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From: Nathan Weflen [mailto:nweflen@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2007 01:56 AM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Cc: nweflen@yahoo.com, "cindy buxton®, "mary weflen®, "bryan/chris-®,
"max/alma stultz®, "pedro marcal®, "dave weflen®

Subject: No to Alt D from a Biological/Environmental diversity
viewpoint

Aspen Environmental Group, 2-20-07
Please review my comments on Alternative D, Sunrise Powerlink.

Nathan Weflen

13725 Boulder Creek Road
Descanso CA, 91916
nweflen@yahoo.com

Please do not allow the P.U.C., SDG&E, or anyone to put a new powerline
through the area known in the Sunrise Powerlink proposal as Alternative
D.

Second to my personal property loss if Alternative D is chosen, is the
loss we would all face if we put a 300 foot wide-150 foot high
powerline through this area. The Boulder Creek Road area holds some of
the most wild, beautiful and best kept secrets of San Diego County. The
land not held in private hands out here is mostly classified as
roadless National Forest.

This National forest includes the famous Three Sisters and Ceder Creek
waterfalls. Most of that National Forest is Proposed Federal Wilderness
including the No Name Unit, Sill Hill Unit, Ceder Creek unit. All of
this would be compromised by a 300 foot wide path of destruction. In
terms of rare creatures, | can identify the following unique items to
the AIt D

footprint:

1. This area contains numerous Horned Lizards(the San Diego horned
Toad) 2. Endangered Arroyo Toads in and around all drainage®s in this
route.

3. The only known range of Cuyamaca Cypress trees in the world. (King
Creek RNA) 4. Tecate Cypress (Isolated Ceder Fire new growth in the
Conejos Creek drainage) 5. Native Steelhead were re-introduced in
Boulder and Ceder Creeks 1998 and 2005 with captive-breed native fish
at the Chula Vista Nature Center. These Trout were breed from the only
4 known iIn existence from the Sweetwater River in San Diego.(See

www . sandiegotrout.org)

6. A lone Ceder Fire surviving Southern California Black Walnut tree
located in Conejos Creek/Valley.

(D-39,D-40)

7. Numerous rock-lined "bowl type" vernal pools are situated on top of
the mountain in the area of D-37 and D-38. These depressions provide
water for all animal life for months after a heavy rain.

8. The California Newt(Taricha torosa) has a southern range boundary
of Boulder Creek

(ww.dfg.ca.gov/whdab/cwhr/A007 . html)

9. Further unique items 1 will list in paragraph form.




Boulder Creek and Ceder Creek Gorges are particularly sensitive areas
that already have a 69kv line and powerline road. The current situation
is far from ideal from an environmental perspective. Alternative D put
through these canyons would totally destroy the area with a 300 foot-
wide easement and access roads.

SDG&E advises it"s own line-workers(instructions in their laptops) to
walk down the powerline road into Boulder Creek and avoid driving near
the Stream. The area between D-40 and D-41 and the Ceder Creek crossing
is extremely sensitive. The meadows and McCoy Ranch Road and Boulder
Creek Road hold a huge track of mature Engleman Oaks that survived the
fire.

Some of this land was purchased with Caltrans Mitigation money to save
these Engleman Oaks. The rest of this grassland was donated to the
Forest Service by the Rutherford family to forever protect this area.
Alternative D would destroy this Oak Savannah. South of these oaks are
two ponds(near 3330301700 and 3330301400)which on 2-18-07 had a pair of
Golden Eagles flying back and forth between these ponds. The proposed
Alt D would split these ponds(ln Johnson Creek). North of these rare
oaks, D-42 on the provided picture, is a tract of land owned by San
Diego State University. SDSU utilizes this land through it"s Soil
Ecological Restoration Group. In this capacity, they are attempting to
re-establish rare native grasses on this oak savannah. Those endangered
grasses are Quercus and Nassella pulchra.
The re-introduction of these grasses requires absolute minimum
disturbance. A 300 foot-wide powerline footprint through this land
would destroy all efforts of SDSU.

