Energía Sierra Juárez EIS Scoping Comments
This page lists the stakeholder comments received as of April 28, 2009. The listings are hyperlinked; click a listing
to jump to the beginning of that comment.
Stakeholder Name and Affiliation

Comment Date and Source

Federal Agencies
Karen A. Goebel, Assistant Field Supervisor, US Department of the Interior, Fish
and Wildlife Service, Ecological Services, Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office

March 26, 2009 letter to DOE

Native American Tribes
Bridget R. Nash-Chrabascz, Historic Preservation Officer, Quechan Indian Tribe

March 10, 2009 email to DOE

State Agencies – No State agency comments were received.
Local Government Agencies
Dianne Jacob, Second District Supervisor, San Diego County Board of
Supervisors

September 3, 2008 letter to DOE

Eric Gibson, Director, San Diego County Department of Planning and Land Use

March 27, 2009 letter to DOE

Eric Gibson, Director, San Diego County Department of Planning and Land Use

September 3, 2008 letter to DOE

Non-Governmental Organizations and Individuals
Dennis Berglund

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

LeAnn Carmichael

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Barbara Chamberlain, Chairman, and Robin M. Simmons, Vice-Chairman,
The Committee for Responsible Growth

September 2, 2008 letter to DOE

Diane Conklin

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Gary Hoyt

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Kevin Krekelberg, Citizens United for Sensible Power

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Ray Lutz

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Ray Lutz

August 22, 2008 email

Karen McIntyre

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Jeffrey McKernan

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Laura McKernan

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Mark Ostrander

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Bill Parsons

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Bill Powers, Power Plant Working Group

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Aaron Quintanar, Border Power Plant Working Group

March 27, 2009 letter to DOE

Aaron Quintanar, Border Power Plant Working Group

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Steven Siegel, Center for Biological Diversity and Sierra Club

September 3, 2008 letter to DOE

Steven Siegel, Center for Biological Diversity and Sierra Club

March 24, 2008 letter to DOE

Donna Tisdale, President, Backcountry Against Dumps

April 10, 2009 email to DOE

Donna Tisdale, President, Backcountry Against Dumps

March 27, 2009 letter to DOE

Donna Tisdale, Boulevard Planning Group

March 27, 2009 letter to DOE

Donna Tisdale, Boulevard Planning Group

September 3, 2008 letter to DOE

Donna Tisdale, Boulevard Planning Group

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Donna Tisdale, Boulevard Planning Group

March 21, 2008 letter to DOE

Donna Tisdale, representing herself

June 23, 2008 letter to DOE

Dennis Trafecanty

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Anita Williams

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

Gerald Yops

August 26, 2008 public scoping meeting

From: Bridget Nash [mailto:b.nash@quechantribe.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2009 1:09 PM
To: Pell, Jerry
Subject: Baja Wind Transmission line
Good Morning 

The Cultural Committee has requested that all of the resources (cultural
and
biological) within the project area and in the natural landscape be
considered within the EIS. The project is within the Tribes' traditional
land area and there are several resources affiliated with the Tribe in the
area. There is concern over the cumulative impacts on the area as several
projects, most large in scale, have been proposed or are currently being
constructed within the area. The Tribe would like each of these evaluated
as
we are seeing more and more of the traditional landscape being destroyed.
Also, we ask that when evaluating the project area for cultural resources,
that we be allowed to participate and that the firm look at the landscape
from a holistic perspective.

Please feel free to call or email with any questions you may have.

Bridget R. Nash-Chrabascz
Quechan Tribe Historic Preservation Officer
Quechan Indian Tribe
PO Box 1899
Yuma, AZ

85366

760-572-2423

-----Original Message----From: Raymond Lutz [mailto:raylutz@citizensoversight.org]
Sent: Friday, August 22, 2008 1:49 PM
To: Russell, Ellen
Cc: powerlink@citizensOversight.org
Subject: Baja Wind U.S. Transmission Environmental Assessment
(DOE/EA-399)
Dear Ms. Russell:
Regarding The EA, entitled Baja Wind U.S. Transmission Environmental
Assessment (DOE/EA-399)
This transmission line is based on the viability of the La Rumorosa Wind
Energy Project. The statement in the Federal Register says:
The scoping meetings will provide interested parties the opportunity
to view proposed project exhibits, ask questions, and comment on the EA
scope.
However, at the recent workshop, no one was there who could answer
questions about the area required by the wind energy component.
Supplemental information says:
The entire electrical output of the La
Rumorosa Project (1250 megawatts,
approximately 260 to 300 turbines)
would be dedicated to the U.S. market
and delivered using the proposed
international transmission line. The EA
will only consider impacts that occur
inside the United States.
This is in variance with the recirculated draft EIR for the Sunrise
Powerlink that says it will require 500 turbines of 2MW and 3MW. There
is no example of a wind farm of only 260 to 300 turbines that can
produce 1250 MW. For example, the London Array wind farm will have a
1000 MW capacity using 341 3MW and 7MW turbines, located offshore over
57,600 acres (90 square miles), or 169 acres each. You can compare this
with the 7500 acres and you will see that there is no way they can build
such a wind energy plant on 7500 acres.
Our review of the La Rumorosa project finds that the project is
irrational, that is, the number of acres dedicated to the wind farm
would support only about 1/6th the power output that is claimed, and
therefore, the size of the transmission line required is vastly smaller.
Because of these deficiencies in the proposal, we request that a full
EIS procedure be employed, and the applicant sent back to rewrite their

proposal as it is based on inflated figures with regard to the size of
the wind farm, and therefore, the size of the transmission line
required.
Please have the wind energy expert available to answer questions at this
event described below. I would appreciate confirmation that such an
expert will be available to answer questions of that nature. Please do
so by email or telephone listed at the bottom.
Public scoping meetings will be held
on August 26, 2008, from 1 p.m. to 3
p.m., and again from 5 p.m. to 7 p.m.,
at the Jacumba Highland Center, 44681
Old Highway 80, Jacumba, California.
My comments previously submitted to the SRPL are applicable to this
project and are attached. Please apply these comments to this project
also.
-- Ray Lutz

---------------------------------------Raymond Lutz, Coordinator
Citizens' Oversight Projects (COPs)
P.O. Box 252
El Cajon (San Diego Cty), CA 92022 USA
Voice 619-820-5321
http//www.CitizensOversight.org

