










 
 

From: Curt Baldwin [mailto:curt.baldwin@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, September 18, 2006 7:47 PM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Cc: Cheryl Baldwin 
Subject: Concerns regarding SDG&E Sunrise Powerlink Project 
 
We recently received a notice of preparation/notice of public scoping meetings regarding 
this project. 
  
I would like to take this opportunity to voice my concern about this project.  On Figure 6a 
attached with the proposal, it shows the new power lines going along Scripps Poway 
Pkwy where there are already existing lines.  It is stated that existing wood h frame poles 
are going to be replaced with 16 additional tubular steel poles (last paragraph, page 7).   
  
This construction has the following disadvantages for residents in the area that need to be 
considered: 

• Health and Safety - this now represents a huge amount of electricity traveling 
mere feet away from homes with small children and young families.  This 
significantly raises concerns about birth defects from high power transmission 
lines.  Similarly, with poles this size in such close proximity to each other, an 
earthquake could send downed power lines right into residential homes with great 
risk to the residents of those homes.  

• Aesthetics - the placement of the poles acts to further degrade the environment for 
everyone in the homes.  This leads to an unpleasant environment to raise our 
families in as well as acting to lower property values.  Put another way, it 
substantially degrades the existing visual character and quality of the site and its 
surroundings.  

• Noise Pollution - a loud crackling sound can already be heard in the evening.  The 
additional lines will only make this noise louder.  Again, leading to an unpleasant 
environment to raise our families in as well as acting to lower property values.  

All of this could be avoided if the lines were simply placed underground.  This should be 
considered as an alternative to this project.  We do not need a "highway" of power lines 
traveling through our backyards.  

  
Sincerely, 
  
Curt Baldwin 
858-337-6414 cell 
curt.baldwin@gmail.com  
 

mailto:curt.baldwin@gmail.com


Mary Aldern – voice message received Monday, September 25, 2006: 
 
“I'm calling to make a comment on the public scoping meeting for the EIR/EIS.  I notice that once again there is no 

meeting scheduled for the area in which the Central San Diego substation is to be located, and I think that's a big 
mistake.  There are lots of people, hundreds of people who live in this general area who find it very difficult to drive to 
Borrego or Ramona.  That's almost an hours drive either way for many of these people.   

And being that the impact to that community is great, I think it would be very nice if once again a meeting was added in 
the Warner Springs Area, at the Warner Springs School, which has had two meetings, including a meeting we had to 
arrange ourselves, because the utility would not come out upon our request.  So we arranged our own meeting, and 
then they came out for a route announcement meeting, which was also well attended.   

So please give me a call or leave a message at (# above) because I think this is an ongoing problem that needs to be 
corrected.  Thanks. Bye.” 
 

 
From: j2 [mailto:message@inbound.j2.com]  
Sent: Monday, September 25, 2006 11:27 AM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: j2 Voicemail Message at 2006-09-25 11:26:56 PDT, Caller-ID: 858-499-0186 
 

• Log In • Downloads • Help    

 
 
Voicemail Message  

You have received a voicemail at 2006-09-25 11:26:56 PDT.  

* The reference number for this call is pittf1_did3-1159208678-
8667113106-34.  

* The Caller-ID for this call is 858-499-0186.  

This message can be opened using j2 Messenger®. If you have not already
installed j2 Messenger, download it for free: http://www.j2.com/downloads

Please visit http://www.j2.com/help if you have any questions regarding 
this message or your j2 service.  

Thank you for using j2!  

 

  
 

https://www.j2.com/jconnect/twa/login
http://www.j2.com/jconnect/twa/page/download
http://www.j2.com/jconnect/twa/page/help
http://www.j2.com/downloads


 
From: Jerry Hughes [mailto:jerry_hughes26@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, September 27, 2006 9:37 AM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: Comment on Sunrise Powerlink 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
  
I am very concerned about the planned route of the proposed Sunrise Powerlink. I feel 
that allowing the link to cut through Anza-Borrego Desert State Park will not only harm 
the environment but set a very dangerous precedent of taking lands, that were set aside as 
wilderness to improve and maintain our quality of life, for a project that can easily be re-
routed around the park. I don't think there has ever been a situation where wilderness 
land, that was promised to the public to be protected forever, should now be taken back. 
This situation is especially critical in southern California where land development is out 
of control.  
  