See the following website for complete information.
www . serg.sdsu.edu/SERG/restorationproj/woodlandgrassland/cuyamaca.html

In addition to all these unique items, Native American artifacts
abound in my area of interest; the area D-36 North through D-46. This
includes Numerous acorn grinding holes with the hand-held grinding
rocks still in the holes hundreds of years later. These rocks left in
place in respect to these cultures by local landowners, hikers and
hunters. A respect SDG&E apparently doesn®t have when they talk of
putting Alternative D through this area. Please use my studies and 30
plus years of exploring this area to reject Alternative D of the
Sunrise Powerlink.

Thanks for you request for comments,

Nathan Weflen



From: Andy Ahlberg [mailto:rangerl1032@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 04:42 PM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: Power lines through Anza Borrego

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to voice my concern over the proposed power lines through
the Anza Borrego Wilderness. Having grown up in southern California and
spending alot of time in the eastern part of San Diego County 1 must
make my voice clearly heard, Please do not build insdie the Anza
Borrego State Park. This area is one of the last true wilderness areas
in California, and perhaps the only wilderness area iIn southern
California. To threaten this area would be absolutely irresponsible.
This project would not only threaten this area physically but it would
also destroy the view shed. Wilderness areas are a quality of life
issue, please don"t ruin my childrens ability to enjoy this natural
area. Prior to this project, please think of the loss that not only
would we suffer, but our children and their children and all the
children to come would suffer this loss.

Thank you for your time in this matter. If you would like to discuss
the matter more please feel free to contact me.

Andrew S. Ahlberg

A concerned citizen of Southern California.



From: Jane Alexander [mailto:janemalexander@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 02:24 AM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: Oak Hollow Road Underground Alternative (Ramona)

I am a resident of Ramona and an equestrian user of the trails in the
Mt. Gower Open Space Preserve. | would like to register my strong
opposition to SDG&E"s proposal to build an overhead power line with
100+-foot above-ground towers that would cross through the San Diego
County Estates development in Ramona along Gunn Stage Road. This road
leads to the staging area for and trailhead entrance to Mt. Gower OSP.
The overhead lines would seriously undermine the natural beauty of one
of the most popular trails iIn this area, and would adversely affect, if
not destroy, the aesthetic experience of those who hike, bike and ride
their horses along the trail. We go there to enjoy nature®s unspoiled
beauty and solitude, not to be subjected to the hum of massive steel
towers and power lines, which are an unwelcome intrusion on the
wilderness.

One of the specific alternatives listed for comments is this transition
point, where lines go from underground to overhead. 1t could be moved
an additional 0.6 miles to the east, a proposal known as the Oak Hollow
Road Underground Alternative, and be far less injurious to the natural
beauty of the Mt. Gower area. Of course, 1°d prefer that the power
line be kept out of Ramona, which prides itself on preservation of its
rural traditions and is home to many of the county®"s agribusiness
enterprises, entirely. If, however, it must pass through out community,
the underground alternative is far less objectionable.

Please consider my input as a voter, taxpayer, resident of the affected
area, and recreational user of the Mt. Gower OPS when making a final
siting decision.

Sincerely,

Jane M. Alexander
315 N. Letton St.
Ramona, CA 92065

(760) 789-3576
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From: DBD201@aol.com [mailto:DBD201@aol .com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 08:58 PM
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Cc: public.advisor@cpuc.ca.gov

Subject: Anza Borrego

I am a retired State Park Superintendent and member of CSPRA. To be
brief 1 am strongly opposed to SDG&E"s proposed power line through
Anza Borrego Desert State Park.

David B. Donahue
212 Avenida Sierra
San Clemente, CA 92672

PS 1 am a SDG&E customer.



From: Green, Michael D [mailto:MGREE@parks.ca.gov]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 04:28 PM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: Proposed power line through Anza-Borrego

To Whom It May Concern:

I am a member of California State Park Ranger Association, the current
Department Training Officer, and a State Park employee for over 17
years.