August 4, 2008
CONTRIBUTION TO THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR FOR THE SUNRISE POWERLINK
Raymond Lutz
Citizens' Oversight Projects (COPs)
Candidate, 77th State Assembly District
Office: 1010 Old Chase Ave, Suite W, El Cajon, CA 92020
619-447-3246 Cell: 619-820-5321
www.LutzForAssembly.com
raylutz@LutzForAssembly.com
BACKGROUND
The Sunrise Powerlink Draft EIR has been recirculated for comments from the public. The primary reason for
this additional review is that the La Rumorosa Wind Energy Project (RWEP) has been increased in capacity to
1250 MW, and it is now claimed that the Sunrise Powerlink is necessary to accommodate that power. The
applicant claims that they intend to place 500 to 600 large (2.1 MW) wind turbines on an area of 7,500 acres,
just south of the border near the town of Jacumba in the US and La Rumorosa in Mexico.
COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS
As described below, it is irrational to place 500 large turbines in the 7,500 acre area.
According to their document:
The turbines would be mounted on enclosed tubular towers. The total height of the turbine and tower
structures would likely range from 380 to 440 feet depending on the turbine size, elevation, and topography
at each tower location. The rotor-diameter would be approximately 300 feet for a 2 MW turbine and up to
340 feet for a 3.6 MW turbine.
Siting and spacing of wind turbines depends on site-specific conditions that are influenced by terrain and
wind conditions. The ultimate location of turbines would be determined after a detailed analysis of the
terrain and wind in the La Rumorosa areas. Turbines would likely be located on ridge-tops and in some
areas with sufficient upwind space, multiple rows of turbines could be used. The wake of upwind turbines
can substantially diminish the velocity and increase the turbulence at downwind turbines. Where the rows
are sufficiently spaced, the losses can be minimized. This project would space the turbines in rows between
8 to 10 rotor-diameters apart.
It is clear from this description that they have not identified the "ridge tops" where the turbines can be located.
● Using their figures and assuming nearly optimal packing, the turbines must be separated by about 300 ft
x 10 = 3000 ft.
● Assuming five diameter spacing as optimal between each turbine, that is 1500 ft.
● Total area for a single turbine is 3000 x 1500 ft = 102 acres.
● This correlates with the separation needed in other wind farms.
○ Biglow Canyon Wind Farm in Sherman County, Oregon is designed for a 450 MW capacity with
225 Turbines over 25,000 acres. The space required for each turbine is 111 acres.
○ Desert Sky Wind Farm, 160 MW using 107 turbines on 9600 acres, or 90 acres each.
○ Fowler Ridge Wind Farm, 750 MW using 222 1.5MW turbines over 38,400 acres, or 173 acres each.
Minimum spacing by design is 58 to 74 acres, but terrain is similar to that in the La Rumarosa area
and as a results, density was limited to one turbine every 173 acres. (When completed, this will be
the largest wind farm in the nation.)
○ Horse Hollow Wind Energy Center in Nolan County, Texas, 736 MW using 421 1.5MW and 2.3
MW turbines over 47,000 acres, or 111 acres each. This is currently, the largest wind farm in the US

– and the largest in the world
London Array wind farm, 1000 MW using 341 3MW and 7MW turbines, located offshore over
57,600 acres (90 square miles), or 169 acres each. There is no terrain issues on this project.
whereas the RWEP is supposed to take only 7,500 acres (less than 12 square miles) implying only 15
acres per turbine.
This proposal would be one of the largest wind farms on earth, and would be unique in that it is able to
very tightly space the wind turbines. Given the terrain of that area, it is unlikely that they can site 500
turbines within a 12 square mile area.
According to general guidelines, “Where land area is sufficient, turbines are spaced three to five rotor
diameters apart perpendicular to the prevailing wind, and five to ten rotor diameters apart in the
direction of the prevailing wind, to minimize efficiency loss.”
Using rough figures and 300 ft rotor diameter (RD), the minimum area per turbine would be 1200x2000
to 2000x4000 ft, or 54 to 181 acres. Let's just say that to put a large turbine on less than 50 acres of area
is unheard of, and would be HIGHLY irrational as you would lose much of your power to the "park
effect." But they are planning to do it on only 15 acres each.
A windfarm of 500 2MW turbines, and given the uneven terrain, would require at least an average of
100 acres each, would require a total of 50,000 acres, or 78 square miles (not 12 square miles).
The Fowler Ridge Wind Farm is a good comparison, as it uses smaller (1.5MW) turbines with (smaller)
253 ft RD, and has uneven terrain similar to our local mountains, and the need to respect 1000 ft
setbacks, etc. Although spacing is designed for minimum of 58 to 74 acres each, they actually consume
173 acres due to the terrain and setback requirements.
○

●
●

●

●

●
●

If the project covers only 7,500 acres, and given the reality of the terrain in the area, they would be able to site
about 75 turbines. That's 150 to 225 MW, and doesn't need the SRPL. Any closer spacing that this is a waste of
money.
Question: How is this project different from all the other wind farms in the world such that they are able to
place 6 to 10 wind turbines in the same area that other projects place only one?
Request: Due to the inadequacy of the information about the design of the RWEP with respect to the density of
the wind turbines (and therefore the ultimate output of the project), please extend the review period of the
SRPL until this information can be generated by the applicant. At this point, it appears that the output capacity
of the wind farm as been exaggerated to provide rationale for the approval of the Sunrise Powerlink. With an
appropriate figure for the output of the wind farm, the Sunrise Powerlink is NOT NECESSARY, and their
application, without additional substantiation, should be denied.
I also understand that the North Baja Pipeline is located in this area as well, and the actual agenda may be to
include a NG power plant at that location, south of the border, as they have in Mexicali.
Q: Is it feasible to construct such a NG power plant at this location?
If it is, we would request to understand their actual plans as they are not serious about putting in a 1250 MW
wind farm.

