the attached letter containing our Public Scoping Comments along with a copy of our Protest filed 
with CPUC Proceeding No. A08-12-023. 

  

Thank you, 

  

Mercedes Todesco 

Teresa Todesco 

Deziderio Todesco 

Marco Todesco 

331 Laguna Terrace 

Simi Valley, CA  93065 

Phone:  805-526-6411 

email:  mtlegal@hotmail.com  

  

  

 

Express your personality in color! Preview and select themes for Hotmail®. See how. 

From:  Mercedes Todesco [mtlegal@hotmail.com] Sent: Wed 3/18/2009 12:55 PM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  

Subject:  Comments to ESA Re Presidential Substation Project

Attachments:  TodescoESA.ScopingComments.pdf (126KB)   Protest.of.Todesco.pdf (1MB)  

Page 1 of 1

3/19/2009https://exchange.esassoc.com/exchange/PresidentialSub/Inbox/saved%20to%20project%2...

















































































Presidential Substation Project 

You forwarded this message on 3/19/2009 9:27 AM.

 Attachments can contain viruses that may harm your computer. Attachments may not display correctly.

Dear Ms. Mosley, 
 

Attached are my comments on the Presidential Substation Project. Also 
attached is my original protest letter to the Public Utilities 

Commission dated January 15, 2009. I will re-fax these documents today 
as well as sending a signed copy of these documents through the postal 

service. I attempted to fax them last night, 3/18/2009, but all the 

pages did not go throught. 
 

Thank you, 
 

Martin A. Josephson, M.D. 

4906 Read Road 
Moorpark, CA 93021 

From:  martinajosephson@aol.com [martinajosephson@aol.com] Sent: Thu 3/19/2009 8:26 AM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  

Subject:  Presidential Substation Project

Attachments:  ESAprotestletter (39KB)   scesubstationprotestpucenergydiv.doc (44KB)  

Page 1 of 1

4/7/2009https://exchange.esassoc.com/exchange/PresidentialSub/Inbox/saved%20to%20project%20f...



Presidential Substation Project 

You forwarded this message on 3/19/2009 9:28 AM.
 Attachments can contain viruses that may harm your computer. Attachments may not display correctly.

Ms. Juralynne Mosely 
 
Attached are my comments for your environmental review of the 
Presidential Substation Project 
 
Martin A. Josephson, M.D. 

From:  martinajosephson@aol.com [martinajosephson@aol.com] Sent: Wed 3/18/2009 10:26 PM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  
Subject:  Presidential Substation Project

Attachments:  ESAprotestletter.doc (39KB)   scesubstationprotestpucenergydiv.doc (44KB)  

Page 1 of 1

3/19/2009https://exchange.esassoc.com/exchange/PresidentialSub/Inbox/Presidential%20Substation...



March 16, 2009 
 
Ms. Juralynne Mosley 
Presidential Substation Project 
c/o Environmental Science Associates 
1425 N. McDowell Blvd. Suite 105 
Petaluma, CA 94954 
Fax: (707) 795-0902 
E-mail:presidentialsub@esassoc.com 
 
Dear Ms. Mosley 
 
Enclosed are my comments regarding the proposed presidential substation project. I am 
also enclosing my protest letter to the CPUC  dated January, 15, 2009. I am a 17 year 
resident of Read Road and will be severely and adversely impacted if this project is 
completed. I have attended Thousand Oaks City Council meetings where this project was 
discussed, concerned citizen’s meetings and the March 3rd scoping meeting in Thousand 
Oaks. I have yet to be convinced by SCE of the need to proceed with this project. If the 
CEQA review process supports SCE’s assertions that this project must be built, then I am 
certain that there are better alternative routes for the subtransmission lines as well as the 
substation. Read Road is a narrow two lane country road with a number of residential 
structures. It is scenic corridor, part of the Tierra Rejada greenbelt region. The landscape 
and vistas will be forever altered if steel poles are placed along Read Road. It would be 
preferable to place the transmission lines on Tierra Rejada Road. This is a four lane 
highway with a center turning lane, bicycle lanes on both sides of the highway and a 
large shoulder on the south side of the road. It already has a set of transmission lines 
which are set back further from the shoulder. If SCE says there is no room for a second 
set of poles on the south side of the road, then perhaps larger poles could be used or a 
second set of poles could be placed on the opposite side of the highway. I travel Tierra 
Rejada Road frequently and it appears to me that there is ample room for additional 
transmission lines. The new transmission lines could then course south over uninhabited 
fields to the proposed substation site. There are no homes on Tierra Rejada as is the case 
for Read Road.  If this project is allowed to go forward cost alone should not decide 
where the new transmission lines are placed. A longer route, although more costly should 
still be preferable over the proposed route if it has significantly less adverse 
environmental effects. 
 