This message is meant to convey my strong objection to the proposed
power line through Anza-Borrego Desert State Park. These lands were set
aside by preceding and often wiser generations to protect them from the
very activity proposed. 1 appeal to your conscience, thoughtfulness,
and good judgment. Please think beyond your immediate sphere of
influence and honor the wishes of our predecessors by joining us to
help preserve this wilderness for generations to come.

Thank you,

Michael D. Green

Acting Department Training Officer
California State Parks

PO Box 699

Pacific Grove, CA 93950

(831) 649-7108

michael@parks.ca.gov
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From: Albert Lewis [mailto:hempys@hempys.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 11:22 PM
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: LEWIS family--NO Power towers

To whom it may concern,

My family and 1 value the rural character and peace of our beloved
Descanso.

We are strongly opposed to a power tower through the Boulder Creek or
Eagle Peak areas. We believe there are other alternatives including
investment in and encouragement of solar power (we run a modern 1900
sq. Ft. house on 12 solar panels and 2 solar hot water panels with no
grid connection). On behalf of my wife, 5 month old son and myself, I
urge you to reconsider the power tower option for meeting your desired
power goals.

Sincerely,

Albert Lewis & Family

11970 Twin Springs Rd.

Descanso, CA 91916
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Comment:

It is very clear that SDGE would not be proposing this link if it were not a big money
maker for them and their stockholders. Should the CPUC ignore the existence of the
South Bay Power Station (not SDGE owned) which could potentially provide the
“needed” extra power which SDGE claims we will need in the future, AND, should the
CPCU ignore the facts that more environmentally friendly alternatives exist which SDGE
does not pursue, AND ULTIMATELY grant approval to this Powerlink, the Holly Oaks
Ranch Community of 90 homes PLEADS that either the -8 ALTERNATIVE OR THE
WEST OF THE FOREST ALTERNATIVE be chosen for the Southwest Inland Section
of the project. This would not only spare Anza-Borrego and The Cleveland National
Forest, but also the 90 family community of Holly Oaks Ranch from the potentially
hazardous and unsightly Powerlink.

We still think, based on evidence presented by stalwart consumer and environmental
protection groups, that the best alternative is No Powerlink. However, in lieu of the
fact that the Powerlink may be approved, ATTACHED is a petition signed by the
families of Holly Oaks in support of the I-8 or West of the Forest Alternatives.

STATISTICS OF THE ATTACHED PETITON: The petition contains 93 signatures
representing 77 households of a total of 90 households in our community. Thus, 86%
support the I-8 or West of the Forest Alternatives, keeping the Powerlink out of our
community should it be approved.

Of the 13 households not polled: 2 houses were for sale and vacant
7 houses residents were not home
2 houses residents were home but would not answer
1 house resident refused to sign citing he was too busy
to read about the project and form an opinion
1 house resident is an SDGE employee
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. Note from the EIR/EIS Team: This page is a sample of the petition signed by residents of Ramona. Only one page is included
as a sample to reduce printing cost, redundancy, and use of space.
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From: Jeffrey L. Merzbacher [mailto:merzbacherc@cox.net]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 02:36 AM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: Power Poles in the Mt_Gower Preserve

To you who care,

I ride my horses through the Mt. Gower Open Space Preserve on a daily
basis. 1 love the feeling of wide open spaces and the vast views of
the beautiful natural rolling hills. I believe that the Oak Hollow Road
Underground Alternative is a splendid idea, because it would reduce the
visual impact of the overhead lines and towers as seen from the Mt.
Gower Open Space Preserve. 1 can not imagine looking over the horizon
and seeing 150 foot towers after witnessing such a fine view up until
now. 1 so hope that my children and my children®s children will be
able to experience the wonder view as it is long after 1 am gone.
Please, please find an alternative!

Jeffrey L. Merzbacher, M_Ed.
16127 Poderio Court
Ramona, CA 92065
merzbacherc@cox.net
Jmerzbacher@sandi .net
1(760)207-1273-cell
1(760)789-3508-home
1(858)273-3341-work
"Educating the mind without educating the heart is no education at
all.”