Raymond Lutz
Coordinator, Citizens' Oversight Projects (CitizensOversight.org)
Candidate, 77th State Assembly District

March 27, 2009

VIA U.S. Mail and Electronic Mail

Dr. Jerry Pell
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE-20)
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue
Washington, DC 20585
Fax: 202.318.7761
Subject: Energia Sierra Juarez Transmission Line Environmental Impact Statement
(DOE/EIS 0414) Scoping Comments
Dear Dr. Pell:
Border Power Plant Working Group commends the U.S. Department of Energy’s decision to
prepare an Environmental Impact Statement to fully examine the proposed Energia Sierra Juarez
U.S. Transmission Project’s alternatives and environmental impacts.
The Border Power Plant Working Group (BPPWG) advocates for the development of
environmentally sustainable energy facilities in the US/Mexico border region. It is BPPWG’s
belief that proposed facilities be constructed to the highest practicable environmental standard
only when required and not displacing superior alternatives. BPPWG defines “environmentally
sustainable” as: 1) power plants that produce “zero” air emissions (via catalytic controls and
offsets), dry cooling, and no wastewater discharge; 2) no need for LNG Regasification terminals
on the West Coast due to ample and long-term availability of lower cost domestic natural gas;
and 3) Sempra/SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink-Energia Sierra Juarez Transmission Line
unnecessary if either a No Project/No Action Alternative is selected or superior renewable
energy transmission alternatives are pursued and San Diego’s two aging coastal power plants are
replaced with state-of-the-art local plants per San Diego Regional Energy Strategy 2030.
(www.energycenter.org)

ISSUES AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ENERGIA SIERRA
JUAREZ TRANSMISSION PROJECT AND ASSOCIATED WIND DEVELOPMENTS

The Energia Sierra Juarez project is an integral component of San Diego Gas & Electric’s
(SDG&E) proposed Sunrise Powerlink (SPL) project. SDG&E is a subsidiary of Sempra
Energy. The Energia Sierra Juarez project was referred to indirectly by SDG&E representatives
during an SPL hearing in identifying wind generation projects that would connect to the
Southwest Powerlink. The SDG&E officials indicated that they would be unable to implement
this unless the proposed SPL capacity was realized. (Assigned Commissioners Ruling A.06-08
010, July 24, 2007). The Energia Sierra Juarez project, as an integral component of the SPL, is

Dr. Jerry Pell
March 27, 2009
Page 2 of 2

subject to the findings/conclusions of the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and the California
Public Utilities Commission’s (CPUC) Final Environmental Impact Report and Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIR/EIS). The FEIR/EIS provides critical baseline information for a NEPA
analysis and BPPWG hereby incorporates, by reference, the FEIR/EIS into these comments.
(www.cpuc.ca.gov/environment/info/aspen/sunrise/toc-feir.htm)
The following are areas of concern and additionally we refer the Department of Energy to the
FEIR/EIS to view all of the environmental impacts identified by the Bureau of Land
Management and California Public Utilities Commission. (supra)
•

Natural ecosystem functions will be permanently and negatively transformed due to the
industrialization of pristine ecosystems and bioregions.

•

Impacts associated to the transmission project will seriously impact endangered and
threatened species. The region is critical Quino Checkerspot Butterfly habitat and a key bio
genetic linkage for Peninsular Big Horn Sheep populations in Baja California and Southern
California. Historical and recent data indicate the proposed project area as habitat for the
critically endangered California Condor. Additionally, California Condors could bridge
transmission line conductors and electrocute themselves. The presence of these Federally
protected species will require with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as mandated by Section
7 of Endangered Species Act.

•

Bird collisions with wind turbines will result in high/significantly increased mortality rates.
This will result in violation of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and NAFTA CEC agreements.

•

Construction of construction/maintenance roads in the United States (1.7 miles) would
permanently alter sensitive plant communities and functioning ecosystems and introduce
non-native invasive species. Additionally, these roads may serve as conduits for
undocumented immigrants and illegal drugs entering the United States.

•

Mexican project components will dramatically impact pristine ecosystems, habitat, and
threatened species. The area is directly connected to the US project site as a largely pristine
and functioning bioregion; therefore the impacts cannot be limited within national
boundaries.

•

The project site has been identified as a globally significant bioregion by a coalition of
federal, state, and NGO’s. The Las Californias Binational Conservation Initiative’s (LCBCI)
is working to permanently protect natural ecosystems, ecosystem processes, and species on
both sides of the border. The proposed project will severely impact the proposed
conservation area by introducing a large-scale industrial project into the LCBI conservation
site.

•

“Type Conversion” due to direct and indirect wildfires caused by transmission lines.

Dr. Jerry Pell
March 27, 2009
Page 2 of 3
•

“In-basin” solutions should be given highest priority for meeting future energy demand.
Strategies such as the July 2003 San Diego Regional Energy Strategy 2030
(www.sdenergy.org) and San Diego Smart Energy 2020 (www.etechinternational.org)
provide common sense alternatives to remotely based and environmentally harmful largescale industrial projects.

Conclusion:
The proposed Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission project to construct either a double-circuit
230-kV or single-circuit 500kV transmission line and associated components will clearly result
in significant environmental impacts on both sides of the US/Mexico border. We urge the
Department of Energy to carefully prepare an environmental impact statement that fully
examines the impacts caused by the proposed transmission line, substation, and wind energy
components. We also urge that any and all mitigation and enforceable measures are included in
your analysis. Finally, we request that all practicable alternatives be fully vetted including a No
Project/No Action Alternative be given serious consideration in light of the “common sense”
solutions available to the region to meet future energy demands with “in-basin” solutions. For
more information, contact me at 619.231.5923 or aqsurf@aol.com Thank you for your
consideration.

Sincerely,

Aaron Quintanar
Border Power Plant Working Group

Backcountry Against Dumps
P.O. Box 1275
Boulevard, CA 91905
Dr. Jerry Pell
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability
US Department Of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20585

March 27,2009

OE DOCKET NO. PP-334 NOTICE TO PREPARE EIS: ENERGIA SIERRA JUAREZ U.S.
TRANSMISSION , LLC (DOE/EIS-0414)
Dear Dr. Pell,
These comments are submitted on behalf of our grassroots non-profit group based in Eastern San Diego
County. We have a two decade record of aggressively defending our rural community and community
character, our natural resources and open spaces that local wildlife and residents rely on, the rugged scenic
beauty, cultural and historical and recreational resources, and other valued assets and aspects of the
backcountry currently and historically enjoyed by those who live in the area, those that come as visitors,
and those who are just passing through on Historic Route 80, and I-8.
We hereby incorporate comments and information previously submitted , including by reference, on behalf
of the Boulevard Planning Group, those submitted under my name as an individual, those submitted by the
County of San Diego, and those submitted by the Center for Biological Diversity and / or the Sierra Club,
including those submitted by today’s comment deadline.