The proposed power lines would run over the Underwood Farms, which are frequented 
throughout the year by grade school children. It is also the site of Civil War re-
enactments which both my grade school children had to attended for social studies credit. 
The construction of this project would adversely affect one of our areas agricultural 
resources. I regularly jog and ride my bike from my property along Read Road. The 
proposed steel power lines would negatively impact my recreation friendly 
neighborhood. I am concerned regarding the safety of placing large diameter steel poles 
along a narrow country road.  I am also concerned this project will complicate if not 
preclude the ability to place sewer lines along Read Road at some later time.  Read Road 



residences are currently on septic systems. I am greatly concerned about noise and dirt 
pollution during the construction phase as well traffic congestion this project will surely 
create. It is extremely dangerous trying to turn from Read Road onto Moorpark Road in 
the mornings when I, or my wife, are taking our kids to school.  This problem of left turn 
to Moorpark Road during peak traffic times was not appropriately planned for when the 
county re-routed Moorpark Road ten years ago.  Construction equipment, trucks and 
labor crews will certainly make a difficult morning drive significantly more dangerous. I 
have major concerns regarding health hazards placing transmission lines so close to 
residences. Although your review does not directly address property values, they will 
decline for all the reasons mentioned above. For my family, and many of the others of 
this area, it is unfair for SCE to construct a project, which will so adversely affect so 
many lives. If the project cannot be postponed until sufficient need is irrefutably 
demonstrated, or avoided by upgrading other facilities, then certainly a better route can 
be found.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Martin A. Josephson, M.D.    
 
 
Chureeporn Josephson 
 
cc.  
Senator Tony Strickland 
Assemblywoman Audra Strickland 
Mr. Peter Foy, Supervisor, County of Ventura 
Ms. Kari Finley, County of Ventura 
Mr. Jonathan Evans, Center for Biological Diversity 
Mr. Thomas P. Glancy, Mayor of the City of Thousand Oaks 
Mr. Michael Manka, ESA 
Mr. Charles R. Cronin, sTTop  
Mr. Mark Towne, City of Thousand Oaks 
Ms. Amy Albano, City of Thousand Oaks 
 



January 15, 2009 
 
To: California Public Utilities Commission 
Director, Energy Division 
505 Van Ness Avenue, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
From: Martin A. Josephson, M.D. 
4906 Read Road 
Moorpark, CA 93021 
Work phone: (805) 496-2994 
Mobile phone: (805) 427-1452 
 
Re: Protest of proposed Presidential Substation Project (SCE) and request for hearing 
 
I am protesting the proposed substation project for the following multiple reasons. I will 
try to be concise in explaining my reasons for protest, however, the SCE proposal 
approaches 200 pages and, given the importance of this proposal for my future, several 
pages are required to express my concerns.  There are five major concerns I have 
regarding the SCE proposal. These are the process, health concerns, safety concerns, 
financial concerns and most importantly environmental concerns. 
 
Background:  I moved to Thousand Oaks, CA in 1989 to join a cardiology practice and 
raise a family. In 1992 I purchased my current residence on North Moorpark Road (street 
name changed to Read Road by Ventura County in 2001). I have a 14 year old son and 12 
year old daughter.  My residence borders on the Tierra Rejada greenbelt, an area ranches, 
agricultural land and residences with most parcels 5 or more acres. It is a rural setting, 
which serves as a buffer between the cities of Thousand Oaks, Simi Valley and 
Moorpark. The beauty of this areas vistas and open spaces was what led me to put the 
majority of my life’s savings into remodeling the small ranch home I purchased in 1992.  
SCE now wants to forever change the landscape of the Tierra Rejada greenbelt by the 
construction of the Presidential 66/16 Kilovolt Substation Project and the associated 
subtransmission lines proposed to run along Read Road directly in front of my house.  
 