- Aristotle (384-322 BCE)



From: Moore, Darci [mailto:dmoor@parks.ca.gov]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 04:23 PM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: Transmission line In Anza Borrego

To whom it may concern,

1 would like to voice may strong opposition to the proposed
transmission line in Anza Borrego. This is one of a number of projects
that are currently threatening the integrity of our State Parks. |IT
this project were to go through we will forever change the pristine
wilderness experience that future Californians could have when they
visit this unique state park. [If we continue down this road of
sacrificing our precious park lands which have in fact been set aside
for protection because of the significance of their natural or cultural
resources, in another 30 years no park will remain unblemished or
marred. By allowing projects like this, we are robbing future
generations of high quality park experiences. People go to parks like
Anza Borrego to get away from infrastructure and the chaos of the
modern world. These parks are supposed to be protected and we need to
do just that.

Darci Moore-CSPRA Member
District Interpretive Specialist
Central Valley District
209-536-2913

dmoor@parks.ca.gov



From: Linda Polese [mailto:lpolese@cableusa.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 10:02 PM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: Sunrise Powerlink-Anza Borrego Desert

Dear SDG & E, Powerlink representatives & CPUC:

Anza Borrego State Park land and surrounding areas should not be
expendable under any circumstances. None of the alternatives for the
Powerlink seem

compatible with humans or nature! Caltrans recently changed it’s
construction route to protect the bats in Sentenac Canyon, certainly
SDG&E can find other alternatives less areas to impact, such as the
existing Route 8 corridor.

Anza Borrego is a valued California treasure, filled with an abundance
of wildlife and endangered species, trails for hiking, biking, and
horseback riding. The Powerlink would be a major blight on the land,
i.e. huge towers, loud noise and possible health issues. Nature should
not be scarred by industry!

Borrego Springs, though small in its general population, should be
heard as one large united community in contesting the proposed route,
as the impact on our visiting population could be devastating. Please
eliminate the entire proposed region of Anza Borrego Park and continue
to eliminate the routes through Borrego Springs, Tub Canyon and Volcan
Mountain.

IT the Powerlink is to continue then, the best alternative is to BURY
the LINES. SDG & E has buried hundreds of miles of lines throughout
the City of San Diego and removed telephone poles to improve the
aesthetics city-wide.

SDG & E needs to do the same in the County of San Diego from the
Imperial County line to the end of the line in San Diego. Thereby,
saving the Park, Borrego Springs economy, the visual landscape, and all
nature.

Borrego Valley Landowner,

Linda Polese

P.0. Box 1330

Borrego Springs, CA 92004-1330
Ipolese@cableusa.com



From: Larry Pustinger [mailto:lpustinger@nethere.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 01:05 AM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: Scoping Comments, proposed Sunrise power link

CPUC/BLM

C/0 Aspen Environmental Group
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935
San Francisco, Ca 94104

Dear Bilie Blanchard and Lynda Kastoll:

Your Non-Wires Alternatives are the only approach which 1 can support.
New in-area renewable generation sources are most consistent with
SANDAG"s plans for meeting greater San Diego"s needs for additional
electrical generation by 2030.

The Reliability of in-basin electric generation is vastly superior to
any sources which would rely upon out of area generation. While
obvious, it will be stated here that creating new generation sources in
excess of 150 miles distant from the intended market will always fail
to meet Reliability goals.

The State of California is commencing its 10 Billion Dollar over 10
years program of tax credits and grants to spur innovation,
development, and installation of local, on site renewable electric
generation. While the effects of this stimulating investment are not
yet known, the program itself was not known nor considered by SANDAG
when its own 2030 plan was formed.

SDG&E & Sempra Energy have failed thus far to prove any urgent need or
necessity for their application to meet with approval. To do so, they
would have to prove that SANDAG"s 2030 plan is not adequate. SANDAG"s
plan provides for their area®s anticipated needs for expanded
consumption with in-basin solutions.

The proposed Sunrise power link fails to establish public necessity,
and also fails reliability.

I have attended seven public meetings and read numerous reports
relating to the application. SDG&E & Sempra have changed their own
estimates as to costs and benefits several times thus far during this
process. It is clear to me, that the applicants can benefit and profit
should their proposal be approved. But their ability to profit is not
my concern, nor is it a proper concern of the CPUC or BLM.

