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Ralph Smith 

D1-1 Please refer to the response by Administrative Law Judge Charlotte TerKeurst included in the 
transcripts of this hearing (see Comment Set D1) for a description of how the cost of the Pro-
posed Project would be incorporated into statewide transmission rates. 
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Julian Veselkov 

D2-1 SCE is required to design the transmission line in accordance with safety requirements of 
the CPUC’s General Order (G.O.) 95 and other applicable requirements. Other safety con-
cerns, such as the possibilities stated by the commenter (the remote chance that a truck or airp-
lane would hit a tower, causing damage to the commenter’s home) have a very small likeli-
hood of occurring, and are considered to be less than significant. 

D2-2 Electric and magnetic fields (EMF) and other field-related concerns are discussed in EIR/EIS 
Section D.10.11 and impacts are addressed in Section D.10.12.2. Induced currents and 
shock hazards in joint use corridors (Impact PS-2) do not pose a threat in the environment if 
the conducting objects are properly grounded. Mitigation Measure PS-2a (Implement ground-
ing measures) has been proposed to reduce this potentially significant impact to less than 
significant. This measure requires that as part of the siting and construction process for the 
Proposed Project, SCE shall identify objects (such as fences, metal buildings, and pipelines) 
within and near the right-of-way that have the potential for induced voltages and shall 
implement electrical grounding of metallic objects in accordance with SCE’s standards. The 
identification of objects shall document the threshold electric field strength and metallic object 
size at which grounding becomes necessary. 

D2-3 Please refer to Response D2-2 for a discussion of induced currents and the recommended 
mitigation measure for this concern. 

Regarding the commenter’s request that SCE purchase his property and relocate him, this 
would likely occur only if the property were within the transmission line right-of-way. The 
commenter’s property is immediately adjacent to the corridor, but not within the right-of-
way that has been defined at this time. It is noted that there are approximately 6 residences 
that are similarly close to the edge of the DPV2 ROW between the Devers Substation and 
the Harquahala Switchyard. 

D2-4 Please refer to Response D2-2 for a discussion of EMF and induced current impacts.  The com-
menter’s address (64639 Dillon Road) is noted. SCE was present at the Public Participation 
Meeting and by publishing this comment, SCE has been informed of the commenter’s pref-
erence to be relocated. 

Responses to Comment Set D3 
Public Hearing, Beaumont, California – July 24, 2006 
Approximately nine individuals attended the Public Information Workshop; however, no one commented 
at the Beaumont Public Participation Hearing. 
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