Process: SCE originally proposed a route for the subtransmission lines to run along Olsen 
and Madera Roads and not on Read Road. Madera and Olsen Roads are major 
thoroughfares connecting Simi Valley and Thousand Oaks. An open house meeting was 
held on August 27, 2008 to discuss the proposed lines. I was not informed of nor aware 
of that meeting which apparently was mentioned in the local paper the day before. An 
apparent outcry from local residents and city officials at that meeting led SCE to change 
the route to an alternate route along Read Road. I do not believe any residents of Read 
Road were notified by Edison of that meeting. On December 23, SCE posted a small, 
difficult to read notice, on a stake in front of my house notifying me of  project and  the 
proposed alternate route in front of my house. I had 30 days to file my protest. I was on 
vacation for twelve of those days and with the Christmas and New Year’s Holidays 
combined with a busy work schedule this left little time to review and protest the 



proposal. I asked Mr. Rudy Gonzales, SCE Region Manager why the route was changed 
and was told by Mr. Gonzales that the cities (Simi and or Thousand Oaks) were not 
happy with the project.  I also asked Mr. Gonzalez why the lines could not be buried and 
he said they usually don’t underground transmission lines because of cost. I attended the 
Thousand Oaks City Council meeting January 14, 2009 where it was clear that none of 
the five city council members were in favor of overhead transmission lines being placed 
down Read Road. However, they made the point that they were powerless to stop SCE 
but they would draft a strong letter of protest to the Public Utilities Commission.  City 
Council member and Mayor Pro Tem Dennis Gillette stated that cost was not an 
acceptable excuse for not burying these lines.  I suggested to Mr. Gonzales that the cost 
of undergrounding the new transmission lines which run in front of residences be levied 
on the users of these power lines. Mr. Gonzales response was that SCE doesn’t know 
who the users will be and that would only be determined after the project was completed. 
He said Edison did not yet know if the new power to be supplied by this project would go 
to Simi Valley or Thousand Oaks.  This is an important question since the city of 
Thousand Oaks is almost completely built out.  It is presumptuous of SCE to propose 
placing hideous power lines in a sparsely populated rural area of Thousand Oaks to 
supply unidentified users miles away.  Although no-one wants power lines of any type in 
front of  their property, wooden poles, each with a slightly different tilt are a part of  the 
landscape of rural America. Large steel transmission lines have no place in a 
residential/greenbelt area and must be stopped. This begs the question that SCE needs to 
re-evaluate the need for this project and future usage requirements given current 
economic forecasts and area demographics.  In their proposal they present simulated 
pictures of the new steel power lines which are obviously misleading. They deliberately 
show the power lines over farmland and not in front of houses, which minimizes the 
adverse environmental effects of these structures.    
 
Health concerns: As a health care provider for nearly fourty years, I am probably less 
concerned about electromagnetic field effects than other Read Road residents. 
Nevertheless, they are not likely negligible and I am skeptical about SCE’s statement that 
phasing of circuits would decrease field effects.  Regardless of the potential health risks 
these lines may pose, the fact that so many people feel they have detrimental health 
effects would dramatically decrease property values when placed in front of residences. 
 
Safety Concerns: These lines will likely increase the risk of fires and accidents. The 
Tierra Rejada corridor is probably the windiest region of  Thousand Oaks and a high 
wildfire risk area on windy days.  Numerous wildfires have been caused by sparks from 
arcing lines and fire risk would be increased by these high voltage power lines. Steel 
poles have no place on this rural country road and would likely increase the risk of injury 
from vehicular accidents. 
 
Financial Concerns: SCE’s arbitrary decision to place transmission lines on Read Road 
will unquestionably severely negatively impact property values.  Prior to the economic 
and real estate downturn of 2008, many of the properties on Read Road exceeded 
$1,000,000 in value. These power lines will unquestionably and permanently decrease 
property values in this area.  It is as if SCE has the ability the place an irrevocable tax 



assessment on property owners in this area.  I plan to hold SCE responsible and 
accountable for any adverse financial impact resulting from their ill conceived proposal. 
 