At two meetings during which 1 was present, SDG&E & SEMPRA
representatives repeatedly and unequivocally stated they did not want
any of the "south® county alternative routes. When questioned as to
why they put forth the southern alternative routes, their response was
that it was only to satisfy the demands of the CPUC. The applicant”s
representatives explained that they only wanted the northern route
through Anza-Borrego State Park, claiming that it was the only route
that would work! These same representatives denied any present or
future expansion of additional circuits out of the proposed Central
East Substation, which could head northward towards Riverside, Orange,



& Los Angeles counties. Yet, the project before you provides for
additional 230 KV circuits out of the Central East Substation. Older
postings to the SDG&E & Sempra web sites illustrated transmission
corridors originating at Central East and traversing northward along
the HGY 79 corridor towards Riverside County.

In recent weeks, SDG&E & SEMPRA Energy have publicly proclaimed that
they would never purchase any power from the proposed LS power plant in
the South Bay area of San Diego. Mr. Avery, president of SDG&E, said
it wasn"t necessary and further stated that SDG&E customers should not
be made to pay for anything that is not yet necessary.

All present and all future Californians are being asked TO PAY for the
Sunrise Power Link by giving up irreplaceable wilderness lands within
the Anza-Borrego State Park. This cost is unacceptable and clearly not
necessary. Several alternative routes are under consideration by the
CPUC which do not intrude upon pristine wild lands. Most of these
alternative routes are also many miles shorter then the applicants
preferred route.

IT a Finding of necessity is somehow the finding of the CPUC, I would
only urge a considered approval for the alternative route known as West
of Forest. This route is considerably shorter than the devastating
Anza-Borrego route, generally avoids National Forest Lands, and
minimizes negative impacts upon developed communities and homes.

Advancing technology and innovation is to be relied upon. Indeed,
SDG&E & Sempra Energy purport that the Sunrise Link would provide solar
energy in the VERY near term, yet their contractor, Stirling Energy has
not yet invested any money in starting their own process for land
acquisition, plant approvals, EIR"s, etc. It is my understanding
Stirling®s site needs would encompass about 7000 acres of desert lands.
It seems as though any future prospective solar production of the
magnitude requiring a Sunrise Power link, is several years beyond any
completion of the proposed Sunrise Project. Many electrical engineers
at public meetings even questioned the present day viability of the
Stirling production model. 1 am not qualified to speak to this
particular issue, but pray that the CPUC submits it to close scrutiny.

SANDAG"s plan to meet the areas needs through 2030 was accomplished
without benefit of California®s 10 billion dollar renewable energy
initiative, and without the benefit of the proposed Sunrise Power Link.

The states energy initiative strengthens SANDAG"s ability to implement
their 2030 plan, and at the same time any possible finding of necessity
for the Sunrise Power Link becomes even more impossible.

It is my final hope that your careful considerations do not diminish
the wild lands we have set aside for all who follow.

Sincerely,

Larry Pustinger

P.0. Box 415

Descanso, Ca. 91916 phone 619-659-3437 email:
Ipustinger@nethere.com



From: Ragsdale, Phyllis [mailto:PRAGS@parks.ca.gov]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 07:37 PM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: SunrisePower Link

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing this note to share my concern re: the "SunrisePowerLink".
As a California State Parks employee we work to preserve open lands for
the enjoyment, education and recreation of the people of California.
The building of power towers would create an unsightly distraction and
possibly interfere with public access. It would be in the best
interest of the people of California, this generation and for future
generation not to go ahead with this project. Thank you for your time
and consideration.

Phyllis Ragsdale, Guide 1 State Capitol Museum



From: srogers647@aol.com [mailto:srogers647@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 03:39 AM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: No Sunrise Powerlink

To: Billie Blanchard, CPUC and Lynda Kastoll, BLM
Re: Please say no to the Sunrise Powerlink

Please do not allow SDG&E to build the Sunrise Powerlink. 1t will
destroy some of the most beautiful open space in the world.

