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 From:   kking28@cox.net <kking28@cox.net>    

     [ add to contacts  ]

 To:  sunrise@aspeneg.com

 Cc:

 Date:  Sunday, February 11, 2007 06:28 pm

 Subject:  Sunrise Powerlink

Billie Blanchard/Lynda Kastoll 
CPUC/BLM 
C/o Aspen Environmental Group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
 
Dear Mr. Blanchard and Ms. Kastoll: 
 
We are writing to urge you to commit to protecting Anza Borrego Desert State Park (ABDSP) by opposing all of San Diego 
Gas and Electric’s (SDG&E) Sunrise Powerlink proposed routes that would encroach on or near any portion of the ABDSP. 
 
If built, SDG&E would degrade the viewshed and compromise the natural, cultural and recreational resources of Anza 
Borrego Desert State Park, the crown jewel of the California State Park System. Areas permanently protected as 
“wilderness” are threatened by this development. Golden eagles may be harmed, as they have been reported in the 
Grapevine Canyon area of ABDSP and the proposed transmission line threatens the bighorn sheep, bisecting designated 
critical habitat deemed necessary for its survival and recovery. Native American archaeological sites and the historic route 
of the Mormon Battalion and the Butterfield Overland Mail line would also be impacted. 
 
Such degradation to a unique and amazing place is not necessary. Other existing and already planned projects would meet 
the goals of this project in a less costly way. SDG&E is not seriously considering those options. Meeting reliability needs 
with in-county generation and conservation will be better than trying to meet reliability needs with imports from unspecified 
distant resources using the Sunrise Powerlink. Renewable resources in Imperial Valley can be transmitted over existing 
lines, like the Southwest Powerlink, or by upgrading exiting lines, like the Green Path. 
 
We implore you to do what is right for all of the communities that would be dramatically impacted by this project as 
opposed to what is most profitable for big business. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Mr. & Mrs. Kevin M. King 
5902 Kunkler Lane 
Borrego Springs, CA 92004 
 
(760) 767-4999 
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Text Box
Note from the EIR/EIS Team:  This letter was sent by 26 residents of Alpine, Chula Vista, El Cajon, La Jolla, La Mesa, Ramona, San Diego, and Vista.  Only one letter is included as a sample to reduce printing cost, redundancy, and use of space. All commenters were added to the project mailing list.































California Public Utilities Commission 
Bureau of Land Management 
 
PROPOSED SUNRISE POWERLINK PROJECT 
 
Date:    February 15, 2007 
 
Name:  Clare Billett 
 
Affiliation: Taxpayer in San Diego County 
 
Address: 11124 Vista Sorrento Parkway, 305, San Diego, CA 92130 
 
Phone:  858 793 3451 
 
Email:  clarelb@care2.com 
 
 
COMMENTS: 
 
I believe there are NO acceptable alternative routes for the proposed Sunrise Powerlink -- even if SDG&E could 
afford to put the entire Powerlink underground.  
 
To route the proposed high voltage transmission lines near or through residential areas is unacceptable to our 
human communities.  And to route the line through any of San Diego County’s irreplaceable natural areas, 
wilderness areas and open spaces is also equally unacceptable. 
 
To force our human neighbors and communities to choose between protecting their quality of life versus the 
quality of their environment is a false choice. In diverting our attention to choose the “right route” for the 
transmission line – it would be all too easy to “miss the forest for the trees” – causing us to pitch our human 
communities against each other – or forcing us to choose which of our precious natural areas to sacrifice.   
ALL ARE THE WRONG CHOICES: The central premise of the project is invalid. There should be no 
transmission lines. 
 
I therefore contend that:  
 
• A centralized energy production site miles from it’s intended market requiring high-voltage transmission 

lines to bring that energy to the market for which it is intended is simply the completely WRONG 
PRADIGM;  
 

• Instead of investing the kinds of capital dollars they seem prepared to expend in routing the proposed 
Powerlink, SDG&E should instead be investing in facilitating, subsidizing and developing LOCAL 
DECENTRALIZED AND SUSTAINABLE energy solutions WITHIN the very market areas where the 
power will be needed.  

 
• In addition, transmitting electricity thru wires typically looses 4% of the energy transmitted per 

100 miles due to wire resistance. So the closer you produce electricity to your market, the less 
energy needs to be produced.  

 
• Costs per mile of 500Kv transmission line are typically between $1 - $1.5 million, depending on 

terrain, angle of the towers, etc. It will also be A LOT more if  ROW has to be purchased. 
 



• This “no wires” solution will negate -- or at least drastically reduce -- the huge infrastructural investments 
otherwise required – as well as their associated impacts -- by simply no longer even requiring the new 
heavy duty transmission lines; SDG&E should not even be considering routing heavy-duty powerlines from 
Imperial County to San Diego County; 
 

• Instead -- SDG&E should be seeking ways to facilitate and subsidize decentralized and sustainable energy 
production within the very market place where the power is actually needed. We have the technology -- and 
there are cost-effective, feasible and sustainable solutions. Solar Today Magazine has, on numerous 
occasions in their articles over recent years, demonstrated the relative cost-effectiveness of solar energy 
solutions through new photo-voltaic panel and photo-voltaic building cladding products; 
 

• SDG&E should be actively subsidizing decentralized sustainable energy production -- not investing in 
centralized energy production many miles from the market in which it will be used; 
 

• SDG&E should not be investing valuable resources to transfer energy between production areas and 
markets – at huge visual and environmental disturbance or human community and health costs. 

 
• Any proposed centralized energy production and transmission system poses an enormous homeland security 

target and risk -- which can be avoided if a local decentralized power generation system is developed 
instead, thus completely negating the need for a centralized energy production site and the need for high 
voltage energy transmission. 

 
Finally – negotiations between the powerline consultants and various State Agencies regarding the routing of the 
transmission lines has been unacceptably inconsistent. For example: 
 

• We have been informed that when the consultants met with CalTrans about routing the powerlines 
along the Rt. 56 ROW (whether underground or above ground) – they were told by CalTrans it this 
suggestion was impossible and that CalTrans could not support it.  So the consultants have simply 
discounted this concept. 

 
• But when the consultants were provided the same kind of response by the California State Parks 

regarding the unacceptableness and impossibility of routing transmission lines through Anza Borrego 
State Park, the Park’s opposition has been completely disregarded. 

 
This inconsistency of these responses demonstrates an unacceptable and biased policy when negotiating with 
State Agencies of equal standing. 
 