I am also concerned that after all is said and done, the current administration will have 
the final authority to simply grant SDG&E the "right" to take this land. This isn't simply 
an issue of running new lines along a current access route but an issue of using additional 
land for more development. And allowing an environmentally unfriendly administration 
the final say about whether this line can use wilderness land or not is a foregone 
conclusion. The Bush administration will, of course, allow any land to be taken by 
corporate America while not even considering the quality of life or input of southern 
Californians.  
  
I would like to see a cost analysis done and published by a third party, comparing the 
planned route through Anza-Borrego Desert State Park and a route that runs parallel to 
Interstate 8. Then I'd like to see that information published and the route options 
eventually voted upon by the citizens of southern California.  
  
We have to draw a line in the sand somewhere and I can't think of a better place than in 
Anza-Borrego Desert State Park!  We have to finally say no to development, when it 
threatens land we have set aside for everyone, for a project that is perceived as being for 
"the public good". Other solutions for this problem should be considered first, such as 
updating our current sources of energy generation, closer to home.  
  
Sincerely, 
  
Jerry Hughes  
2810 Union St. #14 
San Diego, Ca. 92103  
 



 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Dinda Evans [mailto:dindamcp4@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Thursday, September 28, 2006 8:45 PM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject:  
 
tell the CPUC and BLM what should be included in the 
environmental impacts documents they create. These 
agencies need us to tell them which alternatives to 
building the Powerlink should be studied, along with 
the potential impacts of the Powerlink.  
 
dinda evans 
pob 178695 
san diego, ca 92117 
 
 



SDG&E Proposed PowerLink Project     9-29-06 
 
We all know that growth is inevitable in California (and on the planet).  We have a 
growing and rapidly expanding population that is quick to snap up resources and 
continues to make huge demands on scarce resources, be it water, power, open space. 
 
Global Warming’s main cause, leading scientist’s maintain, is population.  It’s not about 
carbon monoxide, it’s about people and their ways making carbon monoxide. It’s that 
simple and there’s no debate here. 
 
The growing population in southern California, as elsewhere, is going to push to the edge 
of existence and populate every buildable parcel of land into the future.  But Park land is 
one place –dedicated to open space, in perpetuity, thankfully, due to the foresite of some 
great people and leaders- that will forever remain protected, untouched, and natural. We 
hope. Park land is a great American resource and the Park Service was established for the 
purpose of  protecting and making it available to the public. Park land is a resource that 
as our population continues to swell, humans will continue to need more and more in 
order to maintain their sanity in a busy and crowded world. 
 
But now Park land is up for grabs, or so it seems. Seems that the very population that 
Parks were established for now instead needs electricity more.  Or at least that’s what 
they are trying to tell us. That energy has a priority over the rich American tradition of 
Park land. That people’s needs take prescendence in the modern world over what has 
forever been set aside for future generations.  Can that be!?   
 
People will want to wake up and start asking questions.  The SDG&E Powerlink 
opposition is not about “environmentalism”. It’s not about “NIMBY’s” who don’t want 
to see a wire in their back yard. It’s not about protecting dark skies.  It’s not about losing 
backcountry vistas. It’s not about the public input opposing it.  THE SDG&E 
POWERLINK PROJECT IS ABOUT A PROPOSAL THAT WOULD DISMANTEL 
BASIC VALUES ONCE ESTABLISHED IN OUR GREAT AMERICAN TRADITION. 
IT’S ABOUT TAKING WHAT IS PROTECTED AND SAYING THE PEOPLE NO 
LONGER NEED THIS PROTECTED AREA, OR HAVE TO SHARE IT WITH 
DEVELOPMENT. IT’S ABOUT REVOKING THE MISSION OF THE CA. STATE 
WILDERNESS AND OTHER PROTECTED OPEN SPACE AREAS- - - IN THE 
NAME OF FUTURE GROWTH. IT’S ABOUT ENERGY NOW BEING MORE 
IMPORTANT THAN PARK LAND, OPEN SPACE, ANIMALS POPULATIONS AND 
CULTURAL RESOURCES. 
 