Environmental: The effects of this project must be significant. The scope of this topic is 
too vast and beyond my expertise to review adequately. The environmental impact 
assessment presented to you in the proposal of SCE is not objective and cannot be done 
fairly by SCE. I am still reviewing this assessment and have areas of disagreement which 
I hope to be able to present at future public hearings. 
 
In summary, if SCE is allowed to proceed with construction of steel overhead 
transmission lines on Read Road the character of one of the most beautiful areas of 
Thousand Oaks will be forever changed.  SCE needs to reassess and clarify the need for 
this project. If new transmission lines need to be built they should be underground or 
rerouted to avoid being place on rural county roads which would devastate equity values 
of  the affected residences. SCE has their own agenda on this project and their actions to 
date on this matter indicate they are not capable of presenting an objective assessment of 
this proposed project. It seems to me that SCE wants to push their proposal forward along 
the path of least resistance.  That is why I believe they altered the proposed route to Read 
Road where, because of agricultural lands and larger real estate parcels, there are fewer 
residents to mount a protest. For all of the above mentioned reasons, the Read Road route 
is the most inappropriate for the proposed lines.  Please conduct public hearings and 
order a full independent environmental impact report and stop this project as soon as 
possible. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of this matter, 
 
 
 
Martin A. Josephson, M.D. 
 
 
 
Chureeporn Josephson 
 
 
 
 
cc. City Council of Thousand Oaks 
 
 



Presidential Substation Project 
You forwarded this message on 3/19/2009 9:55 AM.

Dear SCE, 

 
The proposed power lines are yet another insult to the 
general public's rights as citizens. If Solar power were 
used in a similar rate plan as in Germany you would 
have less need for new, dangerous, costly, ugly power 
lines. Please think for a moment about the 
alternatives to degrading our beautiful farm and open 
space and all the many reasons listed by the STTOP 
group and work as neighbors not as wall street , big 
business self serving faceless corporations. 
 
--  
Dieter Wolf 
Moorpark Resident 

From:  Dieter Wolf [4dwolf@gmail.com] Sent: Thu 3/19/2009 9:45 AM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  
Subject:  Proposed Power lines- Moorpark

Attachments: 

Page 1 of 1

3/19/2009https://exchange.esassoc.com/exchange/PresidentialSub/Inbox/Proposed%20Power%20lin...



Presidential Substation Project 

To whom it may concern, 
  
I wish to have put on record  my opposition to the proposed routing for your High Powered Transmission line project thru the Tierra 
Rejada Valley, based on your desire to construct above ground power lines. 
  
I ask you to consider alternatives and to ask your self, if the project is  even necessary. 
  
At a time when SCE is putting transmision lines undergound ( Moorpark Road in Thousand Oaks), you propose to build moster poles 
above ground 
  
I suggest that you look at constructing these lines ( if necessary) undergound- therby reducing health concerns and the increased 
chance of fire damage in our neighborhoods. 
  
Thank you. 
  
  
Regards 
  
JONATHAN O'RIORDAN 
14619 CORKWOOD DRIVE 
MOORPARK CA 93021 
E MAIL: aquacon@earthlink.net 
  

From:  Aquacon [aquacon@earthlink.net] Sent: Thu 3/19/2009 10:36 AM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  crcronin879@sbcglobal.net

Subject:  HP lines thru Tierra Rejada Valley- OPPOSITION

Attachments: 
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Presidential Substation Project 

Dear Mr. Cronin, 
 
We, the homeowners of Upper Shawnee St, appose the high powered tension 
lines along Reed Road for several reasons.  The most important one is 
that there may be a link between leukemia and electromagnetic tension 
lines.  Also the picture is aesthetically unappealing, especially from 
our view in Toscana.  Lastly it will decrease the value of the 
surrounding farmland.  There is another alternative, that is placing 
the tension wires underground. 
 
