












 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Bob Nabours [mailto:rnabours@cox.net]  
Sent: Thursday, October 05, 2006 7:58 AM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: Central Substation 
 
From: Bob Nabours <rnabours@cox.net> 
Date: Wed Oct 4, 2006  4:27:47 PM US/Pacific 
To: <hikermomma1@yahoo.com> 
Subject: CPUC letter 
 
  To: CPUC 
 
Robert Nabours 
26742 San Felipe Rd 
 
To all concerned: 
 
I recently learned that SDG&E is proposing putting a large substation a  
1000 ft from my house with a 230v tower less that 500 ft away. 
I am against the power link, but I fail to understand why you would  
want to destroy 40 acres of land, plus all the ancillary roads to put  
in this Central substation.The original proposal had the line run along  
S-2 and meet the existing substation at 79 and S-2, but then someone  
decided to  hide the substation in the mountains ??( behind my house  
and the other 8 families that live on this road, plus countless other  
families on S-2, WHY? This will be an environmental disaster for the  
following reasons: 
 
They will have to excavate and kill large stands of native trees(old  
shaggy bark, and manzanita trees) plus countless other indigenous 
plants.They are putting this substation in a residential area. 
 This is a mountainous  area  with a huge potential for a wildfire 
 Access is limited and all this excavation will aggravate this  
designated water shed area 
 It seems that this substation will cost considerably more than if 
they upgraded the existing substation on S-2 
As I mentioned early  I am opposed to the power link, but again why not  
utilize the existing substation on S-2 for the following reasons: 
 It is a direct route along S-2 to the power station 
 The substation is a flat area, there will have to be minimum 
excavation. There are no trees or plants just grass and no families 
around.   
 There is easy access directly off two paved roads 
 
          
 Sincerely, 
            
          
 Robert K. Nabours 
 







-----Original Message----- 
From: Denis James [mailto:namteprac@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Friday, October 06, 2006 10:51 AM 
To: news@ramonasentinel.com; sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: save our back country 
 
Ramona! SDGE is going to get away with destroying the 
back country, Anzo-Borrego Park, and any view you 
might have unobstructed by 160 foot towers. Wild life 
and residents will be endanger if the Sunrise power 
link goes through. SDGE say their selves that EMF from 
these lines are harmful and that there closer to you 
underground than 160 feet in the air. If a fire starts 
how do the fire crews and air craft going to fight it, 
who are you going to call SDGE or 911. On Tuesday Oct 
3 2006 the BLM and CPUC held a meeting in Ramona at 
the Charles Nunn arts center. there are about 50,000 
people living in Ramona and only 26 people came and 
some didn't even live here. That's 26 people that are 
fighting for your country way of life,and trying to 
stop SDGE from a new way to raise your rates. We all 
moved here and in the back country to get away from 
congestion and to enjoy the open views and wild 
life,If this line goes in you are going to loose all 
of it. The Power link is costing $1.4 billion not 
counting over runs and finance charging, Then all you 
have is a line and towers going from Imperial Valley 
to the ocean. No Solar panels no Wind turbines,and no 
Geothermal plants just a line and a road at the 
bottom. Solar panels are said to cost $75,000 maybe as 
cheap as $25,000 and they need 56,000. with all the 
folks in Ramona can't we come up with a better plan. 
Solar panels on roofs, up grade the older plants in 
San Diego county and use the existing lines that are 
there already. When SDGE says that this Power link is 
for SDGE only then why do they need very large power 
station in Warner Springs could it be for going north 
to Riverside and Los Angeles. SDGE say that they need 
only one line but as you remember they raised your 
rates and said that they would give you a refund. If 
SDGE gets a foot in the door you can bet that it will 
not stop with one line look at Lake Jennings area.The 
BLM and CPUC are having these meetings to get ideas if 
only 26 people show up out of 50,000 it seems to me 
that we don't care. Well I do. Thank you Denis namteprac@yahoo.com 
 





-----Original Message----- 
From: John Bland [mailto:JBLAND@elko.k12.nv.us] 
Sent: Friday, October 06, 2006 9:29 AM 
To: dpv2@aspeneg.com 
Subject: Fwd: Scoping Comments - Sunrise Powerlink Project 
 
