


From: William Micklin [mailto:wmicklin@leaningrock.net] 
Sent: Friday, March 2, 2007 05:10 AM 
To: sunrise@aspeneg.com 
Subject: Written Comment to SDG&E SRPL PEA 
 
March 1, 2007 
Billie Blanchard, CPUC / Lynda Kastoll, BLM 
c/o Aspen Environmental Group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 94104-3002 
Re:  Request for Amendment of the SDG&E Sunrise Powerlink PEA 
 
On behalf of the Ewiiaapaayp Band of Kumeyaay Indians (formerly known as the 
Cuyapaipe Community of Digueno Mission Indians of the Cuyapaipe Indian 
Reservation, California, or the Cuyapaipe Band of Mission Indians), please accept this 
letter as the Tribe’s additional comments on the scope and content of the SDG&E’s 
Environmental Assessment (PEA) for the Sunrise Powerlink (SRPL). The Tribe’s 
concern is with the segment of the application that deals directly with the routing of the 
transmission line and associated environmental issues. 
 
The Tribe wishes to once again and emphatically express its concern with SDG&E’s 
evaluation of project alternative routes that were considered and, the Tribe believes 
erroneously, eliminated.  Please refer to SDG&E Alternatives Eliminated from Full 
Evaluation in the PEA and exhibited as Figure 8 (SDG&E Alternatives Considered and 
Eliminated). 
 
The Tribe supports alternative route ‘B’, as its preference, or ‘C.’  SDG&E considered 
and eliminated alternative route B and C during its pre-filing study period.  The PEA and 
its Appendix B, Routing & Siting Study, define the rationale for SDG&E’s elimination of 
these alternatives in more detail, as summarized below: 
 
Routing and Siting Alternatives Considered and Eliminated by SDG&E: 
 

• Alternative Routes B, C, D: The 500 kV line would leave Imperial Substation 
parallel to existing 500 kV Southwest Powerlink (SWPL) into San Diego County, 
then turn north following existing roads or transmission corridors through 
portions of Cleveland National Forest and Cuyamaca Rancho State Park. 
Eliminated by SDG&E due to reliability concerns of locating a new 500 kV line 
near SWPL, effect on residential properties and sensitive species, and because of 
the Cleveland National Forest approval process for amending Forest Plan. 

 
SDG&E’s process developed the Proposed Project and alternatives and then 
analyzed in the PEA the set of alternatives, with an analysis completed 
using the following criteria to determine which ones would be carried 
forward for full evaluation: 
 



• Does the alternative feasibly meet most of the basic Project Objectives? 
 

• Does the alternative result in an overall net reduction of potential environmental 
effects rather than a shift of impacts from one area to another? 

• Is the alternative feasible from a technical, legal or regulatory perspective? 
 
It is important to note that the CPUC Criteria List states that the PEA must include all 
reasonable alternatives, “even if these alternatives substantially impede the attainment of 
the Project Objectives, and are more costly.” These are included in this chapter as 
Alternatives Evaluated and Carried Forward and those Eliminated from Full Evaluation. 
 
 The Tribe believes the facts support its position that alternate routes B or C satisfy all 
three criteria. 
 
In Chapter 3 of the PEA, SDG&E states SRPL’s objectives are as follows: 
 
1. Ensure SDG&E’s transmission system satisfies minimum reliability criteria. 
 
2. Provide a transmission facilities with a voltage level and transfer capability that (a) 
allows for prudent system expandability and (b) supports regional expansion of the 
electric grid. 
 
3. Provide transmission capability for Imperial Valley renewable resources for SDG&E 
customers to assist in meeting or exceeding California’s 20% renewable energy source 
mandate by 2010 and the Governor’s proposed goal of 33% by 2020. 
 
In PEA Section 2.2, Project Purpose and Need, SDG&E states “the Sunrise Project is 
needed to ensure continued reliable service within the San Diego area, to facilitate 
achievement of California’s renewable resource goals, and to reduce the costs that 
consumers will otherwise have to pay to meet their day-to-day energy requirements.”  
SDG&E states the SPRL will (1) Maintain Reliability, and (2) Promote Renewable 
Energy . 
 
However, Imperial County is a potential source only for a solar power resource, and solar 
is, indisputably, the most expensive source of renewable energy.  Further, the solar 
energy resource produces energy that peaks during certain hours during daylight, 
produces no energy after the sun has set, and may produce less energy than expected 
during periods of inclement weather or cloudy skies.   
 
SDG&E fails to include in its analysis the high value wind power resource available 
along alternative route B and C on and near the lands of the Bureau of Land 
Management, the Campo Indian Reservation, the Manzanita Indian Reservation, and the 
Ewiiaapaayp Indian Reservation.  This wind power resource area is of the highest quality 
with class 3 to class 5 winds and wind resource capacities of between 25% and 39%.  The 
operating Kumeyaay Wind Power facility on the Campo Indian Reservation produces 40 
MW and has excess capacity to produce additional energy.  The Ewiiaapaayp Indian 



Reservation is developing a similar wind energy project that will produce between 
75MW and 100MW.  The BLM has contracted with a private wind power developer to 
study wind energy production on 17,000 acres of BLM east of the Ewiiaapaayp Indian 
Reservation and north of the Campo Indian Reservation. 
 
Wind resource power produces less expensive wind energy than does a solar power 
resource.  More important, however, is that renewable energy is produced most 
effectively, most efficiently, most reliably, and most economically by the combination of 
both solar resource and wind resource power.  Each balances the load of the other by 
producing peak-period power during the non-peak period power of the other.  If SDG&E 
is to meet its targets for renewable energy, the rich wind resource power available along 
alternate routes B and C must be tapped.   
 