This way of thinking has to go and government and elected officials need to oppose it.  
People need to oppose it.  It’s time to start thinking about new ways of operating. To 
allow the development of protected Park Land (or sharing of it with developers) is the 
equivalent to modifying the U.S. Constitution.  No elected offical can responsibly do that.  
The government cannot do that.  
 



It’s high time people start to realize that their impacts and their ways of life will need to 
be modified to enable a sustainable future.  Energy executives need to understand this 
too. And most importantly, everyone needs to understand that be it Borrego, 
Yellowstone, Tressles, the Artic Refuge, the Grand Canyon, we cannot erode a basic 
American purpose/charter/mission and value of Park Land and protected area- - -  for 
human encroachment and resource needs (e.g. energy). This sets a very dangerous 
prescendent. It’s time for a new way of thinking and new way of living before we get to 
that. Please! 
 
I urge you to take action and make sure your local and State elected officials including 
the CA Governor know how you feel about this project. Write them, write the press, write 
to the California Public Utilities Commission and take action-today! Think about the big 
picture, not your own specific needs for air conditioning and lighting as you might. The 
future is yours. Or that of the energy companies. What will you decide?  
 
John Thompson 
Encinitas 
 





 
From: DLynch9081@aol.com [mailto:DLynch9081@aol.com]  
Sent: Friday, September 29, 2006 2:03 PM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: Powerlink Scoping Comment 
 
Billie Blanchard, CPUC/Lynda Kastoll, BLM 
c/o Aspen Environmental Group 
235 Montgomery St. Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA  94104-3002 
  
Dear Mr. Blanchard & Ms. Kastoll: 
  
Thank you for the NOP packet.  My neighbors and I at Holly Oaks Ranch will be following the 
proceedings closely.  My name is Sharon Lynch and my address is: 2609 Bristlewood Drive 
                                                                                                   Ramona, CA  92065 
  
Since I have an Information Hotline Question and a Scoping Comment, I will also fax this text to 
the Hotline Number as well as address both Comment and Question here. 
  
The next proposed meeting in Ramona is Oct. 3nd.  I attended a marathon meeting on Sept. 
13th.  The explanation of the decision making process took hours and was very tedious, maybe 
because the process itself is also tedious as well as thorough.  So, if that is the case, I am glad.  
However, after 2.5 hours, I had to leave. 
  
HOTLINE QUESTION:  Is the meeting on Oct. 3rd an update of what has transpired since Sept 
13th?  And also, please explain the 4-6 and 7-9 time frame.  Is there a 6-7 dinner break and then 
public comments from 7-9PM? 
  
  
SCOPING COMMENT:  I reviewed thoroughly the recent CPUC Notice of Preparation Report.  I 
am interested in the community and environmental effects of the entire project, but I have 
especially close ties to the Inland Valley Link.  Figures 5A & 5B are particularly vague about 
areas N28 - N40.  I think my community of over 100 families is located directly in the path of N27 
- N40.  But since no roads are designated here (Dye, Highland Valley, other?) and identities of 
the ROW properties are not revealed, I am left in the dark.  If SDGE has agreed to locate its link 
through Country Estates underground, why have we been forgotten?  Our community's property 
values, health and quality of life are just as important as those of the Estates, yet is seems that 
we have gone unnoticed or have been dismissed as unimportant!  We feel we should get the 
same consideration of an underground link if indeed the project is sanctioned and approved. 
  
Better still, If SDGE would build its plants following Federal regulations in the US, instead of in 
Mexico, where there are few restrictions, it wouldn't have to build this Link and potentially 
devastate so many lives and the environment. 
  
I can be reached at this email address, at the above address, or by phone at (760) 789-2634. 
  
Thank you for you attention. 
Sincerely, 
  
Sharon Lynch 
 











 
From: Kathy Pratt [mailto:desertstar2000@earthlink.net]  
Sent: Monday, October 02, 2006 8:31 AM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: Sunrise Power Link! 
 
Greetings!   
  