There are many alternatives to the Sunrise Powerlink that would be
less destructive to our natural environment. Increased energy
efficiency and local renewable power generation are some alternatives.
Please spend the money on these alternatives and we will all be much
better off. Future generations will thank you.

Sincerely,
Gaylee Rogers

1340 Opal Street
San Diego, CA 92109
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From: TOM TANNER [mailto:tomandmarytanner@verizon.net]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 06:15 PM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com, public.advisor@cpuc.ca.gov
Subject: We oppose the Powerline

To; Ca. PUC
Subject: "sunrise powerlink"

We oppose the San Diego Gas and Electric proposal to build a
powerline through Anza Borrego Desert State Park. Specifically we
oppose the defiling of a wilderness area with obtrusive structures that
will disrupt the very intent of wilderness areas.

Deselecting portions of a wilderness area for commercial
"development™ and profit is completely wrong. Parks and wilderness
were put into place for perpetuity. This land is not available for
private commercial ventures when other options are deemed less viable.

Sincerely,
Tom Tanner - CSPRA member
Mary Tanner



From: Dick Troy [mailto:dtroy22@comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 06:44 PM
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: Sunrise Power Link Route

Please find another route for the project. We shouldn"t have to
sacrifice one public good for another.

Dick Troy
Sacramento



From: r wohl [mailto:rwohl@roadrunner.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 08:59 PM
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: Anza Borrego Power Lines

Please do not allow Sempra to build power lines across one of the great
desert parks in the world. This is not just a local parochial issue.
Anza Borrego Desert State Park is a treasure that should not be
impacted or marred by power lines. State Parks has operated this park
as a natural area, with wilderness status in areas that would be
impacted by the electric lines. Please stop this plan and have Sempra
and SDGE come up with other plans that do not make a major impact on
this wonderful place.

Bob Wohl
rwoh@roadrunner .com

809 Kalpati Circle #322
Carlsbad, Ca. 92008

760-729-1127



From: Myrna Wosk [mailto:mstarr@znet.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 04:54 AM
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Cc: *Myrna Wosk*

Subject: Powerlink

Dear Ms Lee and Ms. Blanchard,
Thank you both for coming to Borrego Springs on February 8.
Ms Blanchard, you were very kind in the past to immediately verify time
and place when there was confusion as to the location and time of the
CPUC meeting.
Ms Lee, and Ms. Blanchard, perhaps you were able to see through my
disjointed presentation and understand what 1 was really trying to say
at that meeting:
1) Imperial County has one of the highest rates in the nation of
respiratory diseases. (Sorry | dont have the S.D. Union article wich
discussed this). Further, according the the San Diego Union of
2/18/07:

. . _[Imperial] county"s population jumped 3.1 percent to
161,600 [from 2004 to 2005].. . .

The current figure is even higher--166,600--and it"s
estimated that the population

will grow to 214,000 by 2020."

IT Sempra is allowed to construct their SPL, it seems so obvious that
Mexico, right on the border with the proposed Imperial substation, is
the perfect conduit for unregulated pollution pouring into Imperial
County.

Please do take a look at the SDGE Feasibility Study, Status Report
of August 9, 2005, STEP meeting. Sorry I"m not a whiz at computers so
all 1 can do is give you the pdf and hope that you"ll drop it into
Google:

2005081111135011214.pdf
Please look at the picture on page 5 "Imperial Valley - Central -
Serrano/Valley Completing the 500 kV loop.*

To me it looks like 7 or 8 substations in Northern Baja are all nicely
linked into Imperial Valley and the proposed SPL. Let the pollution
flow into Imperial County begin!

2) Wilderness areas are at the top of the heap as far as federally
protected areas are concerned. Once ANY portion of our wilderness is
allowed to be de-designated, everything is up for grabs: i.e., parks,
forest, preserves, all can be seen merely as holdings to be used
(abused) by commercial enterprises.

3) And finally. . _Perhaps you have seen the movie "The Smartest Guys
in the Room'™ about the Enron fiasco. Allow me to include as part of my
'comments'™ a mere ten minute clip from this movie:

> http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ANvVOj1xy5Y.