Federal Register Notice lacks critical information on Sempra connection
and dirty LNG potential behind the wind energy front.
Reasonably foreseeable actions must be addressed.
We strongly object to the fact that the Federal Register Notice for this project does not in any way alert the
average reader that one of Sempra’s many subsidiaries is the project applicant or that the project relies on
several more Sempra subsidiary projects: SDG&E’s 500 kV transmission line project known as the Sunrise
Powerlink (subject to multiple legal challenges) and the proposed ECO Substation project, to move new
energy out of the area. Nor does it in any way notify the reader that Sempra’s LNG pipeline and extensive
infrastructure, including their new LNG receipt terminal on the Baja coast, have the potential to be the
biggest beneficiary of the proposed 500 k V cross-border power line. Wind energy needs an average of well
over 70 % of installed capacity in backup generations–usually natural gas. Due to the rugged and fragile area
that Sempra’s wind energy project is proposed for, there are serious doubts that the wind aspect of the
project will move forward in any meaningful manner. These important details should be made available and
evident for all to see and understand.
Today’s

San

Diego

Union

Tribune

carried

the

article

linked

below.

http://www3.signonsandiego.com/stories/2009/mar/27/1b27sempra211017-sempra-says-earnings-dividends
ri/ It reports that Sempra is confident that it will begin construction of the $2 billion Sunrise Powerlink
powerline from Imperial Valley to San Diego next year and to have it finished by 2012. There was no
mention of the ongoing legal challenges. Sempra’s CEO was quoted as saying: “Regulated utilities have a
guaranteed rate of return on infrastructure they build and it’s very easy to be carried away” building big

projects because they add to the bottom line. For instance, SDG&E will make a guaranteed 11.5 percent for
operating Sunrise.
They also report that Sempra expects to start making money from LNG this year and will begin accepting
shipments from Indonesia in the third quarter. They do not say that the imported LNG is reportedly much
dirtier and generates more GHG emissions that domestic LNG. This aspect has been raised at the CPUC
level and needs to be part of the full EIS for this project.
Felsinger did not state that the Sempra’s Energia Sierra Juarez cross-border powerline and SDG&E’s
Sunrise Powerlink and proposed ECO Substation project will all work towards moving any new gas-fired
power that can and most likely will be built in the Jacume /La Rumrosa area.. Sempra’s existing LNG
pipeline runs through the proposed wind energy lease area. A proposed Section 368 multi-modal corridor
was recently and conveniently announced on the US side in the immediate project area. All of these projects
and timelines are no coincidence. The LNG fire power and potential cross-border spur line are reasonably
foreseeable projects and and cannot be ignored by the DOE or other reviewing agencies.
We are also providing the link below to the documentary on the Sunrise Powerlink that BAD produced
called A Question of Power. We request that it become part of the record for this project. A DVD will be
mailed. upon request.
http://video.google.com/videoplay?docid=2122441201953611718&ei=Zrj8SL6JNaXcqAPek9D3D
A&q=a+question+of+power&hl=en
In the documentary, Felsinger states that when the wind doesn’t blow and sun doesn’t shine, wind and solar
energy are unreliable and that natural gas will be the “go to option” for decades to come. There are some
good shots of Sempra’s LNG infrastructure, existing gas-fired plant near Mexicali, and the new waterline
currently and conveniently being installed through their Energia Sierra Juarez project area.

Conclusion and request for local EIS scoping hearing
Not everything is as it appears on the surface. And this project is a perfect example of that. As impacted
members of the public and tax and rate payers who will be footing most of Sempra’s and SDG&E’s bills,
we will accept nothing less than a full and transparent review process for this and the many interrelated and
connected projects. We will not tolerate the segmented and piecemealed reviews where the significant
cumulative and cumulative impacts are neither acknowledged nor addressed.
We consider this area and the quality of human and natural life too valuable to let it be destroyed without
serious resistance and a significant effort to defend it. Therefore, we are requesting that an EIS scoping
hearing be held locally, preferably in Jacumba, to address the new information and cumulative impacts that
have come to light since the EA scoping was held last fall. Hearings should be held in impacted Baja
communities as well. This is a binational project with significant and cumulative binational impacts that
need to be addressed in a legitimate and legally binding manner. Please add our name to the serve list for
this and any other DOE or related project in our area.
Sincerely,
Donna Tisdale, President
619-766-4170
donnatisdale@hughes.net
cc: Interested parties

BOULEVARD PLANNING GROUP
P.O. BOX 1272
BOULEVARD, CA 91905
March 27,2009

Dr. Jerry Pell
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability
US Department Of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20585
RE: OE DOCKET NO. PP-334 NOTICE TO PREPARE EIS: ENERGIA SIERRA JUAREZ
U.S. TRANSMISSION , LLC
Dear Dr. Pell,
Our group is elected by our rural community to represent them in an advisory capacity on land use
issues. At our regular meeting held on March 5th, the group voted unanimously to submit this letter.
Previously, we have submitted comments on this project which has also been known as La Rumorosa
Wind and Baja Wind. We have also submitted extensive comments on other interrelated and
connected energy and transmission infrastructure projects. The cumulative impacts will transform
our rural community and character into a noisy industrial zone with the potential for thousands of
50-60 story whirling, groaning, thumping, and blinking industrial turbines and multiple sets of high
power transmission lines, substations, and new 69 kV lines.
EIS Scoping hearings are needed to address new information
including health impacts related to wind turbine noise, vibrations and more:
The recognition and granting of our request for a full Environmental Impact Statement is very much
appreciated. However, it is incredibly disappointing that no further scoping meetings will be
conducted. In the interim between the EA scoping process last fall and the February 20th Notice of
Intent for an Environmental Impact Statement, much has occurred in regards to proposals, approvals
and appeals of multiple interrelated energy and transmission projects. Much more information is now
available regarding the significant and still emerging health impacts related to noise and vibrations
from industrial scale turbines, and the news that the changing air pressure actually explodes the
delicate lung tissue of bats. An international backlash has been generated by the very real impacts
of these industrial giants. See the linked article from yesterday’s Oregonian: Oregon wind farms
whip up noise, health concerns. http://www.oregonlive.com:80/news/index.ssf/2009/03/oregon_wind_farms_whip_up_nois.html.
And the New York opinion piece: Industrial wind companies’ claims just don’t add up from
yesterday’s The Daily News online: http://www.thedailynewsonline.com/articles/2009/03/26/opinion/letters/5281762.prt. For
additional information, articles, reports, videos, photos and more, related to the real life impacts of
industrial wind projects, go to www.windaction.org and www.windwatch.org.