The EAP, adopted by the Commission and the CEC in May 2003, accelerated the 
completion date for increasing the share of renewable energy in energy sales from 20% of 
sales by 2017 to 20% by 2010. On June 1, 2005 the Governor signed Executive Order S-
3-05 accelerating the renewable energy goals to 33% of energy sales by 2020.  These are 
aggressive goals, and if they are to be met, SDG&E must use the alternate routes of B 
and/or C for the SRPL.   
 
The Tribe believes SDG&E CANNOT satisfy the renewable energy demands OR its 
minimum reliability criteria with solar resource power from Imperial County alone.  If 
SDG&E is to meet its stated minimum reliability criteria, then criterion number 3 should 
be amended to read as follows: 
 
3. Provide transmission capability for Imperial Valley and Laguna Mountain renewable 
resources for SDG&E customers to assist in meeting or exceeding California’s 20% 
renewable energy source mandate by 2010 and the Governor’s proposed goal of 33% by 
2020. 
 
Only then can SDG&E satisfy the SPRL goals to (1) Maintain Reliability, and (2) 
Promote Renewable Energy. 
 
Pursuant to the above-stated reasons, the Tribe believes SDG&E must, at a minimum, 
amend its SRPL PEA to analyze the wind resource power available to produce renewable 
wind energy along alternate routes B and C.  The Tribe is confident the re-analysis in an 
amended PEA will show routes B and C should be the preferred route for the SRPL. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Willie Micklin, Executive Director & COO 
Ewiiaapaayp Band of Kumeyaay Indians 















March 23,2007 

VIA E-MAIL (sunrise@,aspeneg.corn) 
AND FIRST CLASS MAIL 

Billie Blanchard, CPUC / Linda Kastoll, BLM 
c/o Aspen Environmental Group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 941 04-3002 

Re: Sunrise Powerlink 

Dear Ms. Blanchard and Ms. Kastoll: 

We submit the scoping comments that follow on behalf of our client, the Executive 
Committee of Campo Band of Kumeyaay Indians ("Executive Committee"). The Executive 
Committee appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments in connection with the 
preparation of the Sunrise Powerlink EISIEIR. The Executive Committee also thanks you and 
your colleagues for meeting with us on February 7, 2007, to discuss the planned environmental 
review of the proposed project and your consideration of possible alternatives to San Diego Gas 
& Electric Company's ("SDG&E) proposed route for the Sunrise Powerlink ("SRPL"). 

The Executive Committee commends the decision to conduct additional scoping to 
explore alternatives to SDG&E's proposed route for the SRPL. The Executive Committee 
opposes the proposed route through Anza-Borrego Desert State Park because of the impact the 
proposed project would have on the unique and important cultural and environmental resources 
located in and provided by the Park. 

Alternatively, the Executive Committee endorses the decision to consider the so-called 
Interstate 8 Alternative. As we understand it, this alternative would join 1-8 in the Boulevard 
area and follow 1-8 to the west for approximately thirty-two miles. This alternative would cross 
the Campo Reservation along 1-8 for more than three miles. As presented at our February 7 
meeting, you propose that under this alternative the route would run along the north side of 1-8 
where it enters the Campo Reservation on the east, would eventually cross to the south side of I- 
8, and would cross again back to the north side of the Interstate before the route exits the 
Reservation on the west. 
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The Executive Committee urges you to change this proposed alternative in a couple of 
ways. First, if this alternative were chosen, we would prefer that this route be located entirely on 
the north side of 1-8 across the Carnpo Reservation. The majority of the commercial and 
residential development in the 1-8 corridor on the Reservation is located on the south side of the 
Interstate, and the impact of the alternative route on this development would be mitigated most 
effectively by siting the route on the north side. Due to the location of the Kumeyaay Wind 
Energy Project on the north side of 1-8, however, the Executive Committee understands that this 
may not be possible. The key issue in this respect is whether, given the distance from the 
southernmost wind turbine to the highway corridor, a sufficient right-of-way exists for the route 
on the north side of 1-8 in this particular location. The Campo Band would be happy to work 
with you to examine this issue further. 

Second, the Executive Committee believes that, if this alternative were chosen, it should 
provide for the construction of a new substation on the Campo Reservation for the purpose of 
interconnecting future wind generators in the area into the SDG&E grid. An additional means of 
interconnection is necessary for the development of additional wind energy resources in the East 
County area because the Southwest Powerlink is fully subscribed. In addition to the Campo 
Band, we understand that the Ewiiaapaayp Band of Kumeyaay Indians and the Manzanita Band 
of Mission Indians are considering additional wind energy projects in the area. 

As you go forward in analyzing the potential environmental impacts of the Interstate 8 
alternative, the Executive Committee asks that you pay particular attention to the impacts of this 
proposed route on the cultural and environmental resources of the Campo Reservation. In 
addition, we ask that you closely examine the socioeconomic impacts and the potential fire risks 
of siting the route along 1-8 through the Reservation. 

The Executive Committee thanks you for considering these comments. Please direct any 
questions you may have to Melissa Estes, the director of the Campo Band's Environmental 
Protection Agency, at (6 19) 478-9369. 

Sincerely, 

JANOV LAW OFFICES, P.C. 

By: 
Samuel D. Gollis 

cc: H. Paul Cuero, Jr., Chairman, Campo Band 
Ralph Goff, Vice-Chairman, Campo Band 
Melissa Estes, Director, Campo EPA 