 
>>> "John Bland" <JBLAND@elko.k12.nv.us> 10/3/2006 4:38 pm >>> 
To whom it may concern, 
 
My name is John Bland.  I recently received the SDG&E Sunrise Powerlink 
Project package that describes this project.  I am writing to request 
relocation of the proposed Central East Substation.  Our  family ranch 
and 
ranch house that is nearly 100 years old, constructed by my Grandfather 
boarders this development.   Our family heritage and the historic 
setting of 
our ranch will be destroyed by this very large and obtrusive project.  
The 
scenic and historic value or our ranch will be overtaken and lost by 
the 
development of the Central East Substation.  Please consider relocation 
of 
the Central East Substation.   
 
Sincerely, 
John Bland  
 

mailto:JBLAND@elko.k12.nv.us


 
 

From: The Jorgensens [mailto:jorgy@cableusa.com]  
Sent: Friday, October 06, 2006 2:24 PM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: Anza-Borrego Desert State Park 
 
October 6, 2006 
  
Billie Blanchard 
California Public Utilities Commission 
  
As residents of Borrego Springs, California, we would like to comment on the Sunrise Powerlink 
project.  
  
We adamantly oppose the construction of an above ground high voltage power link through any 
portion of Anza-Borrego Desert State Park. We attended meetings hosted by SDGE early on in 
the process and provided comments, written and oral. The primary options proposed by SDGE 
come right through the heart of the state park and do not appear in any way to take into account 
ours or many other's concerns.  
  
Such a high-profile line is completely incompatible with the esthetic and environmental qualities of 
this large park and the large amount of formally designated wilderness lands within it. 
  
If the line is built, either underground the line or lines along existing highway corridors, or better 
yet, route the line out of this highly sensitive and world-class park. 
  
  
Paul and Kathy Jorgensen 
P.O. Box 665 
(641 Tilting T Rd.) 
Borrego Springs, CA 92004 
 



William L. Medina 
12970 Swath Place 
San Diego, CA 92129 
October 6, 2006 

Billie Blanchard, CPUC/Lynda Kastoll, BLM 
c/o Aspen Environmental Group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 94104-3106 
 
 
Please consider the following mitigation measures to reduce the potential impacts 
associated with SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project. 
 
Page 8.2-21 of SDG&E’s Proponent’s Environmental Assessment (PEA) states: 
Underground construction of the transmission line would permanently impact 
approximately 0.17 acres of wetland features associated with storm water and culvert 
drainage near Ted Williams Freeway. 
 
This impact can be easily mitigated with just a minor adjustment to SDG&E’s proposed 
underground path.  There is a bike path approximately 150 feet to the north of SDG&E’s 
proposed route, adjacent to the Ted Williams Freeway.  Constructing the underground 
transmission line along this bike path will provide the following benefits: 
 

• This revised path mitigates any potential environmental impact to the wetland 
area. 

• This revised path moves the proposed transmission line further away from several 
existing residences. 

• This revised path reduces elevation changes along the transmission route and 
eliminates the requirement to divert water during the construction process.  These 
benefits may actually reduce SDG&E construction costs. 

• This revised path facilitates SDG&E access to the underground transmission line 
for future maintenance activities. 

 
I request that these comments be included in the final Scoping Report.  In addition, these 
mitigation measures should be considered as part of the EIR/EIS process. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

William L. Medina 
 



name = Donald J. Armentrout
organization =
email = armentrouts@citlink.net
subject = Sunrise Powerlink Project

FeedbackType = Comment

request_comment = I find it difficult to understand why this project cannot
be built in an existing designated corridor.  As a former member of the CDD
staff who worked on several utility projects I found how easily proponents
could use existing corridors once the BLM took a stand in supporting their
land management plans.  Is there a valid environmental reason why existing
designated corridors cannot be used?





 
From: Martin & Kathy Meglasson [mailto:mmeglasson@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Sunday, October 08, 2006 9:18 PM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: Ratepayor comments regarding Sunrise Powerlink 
 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
  
Please see the attached Word document file for my comments on the Sunrise Powerlink 
and my rationale for opposing SDG&E's proposal as submitted to CPUC. 
  