PLEASE watch it. The language is shocking, as are the obscene acts of
Enron, and while you watch it, please remember that Sempra/SDGE was a
willing participant.

With heartfelt thanks for your consideration,
Myrna Wosk

2059 Caminito Circulo Sur

La Jolla, Ca 92037

858-551-0768
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David H. Batchelder
12400 High Bluff Drive, Ste. 600
San Diego, CA 92130

February 23, 2007

Billie Blanchard, CPUC

Lynda Kastoll, BLM

c¢/o Aspen Environmental Group
235 Montgomery Street

Suite 935

San Francisco, CA 94104-3002

Dear Ms. Blanchard and Ms. Kastoll:

[ am writing to comment on the scope and content of the EIR/EIS pursuant to the Notice of the
Second Round of Scoping Meetings on Alternatives to the Proposed Sunrise Powerlink Project.
My comments are as follows:

1.

I support the Central Link alternatives retained — specifically, the Santa Ysabel Existing
ROW Alternative and the Santa Ysabel Partial Underground Alternative (the “Retained
Alternatives”) because either alternative would reduce visibility of the proposed 230kv
lines as well as reduce agricultural impacts, safety and fire risk and impact on private
property. Further, the retained alternatives would allow use of an existing transmission
corridor.

The Retained Alternatives are superior to the loop from the intersection of Highways 76
and 79 to Mesa Grande Road and back to Santa Ysabel (from points 100 to 106 on the
attached map) (the “Loop”), because the Loop (a) is about 1 3/4 miles longer; (b) climbs
from 2500 feet at the intersection of Highways 76 and 79 to 4100 feet at its highest point,
then back down to 3000 feet near Santa Ysabel; (c) crosses extremely difficult terrain and
is therefore not inexpensive, especially along Mesa Grande Road; (d) is much more
visually offensive since it travels along the crest of the hills for over one mile near point
103 on the attached map; and (€) as a result of its added length and higher elevation, it
presents a greater safety and fire risk, and increases the agricultural impacts on nearby
private property.

If the Loop is retained as the preferred route, I respectfully request that the route be
modified in one of two ways as follows:

(a) straighten the proposed path between point 101 on the attached map and Mesa Grande
Road (see red dotted line on the attached map) such that the proposed path remains along
the base of the hills in the valley on the Cauzza property as opposed to the property line
between Cauzza and Batchelder. This path would avoid the ponds and watershed in the
valley on Cauzza’s property because the base of the hills is above the ponds and
watershed. The property line between Cauzza and Batchelder is on the crest of hills and



1220390.2

would cause the transmission line towers to be placed at high points including a peak of
4100 feet with 360° views for miles including from Mesa Grande Road, Highway 79,
Highway 78 and the Santa Ysabel Valley. It should be unacceptable for all involved to
place the transmission lines and towers on the crest of the hills between the Cauzza and
Batchelder properties for about one mile near point 103 on the attached map; or

(b) follow the more westerly property line between Cauzza and Bloomdale along the
valley avoiding to the extent possible the ponds and watershed in the valley on Cauzza’s
property (see black dotted line on the attached map) and underground the line along Mesa
Grande Road on the attached map to where the line would otherwise go over two homes.

4. Finally, I respectfully request that you eliminate from consideration as an access road my
private road, Green Oaks Drive, and the creation of one or more new access roads from
Green Oaks Drive to that section of the proposed transmission line which includes point
103. The reason for the elimination of my private road is that it is located 1000 to 2200
feet away from the proposed path of the transmission lines and is being considered solely
out of convenience, and not necessity. The reason for the elimination of the creation of
one or more new access roads from Green Oaks Drive is that such new access roads
would physically and visually subdivide my property, and are being considered solely out
of convenience, and not necessity. At best, use of my private road and the creation of one
or more new access roads from my private road would run to between one and three
points on the transmission line which includes point 103, and to reach any other locations
on the line would still require an access road to be built under the transmission line. In
order to minimize the impact on my private property, SDG&E should build their access
road under the transmission lines to the extent possible, and not utilize my private road
and create new access roads from my private road.