Significant setbacks between turbines and property lines, international borders, occupied buildings,
public access roadways and areas, including recreation areas, sensitive habitats and wildlife, and
from transmission lines as well, are also needed to minimize collateral damage from blade shedding,
tower collapse, noise and vibrations (wind turbine syndrome) , shadow flicker effect (can trigger
seizures), turbine sparked fires and flaming debris, etc. Two miles is now being recommended by
some.
Turbine placement and operation can also impact radio and communication signals and aviation
operations, and needs to be analyzed and addressed, including impacts to recreational activities like
gliders which use the Jacumba airport. Your agency and others need to have all this information in
hand and make it available to the trans-border public. Full disclosure is the only way that everyone
can make fully informed decisions. Agency decisions based on anything less than full disclosure and
full and adequate research will violate NEPA and subject to legal challenges and reversal
.
Environmental Justice issues &
Segmented environmental reviews to avoid overall impacts
This unique combination of new information, a lack of project specific information, and current
circumstances warrant a new round of scoping. We hereby request that scoping hearings be held for
the EIS and that they be held in the most impacted communities of low-income community of
Jacumba and the ejidos in Baja. There should be some form of proof that any Baja hearings will be
well advertised and held within the impacted ejido communities. Both federal and state law require
that trans-border impacts be fully disclosed with significant impacts avoided or mitigated in a
legitimate manner. The importation of energy generated in another country needs to fully comply
with both the letter and intent of the law in order to ensure the protection of all human and natural
rights. This is especially true if any form of trans-border green energy credit or other rewards will
be granted and paid for by US tax and ratepayers.
There are concerns that members of the ejidos that have signed lease agreements with various
companies may have not been fully informed of the potential irreversible negative impacts of
industrial wind energy and / or the potential for LNG fired power plants to follow or supplant the
proposed wind energy projects. Sempra’s existing Bajanorte Gasoducto gas line and the new water
line being installed through Sempra’s La Rumorosa lease area raise alarm bells and the very real
potential for new fossil fuel power plants to materialize immediately south of the border.
New mapping information provided by the South County Economic Development Council, “San
Diego’s Voice for Binational Business”, at a meeting in Campo on March 23rd, shows that the
impacted census tract areas on the US side of the border have both high unemployment rates and
low per capita income. The same is most likely true for the communities to the south of the border
here. See attached the CEDS Map.
The promise of green jobs for our rural low-income communities, related to industrial scale wind,
solar and transmission projects, are generally drastically overinflated if not outright fabrications.
When the 50 MW Kumeyaay Wind farm was built in 2005 on the Campo Reservation in our

neighborhood, they imported the vast majority of labor from overseas. They even import labor to
change the hydraulic fluid in the turbines. This is not an isolated incident. Solar projects outside of
Las Vegas had labor unions complaining about imported labor even though the company had
accepted funding that was supposed to support the hiring of local firms and labor. And many of the
renewable energy components are manufactured out of area and country as well.
At this point, our rural low-income communities, which currently enjoy extensive, stunning and
uncluttered viewsheds, are being subjected to and inundated with wind energy and transmission
infrastructure proposals that would not be allowed or even considered in more affluent and urbanized
areas, including San Diego which has excellent wind resources off-shore. The urbanites would never
allow turbines to be erected that would impact their ocean views. This is a classic case of obnoxious
industrial projects proposed for low-income communities which often cannot defend themselves
against, nor even keep track of , the wealthy corporations and their many LLC’s that are both funding
the projects and heavily lobbying the very agencies that will make the life changing decisions
impacting the very places we live, work and play in. The segmented review process of multiple
major projects to avoid addressing the significant and cumulative impacts is a violation of NEPA.
SDG&E’s Sunrise Powerlink is a controversial and connected action
One of the more significant related events and new information is the December 2008 and January
2009 CPUC/BLM approval of SDG&E’s proposed 500 kV transmission project known as the
Sunrise Powerlink. According to various documents filed with state and federal agencies, Sempra’s
Energia Sierra Juarez project is reliant on Sunrise Powerlink, or other unidentified or yet proposed
transmission connection, to move new energy from the area. Energia Sierra Juarez, the Sunrise
Powerlink and other interrelated projects are considered connected and indirect actions. As we noted
in previous comments, Energia Sierra Juarez, then known as La Rumorosa Wind, was the trigger
for a Recirculated EIR/EIS document for the Sunrise Powerlink.
The Assigned Administrative Law Judge recommended denial of the Certificate of Public Need and
Convenience. Therefore, the approval of the Sunrise Powerlink by the Governor’s political
appointees was highly controversial and unsupported by the approximate 11,000 page record. The
BLM’s approval of their Record of Decision for the project and a Plan Amendment for Eastern San
Diego County Resource Management Area was also highly controversial and not supported by the
record. Both the state and federal approvals are currently the subject of multiple challenges. A
request for re-hearing has been filed at the CPUC and a Notice of Appeal and Request for Stay has
been filed with the Interior Board of Land Appeals. Court challenges will follow.
New information from federal law enforcement agents confirms the presence of the endangered Big
Horn Sheep (BHS) in the Jacumba Mountains within the designated BHS critical habitat and the
planned route for Sunrise Powerlink. This area is in close proximity to the Energia Sierra Juarez and
Union Fenosa’s Zemer energy and transmission projects. The extent of impacts to this vanishing
Endangered Species are unknown at this time due to inadequate and / or non-existent surveys and
studies. Legitimate binational studies are needed.(See attached message from the Public Lands
Liaison for the US Border Patrol and BHS photos and Google Earth sighting maps)