We oppose placing the towers for the Sunrise Power Link through Anza-Borrego Desert State 
Park!   We are long time residents of Borrego Springs.  We cannot believe that the State Park is 
even allowing discussion of such a thing.  SDG&E must be promising them vast sums of money.  
Questions to consider.  Why are the towers even being considered before the power plant is 
built?  Isn't that putting the cart before the horse?  The beauty of Anza-Borrego cannot be 
scarred forever by 160 foot steel towers!  We understand that you are trying to run these towers 
from the Imperial Valley to Warner Springs, therefore placing them in the State Park may be a 
necessity.  If that is so,  please put them where they will have the least impact on Borrego 
Spring's residents and visitors line of sight and homes.   We also know that power lines can 
create adverse medical conditions for humans and animals.   Again, what is the State Park 
thinking?  They go to such great lengths to protect the indigenous Big Horn Sheep, we find it hard 
to believe that they would compromise these herds!   Please consider keeping your power 
lines running along Interstate Highways, not through Tub Canyon, not through the beautiful and 
delicate Anza- Borrego Desert State Park. 
  
Kathy and Earl Pratt, P.O. Box 482, Borrego Springs, CA. 92004 
(760) 519-4540    
 

















 
 

 
From: Mark K Bennett [mailto:maxmark@earthlink.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 03, 2006 9:03 PM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: NO to Sunrise Powerlink 
Importance: High 
 
Billie Blanchard, CPUC / Lynda Kastoll, BLM 
c/o Aspen Environmental Group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA   94104-3002 
sunrise@aspeneg.com  
 
Dear Billie and Lynda: 
 
I wanted to let you know my opinion on the proposed Powerlink that will run through the heart of 
Anza Borrego State Park. 
 
By all accounts there are less destructive and viable alternatives to meet our energy needs here in 
San Diego. I support Representative Bob Filner, Supervisor Dianne Jacob, the California State Parks, 
the Anza Borrego Foundation, the Sierra Club, and so many more who oppose this SDGE proposal. 
 
Some of those alternatives to building the Powerlink? 
  
·  better SDG&E programs for conservation, demand management, and energy efficiency 
·  more local renewable energy, based on proven technology, not experimental technology 
·  replacing current transmission lines with new wires that can conduct more electricity 
·  more local power generation 
·  other potentially less destructive transmission upgrades 
 
Please be circumspect and attentive, and do the right thing by saying NO to the Sunrise Powerlink. 
 
Thanks for listening, 
 

mkb 
 
Mark K Bennett 
4145 Maryland Street, #3 
San Diego, CA 92103 
Cell: (760) 612-9198 
Email: maxmark@earthlink.net 
 



-----Original Message----- 
From: Denis James [mailto:namteprac@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, October 04, 2006 3:09 PM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: Fwd: RE: SDG&E map 
 
you folks need to read this completely I have picked a 
few and it is making me sick that sdg&e feel that the 
human population doesn't count as people.look at the D 
route and have sdg&e make up one for the west to the 
ocean routes. also look up 5.8.2 see what they say. 
Thank you Denis James namteprac@yahoo.com Kelly gave 
me this stuff. 
Note: forwarded message attached. 
 



 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Kelly Fuller [mailto:k.d.fuller@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, October 04, 2006 11:10 AM 
To: 'Denis James' 
Subject: RE: SDG&E map 
 
Denis, 
 
Go here. http://sdge.com/sunrisepowerlink/CPUC.shtml  
 
Scroll down and click on D route with identified constraints. 
 
Good seeing you last night. Any chance you could get your neighbors 
concerned about this? We need SDG&E to make a map like this to show the 
threats to Ramona, but they likely won't unless Ramonans bug the CPUC 
to get 
it. I am worried that so few people came to the meetings yesterday. 
Only a 
dozen were at the nighttime meeting. I don't think anybody is actively 
organizing people in Ramona anymore, other than on Mussey Grade Road. 
We 
really need a new person to get people fired up again. 
 
Kelly 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Denis James [mailto:namteprac@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, October 04, 2006 7:34 AM 
To: Kelly Fuller 
Subject: SDG&E map 
 
Kelly I looked all over the sdg&e web and could not 
find that map you should me last night  can you send 
me the web address so I can look it up thanks Denis 
 






