Thank you. 
  
Martin Meglasson 
mmeglasson@sbcglobal.net 
 



President Michael R. Peevey 
Commissioner Geoffrey F. Brown 
Commissioner Dian Grueneich 
Commissioner John Bohn 
Commissioner Rachelle Chong 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA  94102 
 
Re: Sunrise Powerlink Plan 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
I am a California utility ratepayer living in Carmel Valley Neighborhood 10 (known 
as Carmel Country Highlands) of San Diego.  
 
I am opposed to the Sunrise Powerlink as currently proposed by SDG&E.  My 
opposition is based on information presented by SDG&E representatives at 
Carmel Valley and Torrey Hills Neighborhood Association meetings and at 
SDG&E’s Carmel Valley open house as well as the views expressed in public 
forums by former members of the San Diego Regional Energy Taskforce and 
articles in the North County Times and San Diego Union Tribune newspapers. 
 
I am concerned about inadequate future electrical supplies to Southern 
California.  A recent article in the San Diego Union Tribune (September 3, 2006) 
points out that SDG&E has been aggressively pursuing new electrical supplies 
for the region.  I commend the SDG&E for recently opening a power generating 
plant in Escondido.  However, I believe SDG&E has chosen the wrong approach 
in proposing the Sunrise Powerlink.         
 
The approach SDG&E proposes serves the aspirations of its parent company, 
Sempra Energy, to enhance its energy trading business by building an east-west 
high voltage corridor.  The cost of achieving Sempra’s business aspirations will 
be borne by California ratepayers who will have to pay for the east-west high 
voltage lines.  SDG&E has alternatives which will also bring additional energy to 
the Southern California market, but these will not further Sempra’s energy trading 
and pipeline operations and, therefore, do not seem to have been considered 
and have not been proposed.  Power plant owners in Chula Vista and Carlsbad 
have offered to replace their power plants, which will be shutdown in the next few 
years, in exchange for long-term contracts, but SDG&E has refused to negotiate 
for this energy supply (San Diego Union Tribune, September 3, 2006).  These 
options would not require the building of the Sunrise Powerlink and, therefore, 
would not result in massive costs to California ratepayers.  Viable alternatives to 
the Sunrise Powerlink have been proposed by others and are referenced for your 
attention: http://www.borderpowerplants.org/04-24-
06%20Powers%20Sunrise%20Powerlink_El%20Centro.pdf. 

http://www.borderpowerplants.org/04-24-06 Powers Sunrise Powerlink_El Centro.pdf
http://www.borderpowerplants.org/04-24-06 Powers Sunrise Powerlink_El Centro.pdf


 
   
San Diego regional leaders and energy experts developed a regional energy plan 
entitled “The San Diego Regional Energy Strategy, Energy 2030” which was 
published in May, 2003.  This plan emphasized the need for local energy 
generation to assure a reliable energy supply to Southern California.  In a recent 
article by the San Diego Union Tribune entitled “The Next Power Crisis” 
(September 3m 2006), it is said “The problem is deceptively simple.  Energy 
firms aren’t building enough power plants, particularly in Southern California.”  In 
developing the Sunrise Powerlink plan, SDG&E appears to have ignored the 
consensus of regional leaders and energy experts as expressed in the “Energy 
2030” report by opting for remote power generation and a long-line strategy. 
 
SDG&E proposes to site Sunrise Powerlink in the middle of parks and land 
preserves.  I am distressed with despoiling Anza Borrego State Park and Los 
Penasquitos Canyon Preserve by the planned placement of giant steel towers 
and power lines in the midst of what is supposed to undeveloped lands for public 
enjoyment.   
 
For the reasons I oppose the Sunrise Powerlink as proposed by SDG&E.  I hope 
that you will use your position on the CPUC to compel SDG&E to pursue the 
strategies in the “Energy 2030” report to assure adequate future electrical 
supplies to San Diego and the Southern California region, to avoid the imposition 
of unnecessary costs to ratepayers, and to prevent the despoiling of public parks 
and greenspaces.   
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Martin Meglasson 
 
Martin Meglasson 
5774 Brittany Forrest Lane 
San Diego, CA 92130    
 
 
 