Thousands of industrial wind turbines
and massive solar projects are proposed in the our trans-border area,
resulting in cumulative environmental, social, and economic repercussions:
According to public records, as of August 2008, there were over one million acres of BLM land in
the California Desert District, alone, that had applications pending for wind and solar projects.
According to California Independent System Operator information, and my own calculations, as of
July 2008, 5,847 megawatts of wind energy were listed in the CALISO queue for connection to the
US grid. The vast majority of that is proposed for communal ejido land just south of the border in the
La Rumorosa, Sierra Juarez, Tecate Divide area. And most are proposed to connect to the existing
Southwest Powerlink through the Imperial Valley Substation and /or SDG&E’s proposed ECO
Substation at Jacumba and expanded substation in Boulevard. Anecdotal information indicates the
energy land rush has generated some internal strife and struggles over who controls the ejidos and
who has a right to live on the property and share in any monetary benefits from contractual
agreements. This situation is similar to tribal membership enrollment struggles and conflicts
experienced by some Native American communities over gaming concerns and proceeds. Wind
energy proponents on the US side of the border are aggressively lobbying to change zoning and land
use laws to allow industrial wind turbines where they are not currently allowed. There is now
animosity between absentee property owners and land speculators who want to cash in on
industrializing the area, and those of us who actually live here and love the natural beauty and quiet.
There is also the looming problem between the haves and have-nots. Property owners whose property
is too small for potential wind energy projects may be forced to suffer the impacts from neighboring
property that may be able to host industrial wind turbines, for a fee.
Sempra’s cross -border power line is growth inducing
Significant and cumulative impacts on both sides of border.
The potential proliferation of 500-600 foot industrial scale turbines (the average size for new 2 and
3 MW turbines) in the border region, along with massive solar proposals, will significantly
compound the significant cumulative negative impacts to biological resources, cultural, historical, and
scientific resources, scenic resources, public health and safety, environmental justice, Homeland
Security, emergency services, community character, property values, noise and vibrations, dark skies,
recreation, aviation operations and safety, impacts on fire ignition and fire fighting operations, and
much more. The construction and operation of proposed and reasonable foreseeable energy and
infrastructure projects will also lend cover and perhaps exacerbate already prolific criminal human
and drug smuggling operations on both sides of the border, in an area notorious for a lack of adequate
law enforcement. Recent accounts of the bloodshed in our border region is attributed to the well
armed and violent drug cartels.
There are also questions of access roads needed to bring in the massive turbine parts, cranes and other
equipment to erect these behemoths. The La Rumorosa area is famous for its narrow, steep, and twisty
roads with limited shoulders. Which route of travel will be used? Is it adequate? Will roads need to
be widened or new roads graded through neighborhoods, fragile habitat, or culturally sensitive areas?
Will the Hwy 2 off-ramps and overpasses allow passage of this massive equipment. The Jacume exit
and overpass is especially narrow. Will helicopters be needed to ferry parts and construct turbines

in the more difficult to reach sites?
For the proposed Tule Wind project on BLM land in McCain Valley, McCain Valley Road cannot
be used because the I-8 overpass is too low. A new road is proposed to be bulldozed across a private
property and a floodplain. Numerous environmental and engineering problems and challenges need
to be disclosed and addressed in the EIS, before the project, not after the fact.
Multiple Projects are deemed cumulative under NEPA and cannot be segmented
As noted, multiple projects are proposed in trans-border area. In addition to Sempra’s proposed 1,250
MW Energia Sierra Juarez, the Sunrise Powerlink, the Section 368 West Wide Energy Corridor, and
others, all proposals need to be addressed as cumulative impacts. Here is just a sampling:
1.

Spain’s Union Fenosa’s proposed 1,000 MW Zemer wind energy in the La Rumorosa area.
Phase one is for 100 % export to the US via SDG&E’s Imperial Valley Substation, via the
existing 500 kV Southwest Powerlink (only 80 MW capacity currently available per PP-334
amended application), and/or the proposed Sunrise Powerlink For information on the first
500 MW phase of this La Rumorosa project see attached and linked Business News Americas
article 2-23-09 at http://www.bnamericas.com/content_print.jsp?id=469066&idioma=I&sector=&type=NEWS

2.

Stirling Energy Systems’ 750 MW Solar Two project is proposed for over 6,200 acres of
public land, and 300 acres of private land, in Imperial Valley’s Yuha Desert. This project is
also slated to connect at the Imperial Valley Substation and Southwest Powerlink/Sunrise
Powerlink for both Phase one and two. The technology and viability of this project, which was
the original driver for Sunrise Powerlink, has been highly criticized and questioned. See
attached scoping comments (1-2-09) submitted to the California Energy Commission and
BLM under my name as an individual.

3.

Iberdrola Renewables 200 MW Tule Wind project proposed for approximately 20,000 acres
of BLM land in the McCain Valley of Eastern San Diego County. This project would
interconnect to Southwest Powerlink / Sunrise Powerlink via SDG&E’s proposed ECO
Substation and another approximate 20 miles of 69 kV line. Like the others, this project is
highly controversial and resulted in the BLM downgrading tens of thousands of acres to
accommodate the questionable industrial use. A legal challenge to the downgrading is
expected to be filed soon in follow up to the March 23, 2009 IBLA appeal of the Sunrise
Powerlink project.

4.

The Campo Kumeyaay Nation is proposing to pursue a potential 300 MW of wind energy in
addition to their existing 25 turbines on their reservation lands in Eastern San Diego County,
adjacent to the border. See attached Google Earth (2009) evidence of the extensive scarring
that is visible from an elevated view. The land disturbance around the turbines is much more
visible than the adjacent 4-lane Interstate 8. The turbines went into operation in 2005 and the
scarring is still stark and glaring in the 2009 photo.

Establishing the need for the project and
Alternatives to the project are required under NEPA
The EIS needs to clearly establish not only the need for the project , the cumulative impacts from
proposed and reasonably foreseeable projects, but reasonable alternatives as well. The EIR/EIS for
the Sunrise Powerlink ranked several in-basin generation alternatives higher than SDG&E’s Sunrise
Powerlink project due to the 41 significant and unmitigable impacts that were listed for the selected
southern route–and they did not even do all the required surveys. That joint state federal review did
address some of the La Rumorosa Wind project and the ECO Substation. It did not include BLM’s
land use downgrades or the proposed 200 MW Tule Wind project in McCain Valley on approximately
20,000 acres. The EIS for Energia Sierra Juarez is required to address all of these connected actions,
projects, and impacts.
The No Project Alternative is the one we would choose in the case of Sempra’s proposed Energia
Sierra Juarez project. A combination of retrofitted power plants, in-basin peaker plants, and
renewable energy projects like Southern California Edison’s 250 MW of solar panels proposed for
65 million square feet of commercial roof tops, are a better, less destructive, and more reliable ways
to generate energy closer to the point of use.
http://www.greenbiz.com/news/2008/03/28/southern-california-edison-plans-countrys-largest-solar-project