Please keep us updated on further developments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul E. Morin, MD 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Dieter Wolf <4dwolf@gmail.com> 
To: khalper@pacbell.net; greenstar143@msn.com; laytonlady@gmail.com; 
amy.paine@yahoo.com; ellen4rsi@aol.com; bogielama2@yahoo.com; 
robertpberger@aol.com; grieco@pobox.com; momattrny@aol.com; 
thurstonwh@sbcglobal.net; Cathleen Larson <cathjul1@yahoo.com>; 
richardmayling@sbcglobal.net; jachow@chowsplace.com; 
aquacon@earthlink.net; ladkins000@roadrunner.com; Lisa Naylor 
<lnaylor@cosmeticspecialties.net>; nannyofthree@aol.com; The Van Dams 
Super Heroes <vandamage@roadrunner.com>; hassantim@hotmail.com; 
gailsedwards@yahoo.com; gedwards@americanreal.com; Tammy Herzog 
<therzog@mrpk.org>; Joe Herzog <JHerzog@pvsd.k12.ca.us>; Donna Travis 
<donnatravis@sbcglobal.net>; ashleeayoung@aol.com; 7450@mac.com; 
miller27140@yahoo.com; planks5@aol.com; emg9898@sbcglobal.net; 
snider.mike@gmail.com; gershonandjoy@yahoo.com; 
judypalmer@sbcglobal.net; cota70@roadrunner.com; 
scottschilling1@yahoo.com; oceanflower7873@aol.com; Ivan Raffucci 
<raffuci@yahoo.com>; Lee Chris 
 - Regulatory/Safety <cmlee@amgen.com>; 
jr7605@sbcglobal.net; robert cohen <rmc@ureach.com>; 
T.schrang@roadrunner.com; dungcaj2000@yahoo.com; 
bishimoto1@farmersagent.com; Debslezak@aol.com; slezakj@saccounty.net; 
Robolyn77@hotmail.com; jcmac5055@sbcglobal.net; 'Dr Paul Morin' 
<Pemorin@aol.com>; susancain1@netzero.net; astravis@sbcglobal.net; 
tom@tilecityandstone.com 
Sent: Thu, 19 Mar 2009 8:53 am 
Subject: Sound Wall and NEW TASK 
 
Dear Neighbors, 
The sound wall is slowly moving forward.  The City will award the 
contract for permitting and expediting plans through Cal Trans and 

From:  pemorin@aol.com [pemorin@aol.com] Sent: Thu 3/19/2009 11:02 AM

To:  4dwolf@gmail.com; Presidential Substation Project; itsmonica@aol.com

Cc:  
Subject:  Re: Sound Wall and NEW TASK

Attachments: 
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other agencies very soon. If there are any questions feel free to 
contact Mr. Fiss at the City. 
 
Next Subject- 
SCE wants to construct large high powered transmission lines and power 
poles along Reed, Sunset Valley Road, Moorpark Road and Tierra Rejada! 
(see pix) Please take a moment to get informed and contact Mr. Chuck 
Cronin  crcronin879@sbcglobal.net    I met with Mr. Cronin and was 
impressed with his knowledge and skill with which he is working on this 
very important issue.   
 
Take a look at the pix - I don't think SCE's plan is good for 
Moorpark's residents. Mr. Cronin needs people to get informed and show 
up to the public meeting.  He and his team have good alternative ideas 
BUT the problem is there are very few homeowners under the new proposed 
development  area so we in the City of Moorpark need to get involved. 
 
In addition to being 
present for the public meeting please send your 
comments to   presidentialsub@esassoc.com (formal deadline is today at 
5pm)  and copy Mr Cronin. 
 
I realize that everyone is very busy so I thank you for giving your 
best effort to keep Moorpark a great place to live.  
 
Best Regards, 
Dieter Wolf 
14643 Corkwood dr. 805 750-9696---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Chuck Cronin &lt;crcronin879@sbcglobal.net&gt; 
 
Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2009 at 4:00 PM 
Subject: Dieter thanks for being involved, I appreciate the company 
To: Dieter Wolf &lt;4dwolf@gmail.com&gt; 
 
 
 
 
Dieter, here you go.  I added a few things if you decide to use the 20 
objections in the sTTop document for the email to ESA. 
 
