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The Second District, which I represent, includes the communities of Ramona, Julian, 
Santa Ysabel and other communities impacted by the preferred and alternative routes 
of SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink proposal.  
 
I appreciate the Commission and the Bureau of Land Management holding scoping 
meetings in communities most affected by the line.  Your willingness to travel to rural 
areas sends an important message to residents who live here.  It says you are willing to 
listen and you value input.  
 
Last year, when the Commission held its pre-hearing conference on the Sunrise 
Powerlink, I questioned whether Sunrise was the wisest way to meet future energy 
demand for our region and our State.  
 
Today, after seeing nearly 100 project alternatives, including the 30 recommended for 
analysis in the project’s Environmental Impact Report (EIR), I still question whether 
Sunrise is the best use of ratepayer dollars to meet future demand. 
 
Last fall, the County of San Diego submitted formal comments to the CPUC 
responding to the Sunrise Notice of Preparation (NOP).  The County continues to 
review alternatives and will submit a formal response to the project’s Draft EIR when it 
becomes public this summer.  
 
I too will review the Draft EIR. Today, I would like to focus my comments on the No 
Project Alternative and the Central Link Alternatives.  
 
Because too many unanswered questions linger over Sunrise, I strongly support the No 
Project Alternative at this time.  I believe, as do others, that SDG&E can keep lights on 
in its territory and satisfy its renewable energy mandate with measures that are cheaper 
and safer than this costly line.  
 
SDG&E has offered two major justifications for the Sunrise Powerlink: the need for 
renewable energy and the need for greater reliability.  
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SDG&E’s claim that Sunrise will carry renewable energy is commendable. But, if we 
are to invest $1.3 billion ratepayer dollars in Sunrise, we must be certain that the 
renewable claim in true.  Right now, there are no guarantees.  
 
In October of 2006, SDG&E was asked by a group of local energy stakeholders 
(SANDAG’s Energy Working Group) if the utility would be willing to guarantee that a 
minimum percentage of the power imported via Sunrise would come from renewables.  
 
SDG&E responded in writing, “The physics of internconnected grid operation are 
incompatible with the notion of ascribing particular sources of generation to particular 
transmission lines.”  
 
Translated to English: SDG&E will offer no such guarantee. If SDG&E won’t say how 
much renewable power will travel on Sunrise, why is the utility marketing the project 
as a promise of clean power?  
 
Let’s pretend that SDG&E’s statement is true: Moving electrons is a complicated 
process and it’s difficult to determine what electrons are coming from which source. 
Surely, one would think that SDG&E has secured operable or nearly operable 
renewable generation in and around the east end of the Sunrise Powerlink.  
 
However, the California Energy Commission has not permitted any renewable projects 
slated to supply Sunrise. 
 
Where will these future projects be located? Public lands? Private lands? Will those 
projects require lengthy environmental reports that can often take years to complete? 
Will residents and other stakeholders in those communities embrace the projects or 
attempt to block them with potentially expensive litigation?  
 
Especially distressing is the still unproven Stirling solar project which has never been 
commercially tested.  Its application hasn’t even been filed and energy experts continue 
to raise serious concerns about its viability.  
 
Ratepayers are being asked to buy the single most expensive energy infrastructure 
project in the history of the San Diego region. Yet SDG&E can offer few details about 
the nature of the power that is to travel on the line. Without that information, it is 
entirely premature to even contemplate this massive project.  
 
SDG&E continues to obfuscate on another key area of justification for Sunrise: the 
area of reliability. SDG&E says Sunrise in needed to keep the lights on in our region.  
By its very nature as an out-of-county transmission line, Sunrise curiously turns to 
faraway sources to ensure reliability.  
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How SDG&E equates greater reliability with a 150 mile line that carries imported 
power through landscape prone to catastrophic wildfire is simply beyond me. Why not 
focus on in-basin power? 
 
I believe that Sunrise must be judged in conjunction with the many energy projects 
currently taking place in San Diego County.    
 
An application to relocate a more efficient South Bay power plant has been filed. 
Changes to the Encina plant have been announced. A power plant in Otay Mesa is 
coming on line. Sempra Energy’s Palomar plant is operational. Peakers are being 
planned with possible sites in Escondido, Chula Vista, Kearney Mesa and at several 
SDG&E substations.  
 
Numerous industry experts now say that Sunrise is NOT economical compared to this 
in-basin generation.  Energy experts believe that with re-powering of South Bay and 
Encina plants alone, there will be no future energy gap.   
 
And, these traditional fossil fuel sources do not take into account a brave era of 
renewable generation now taking place inside Diego County right now.  
 
Thanks to the California Solar Initiative, solar projects are more promising than ever. 
Wind and biomass are emerging too. Demand reduction programs and energy 
efficiency programs continue to cut use and improve efficiency.  
 
Sunrise puts all of San Diego County’s eggs in one $1.3 billion basket. I believe a 
multiple set of strategies offers this region a far safer and more practical energy future. 
 
Throughout the course of these scoping meetings, I am certain that you will hear from 
residents who feel helpless and scared; residents who fear that this growth-inducing 
project will destroy forever the peaceful rural lifestyle that is so much a part their 
heritage. I am one of them and I thank you for listening to us.  
 
One particular area that has been treated especially unfair with regard to Sunrise is the 
Santa Ysabel Valley depicted on the map of Central Link Alternatives. While SDG&E 
has agreed to underground in more populated areas, it absolutely refuses to consider 
undergrounding in this gorgeous, remote valley. Sunrise will create significant visual 
impacts to the unique and pristine viewsheds of the Santa Ysabel Valley. For that 
reason, the Santa Ysabel State Route 79 underground alternative must be studied.  
 
Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on alternatives. This is future-
planning and the Commission must be forward-thinking. I am not at all convinced that 
the line’s benefits outweigh its tremendous consequences. With the Commission’s 
leadership, we can begin to find a better way.   




