Distributed generation is a much preferred alternative that reduces loss of habitat, open space,
recreation areas and private properties. It also reduces line loss and the vulnerability of long
transmission lines and centralized power plants to acts of terror, firestorms, earthquakes or other
natural disasters. As an example, our military bases are generating more of their own power for
security reasons and to reduce risks.
SDG&E’s recently advertised Hi-Tech High project in Chula Vista where a combination of green
building designs, materials, and energy efficiency help reduce energy consumption and solar panels
generate about 2/3 of the school’s energy is another small example.
The establishment of feed-in tariffs for property owners to receive fair market value for excess energy
produced by solar panels and or small scale wind turbines on residential, commercial, and public
property, on parking lots, and already disturbed brown fields would be an even better alternative. The
ability to generate and sell energy back to the grid would encourage average folks, small businesses
and communities to not only participate, it would also encourage them to conserve energy so they
would have more to sell. This would result in extra income in these difficult times. This option is
often discouraged by large utilities and their allies because it would tend to impact their virtual
monopolies and control of the country’s energy production and pricing. Despite this fact, new
incentives and long-term financing plans have resulted in a flurry of increased solar. See linked
Renewable Energy World article for information on the grid-tied PV market growth of 80 % in 2008.
http://www.renewableenergyworld.com/rea/news/article/2009/03/us-installs-342-mw-of-solar-pv-in-2008?cmpid=WNL
Friday-March27-2009

Previously submitted information is hereby incorporated:
For the record, we hereby incorporate all previous comments, attachments, and references as
submitted through Ellen Russell and Anthony Como at Department of Energy via electronic mail,
including but not limited to those submitted on or around the following dates:
•
•
•
•
•
•

March 21, 2008: PPA-334 Protest comments and request for full EIS
June 23, 2008: Request for delayed scoping
July 7, 2008: La Rumorosa Wind / Sunrise Powerlink
August 26, 2008: testimony at EA scoping hearing in Jacumba
September 3, 2008: PPA-334 comment letter & photos
January 24, 2009: PPA-334 / Energia Sierra Juarez / Sunrise appeals by UCAN, CBD, SC

Conclusion
Thank you again for the opportunity to participate in the full EIS process. Public involvement is a
critical and necessary part of any project review. Especially when the impacts are so significant and
far reaching. Please add our name to the serve list for this and any other DOE projects proposed in
our area of Eastern San Diego County. If you have any questions, please contact me at 619-766-4170
or donnatisdale@hughes.net.
Sincerely,
Donna Tisdale, Chair
cc: Interested parties
Attachments:
CEDS Map (12-08: low income-high unemployment)
Big Horn Sheep photos and Border Patrol statement (3-19-09)
Google Earth: Kuymeyaay Wind scarring (2009)
Stirling Energy Systems Scoping Comments (1-2-09)
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----- Original Message ----
From: GELLER, KEVIN C
To: Donna Tisdale
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 6:16 PM
Subject: RE: Big Horn Sheep sightings
Hi Donna,
I’ve spent a lot of tim e working in the Jacum ba Mountains and over the years I have seen Big Horn Sheep
on several occasions near Interstate 8. I don’t rem em ber personally seeing any groups larger than five or
six.
As far as specific locations, I’ve seen sheep near the Mountain Springs Road Exit north of the westbound
lanes of Interstate 8 and also south of the westbound lanes within Devil’s Canyon. I have also seen sheep
just south of the westbound lanes of Interstate 8 / east of the 1 st Devil’s Canyon Bridge on several
occasions.
Last year, in late spring/early sum m er, I encountered five sheep (1 ram , 2 ewes and 2 lam bs) just north of
the eastbound lanes of Interstate 8 near m ile m arker 5. A large bush was blocking m y view and I didn’t
notice them until I got within about 100 feet at which point they took off running up the side of the
m ountain. I’m not sure who was startled m ore, m e or them .
It’s difficult to accurately describe the locations so I’ve attached a couple of Google Earth im ages.
I have never seen any sheep south of the eastbound lanes of Interstate 8 nor have I heard of any other
agents stating they have seen sheep in that area. The only tim e I’ve ever seen them even close to the
eastbound lanes was the one incident I described near m ile m arker 5.
I was never really looking for scat, so I’m sorry, I can’t be m uch help there. Most of the sheep I have seen
were from a distance and I couldn’t tell what type of health condition they were in. The five that startled m e
seem ed to be pretty average. I don’t recall that they were fat and sassy nor sickly.
The attached photos were taken Decem ber 2008 by another agent, south of Interstate 8 in the area
indicated in the im age labeled “Big Horn Sheep”.
Kevin Geller
Supervisory Border Patrol Agent
Public Lands Liaison
El Centro Station
Office: 760-337-7119

Donna Tisdale
P.O. Box 1275
Boulevard, CA 91905

California Energy Commission
Christopher Meyer, Project Manager
1516 Ninth Street, MS-15
Sacramento, CA 95814-5512

January 2, 2009

SCOPING COMMENTS: SES SOLAR TWO PROJECT, DOCKET NO. 08
AFC-5
Dear Mr. Meyer,
For the record, I have attended the July 24, 2008 Imperial County Planning and Development
Services Pre-Application Meeting for Stirling Energy Systems, the November 24th CEC/BLM
Informational Hearing and Scoping Meeting and site-visit, and the December 18th CEC/BLM Data
Response and Issues Resolution Workshop and Scoping meeting. SES/URS also provided me with
a DVD and hard copy of the Response to CEC & BLM Data Requests 1-52. As requested at the
December 18th meeting, these comments are being sent directly to you and not to the BLM. Even
though I am an elected land use representative for the rural Eastern San Diego County community
of Boulevard, and the President of the public benefit non-profit group, Backcountry Against Dumps,
these comments are my own. I am a property owner and taxpayer in both San Diego and Imperial
Counties and a ratepayer that will be impacted by the massive and wrong headed SES Solar Two
Project, the Sunrise Powerlink (deemed unnecessary and too environmentally and fiscally expensive
by the CPUC’s assigned Administrative Law Judge) , Iberdrola Renewables 200 MW Tule Wind
Project on approximately 20,000 acres of BLM land in Boulevard’s McCain Valley Land
Cooperative and Wildlife Management Area, and other questionable industrial scale renewable
energy projects and related infrastructure–if they manage to come to fruition.