I have discussed the foregoing with representatives of San Diego Gas & Electric (Mike Niggli,
Dave Geier, Laura McDonald and Lynn Trexel) as well as Mr. Tom Murphy and other
representatives of The Aspen Environmental Group. I ask that you consult with them regarding
this matter since they have seen firsthand the extreme visual impacts of the proposed path along
the Cauzza/Batchelder property line.

During the preparation of this letter, I’ve been informed by San Diego Gas & Electric that it is
recommending to the CPUC a new route for the Central Link in the vicinity of my property,
which new route is referred to as the Mesa Grande Alternative. San Diego Gas & Electric
courteously shared with me the routing of the Mesa Grande Alternative, and its reasons for that
alternative. Based thereon, I support the Mesa Grande Alternative over the alternatives
discussed in Paragraphs 3(a) and 3(b) of this letter.



[ appreciate your serious consideration of my comments. Please contact me at 858-704-3301 if
you desire any additional information.

Yours truly,

O . et~

David H. Batchelder

ces:

San Diego Gas & Electric

Attn:  Mike Niggli
David Geier
Laura McDonald
Lynn Trexel

1220390.2
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From: MCBl@aol.com [mailto:MCBl@aol.com]

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2007 05:14 AM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Cc: rcfowl@cox.net, Ldonh@aol.com, JDScull@pacbell.net,
ian@ourfunnyfarm.com, TimCostanzo@nctimes.net

Subject: Sunrise Powerlink Project

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

235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935

San Francisco, CA 94104-3002

We are writing to express our sentiments on the Sunrise Powerlink
Project route through the Santa Ysabel Valley and Mesa Grande Area. We
own a piece of property in Mesa Grande in a tranquil and remote wooded
area off Black Canyon Road. We feel that routing a high voltage power
line through Mesa Grande, with its inherent fire risks, endangers all
of us with homes in this area. The County of San Diego routinely denies
applications for subdivisions and new home construction in the area
because of the inability of fire protection services to respond in a
timely way. Our area has 16 parcels off a single private road and fire
is the thing we fear most. Fires that have burned in our area have
presented a major challenge for fire fighters. The roads in the area
are mostly dirt and are single lane roads. The area is heavily
forested, and each year we property owners must clear around our homes
to keep a fire perimeter free of brush. SDG&E crews come in regularly
to trim the trees around the existing small power lines. A project like
the Sunrise Powerlink would multiply the dangers many times over.
Keeping the area safe would require constant vigilance, with no margin
for error. 1 hope this message reaches you before the Feb. 24 deadline,
and that you are responsive to the sentiments of the property owners in
the Santa Ysabel and Mesa Grande areas. Please reject this ill advised
and dangerous project.

Michael and Barbara Bertin

22 Gillman Street

Irvine, CA 92612

E-mail: MCBl@aol.com, BDBertin@uci.edu



From: Terry Brann [mailto:tgb@mainesummer.com]
Sent: Friday, February 23, 2007 04:38 PM

To: sunrise@aspeneg.com

Subject: Sunrise Powerlink

Dear Persons: 1"m writing to you regarding the proposed Sunrise
Powerlink project. If implemented as proposed, the powerlines and
towers will have a truly unacceptable impact on a desert natural
resource that remains a true California jewel, one that is still
readily accessible to visitors from most anywhere. Setting lands aside
in perpetuity for public use, one of which is a wilderness-type
experience, definitely applies to Anza-Borrego Desert State Park.
Having been assigned there for two years during my career as a State
Park Ranger, 1 can tell you that the public wants and truly needs the
kind of experiences offered in this magnificent setting. Transmission
lines and towers not only seem incongruent with what parks and public
lands in general are all about, but would destroy the very Kind of
experiences sought by this park®s visitors. |1 urge you to seek viable
alternatives and locations for the implementation of this project.
Thank you, Terry G.

Brann SSPR, Retired P.O. Box 446 Gardiner, ME 04345