-- 
Dieter Wolf 
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Presidential Substation Project 

To Whom It May Offend: 
 
I just received an email from a concerned neighbor 
that "SCE wants to construct large high powered 
transmission lines and power poles along Reed, 
Sunset Valley Road, Moorpark Road and Tierra 
Rejada!" We can only hope that this news and the 
representative photos are comparable to those 
emails everbody gets about Why the Ocean is so 
Salty or the photoshopped pictures of Hercules, 
The World's Biggest Dog. This has to be a hoax, 
right?  
 
If there is any truth to this outrageous idea please let me know so I 
can help spread the outrage in our community before the 5pm 
deadline today! 
 
Sincerely, 
bogie edwards 
 
P.S. nasty letter to follow! 
 

From:  bogie edwards [bogielama2@yahoo.com] Sent: Thu 3/19/2009 11:16 AM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  crcronin879@sbcglobal.net

Subject:  SAY IT AIN'T SO, JOE!

Attachments: 

Page 1 of 1

3/19/2009https://exchange.esassoc.com/exchange/PresidentialSub/Inbox/SAY%20IT%20AIN%27T...































































































































































































































































Presidential Substation Project 

                                                                                                                                Jon & Sharon Fleagane 
                                                                                                                                4954 Read Road 
                                                                                                                                Moorpark, Ca. 93021 
                                                                                                                                805-523-7812 
  
Ms. Juralynne Mosley 
Presidential Substation Project 
c/o Environmental Science Associates 
1425 N. McDowell Blvd. Suite 105 
Petaluma, CA 94954 
  
March 19, 2009 
  
Dear Ms. Mosley, 
  
I am writing in regards to the transmission poles and lines  to be placed along Read Rd. Sunset Valley Rd. and 
Maya Pradera Lane in conjunction with the Presidential Substation in Simi Valley and Thousand Oaks.  I am 
writing this in a personal manner to hopefully help you understand what is going on.  We have lived in our home 
for 27 years.  Our children have grown up here, and our grandchildren come here to play and spend time in the 
“country”.  This is a very rural area with abundant wildlife and varied plant life. It is an area where children come 
from all over to spend time and enjoy the opportunity to experience farm life at our local fruit and vegetable 
market and producing fields.  I’ve seen buses full of children coming up from Los Angeles to experience the 
joys of picking their own pumpkins from the fields. Experiences they would not otherwise have.  I’ve seen tour 
groups from as far away as Japan visiting the farm.  I know young children who come here to take riding 
lessons and enjoy the opportunity to see farm animals that they would otherwise only have the opportunity to 
see in books and film.   
  
If these power lines go in, this will all change.  Our scenic and safe rural area will never be the same.  We are 
trying not only to save our homes, but also save a way of life that is all too quickly disappearing.  These poles 
will be going in and drastically impacting small, narrow roads. Some of these lines will be going almost overtop 
of peoples homes.  The impact on this area will be devastating.   
  
We’ve already been told that because of the size of the bases of these poles, the tree roots will probably die. 
But they have assured us that they will plant new trees to replace them.  I’m asking how can you replace 
mature trees that  were already fully grown before even I moved here 27 years ago.  I will be a very old lady 
before any newly planted trees  reach the maturity of the existing trees.   
  
There is also the issue  of the buzzing noise that can be heard from these transmission lines.  When you sit 
under these types of lines, you can hear the crackling and popping.  So now, when we sit out in our yards in the 
cool of the evening, this is what we’ll be able to enjoy.   
  
I am sure I could go on and on about the detrimental effects of this proposed project.  I really feel that there are 
plenty of other options to take into consideration, and that this project is not only NOT needed at this time, but 
also that there are other viable options and different routes that these lines could take.  
  
Thank you for your time. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
 
Jon & Sharon Fleagane 

From:  Pooch4@aol.com [Pooch4@aol.com] Sent: Thu 3/19/2009 1:18 PM

To:  Presidential Substation Project

Cc:  
Subject:  Presidential substation
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Great Deals on Dell 15" Laptops - Starting at $479 
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