Large scale urban PV is more cost effective than remote solar and wind
projects and the related Sunrise Powerlink
The CEC and BLM should reject the Solar Two Project and other such controversial behemoths as
they do not represent the best and highest use of our public lands or the best interest of ratepayers
and tax payers who will be forced to bear the economic burden of the resulting exorbitant rate
increases and inflated taxpayer funded subsidies—not to mention the extensive and cumulative loss
of use of our public lands and recreation areas to unnecessary energy and transmission projects. It
is especially troubling and irksome when foreign entities will be reaping the rewards at our expense,
with much of that tax and rate payer funded booty being spent outside the US and very little being
spent within the impacted communities.

On-site and close to point of use renewable energy projects are far less destructive, expensive, and
time consuming in regards to approval and litigation, and they do not require the destruction of
public lands or extensive and vulnerable transmission lines. Bill Powers, PE, Powers Engineering,
an intervener in the CPUC/BLM CPCN case for the Sunrise Powerlink (App. 06-08-010) provided
some compelling research and backup documentation in a December 12, 2008 Ex Parte
Communication. Powers’ research shows that it would be cheaper to build 1,000 MW AC of thinfilm PV in the urban core than to build the 1,000 MW Sunrise Powerlink. With a few adjustments,
the same applies to the $1.4 billion 750 MW SES Solar Two Project, especially when you add in the
projected $1.9 billion cost of Sunrise Powerlink and the necessary IV Substation upgrades and
expansions for both Phase I and II of Solar Two. I have attached the 44-page Powers Ex Parte
Communication (12-12-08) and hereby incorporate his information into the record.
I am also incorporating, by reference, the entire record for the Sunrise Powerlink case noted above,
and all of the commentary, criticism, research and testimony that relates to the SES Solar Two
Project contained within that record. That extensive record includes much more from Bill Powers
along with especially relevant comments from the Utilities Consumer Action Network (UCAN), the
Conservation Groups (CBD & Sierra Club) represented by attorney Steven Siegel, and all of their
witnesses. I also hereby incorporate by reference Bill Powers Smart Energy 2020 plan (October
2007) which is also part of the Sunrise Powerlink CPUC/BLM project record. UCAN has already
announced that they will appeal the CPUC’s controversial December 18th approval of the Sunrise
Powerlink using the extensive record and the Assigned ALJ’s denial of the project based on that
record. A similar suit is expected from the Conservation Groups.

SES’s troubling responses to questions about their Solar Two Project
During the bus ride for the November 24th Solar Two Project site visit, SES’s Robert Liden
provided the following answers to questions posed by myself and others:
•

Stirling Energy Systems has just $100 million of the $1.4 billion needed for the Solar Two
Project.
(NTR is proposing to invest another $100 million but that is still a mere fraction of what is
needed)

•

Equity funding is for the pilot project and manufacturing only. Their Imperial Valley Solar
Two project is not funded.

•

The 5-year accelerated depreciation rate is attractive to investors as are the renewable energy
credits. Yet, when they talked to investors in San Diego prior to the November 24th hearing,
none signed on.

•

The SES solar engines are still in the research and development stage and they are looking
at federal loan guarantees for innovative renewable energy concepts.

•

SES will be adding another 4 hand made units at Sandia Labs to incorporate some changes
in engineering needed for mass production. Their 6 existing units were installed at Sandia
3 years ago.

•

They are still working with a Michigan plant on potential manufacturing of the solar
engines. (An article in the San Diego UT on 12-14-08, reported that SES plans to have
Linamar, a Canadian automotive products company produce the first engine mid-January,
test it, and then enter full production by the end of next year).

•

They may have a portable factory on-site for assembly of Sun Catcher units. (If so, where
will it be located, how big will it be, and what are the impacts associated with that facility?)

•

In response to a direct question about how they will deal with and mitigate the fact that the
BLM project site is currently designated as a Limited Use (protected) Area with traffic
restricted to the few existing routes of travel, Liden ignorantly stated that the Limited Use
designation meant the land had limited uses and was not good for much. A corporate
executive, looking for public support and the virtual gift of 10-square miles of public land,
should have better knowledge of and respect for the land that belongs to the American
people.

•

They had to move their Solar Two Project boundaries due to significant cultural and historic
resources and more may be found. ( most associated with the Ancient Lake Cahuilla
shoreline, artifacts, cremation sites, and sacrifice areas as noted by Carmen Lucas and the
archeologist with Imperial Valley Museum).

•

The entire project perimeter area (10-square miles) will be fenced off, as phases progress.
OHV trails will be closed and motion activated lighting will be installed. (These impacts,
alone, are significant and will completely alter the existing character and appeal of the desert
landscape and habitat.)

•

The SunCatcher units reportedly close automatically when winds exceed 35 mph. So, where
are the onsite anemometers (MET towers)? It generally takes a minimum of three years to
properly analyze the average wind speed and the frequency and intensity of wind storms. To
a rational person, legitimate site specific wind information would to seem to be necessary
in order to determine the amount of down time for the SunCatcher units related to wind and
dust storm events. Too much wind would translate into too much down time, the potential
for sand damaged equipment (mirrors, gears and engines), and reduced power generation–all
critical information.

Transmission / Sunrise Powerlink / IV Substation connection Phase I and II
During the same site visit bus trip, Liden provided the following information in response to

questions:
•

The Solar Two Project is # 1 in the CALISO queue to connect to the Imperial Valley
Substation for the 300 MW proposed for Phase I.

•

Several hundred million dollars will be needed to upgrade the IV Substation for Phase I.

•

For the 450 MW Phase II, they are # 4 in the CALISO queue for the inter-tie to the proposed
IV Substation expansion and the yet-to-be-built Sunrise Powerlink transmission line.

The three big transmission questions are:
•

Is there really any remaining capacity on the existing Southwest Powerlink to accommodate
the proposed 300 MW of Phase I of Solar Two , beyond the current 80 MW of capacity
reported by CALISO and as claimed by Sempra Energy in their April 2008 amendment to
their DOE Presidential Permit Application (PP-334) for a new 500 kV transmission line at
Jacumba in Eastern San Diego County? Sempra alleges that their new cross-border line is
needed to accommodate their 1,250 MW La Rumorosa Wind project, and to connect it to the
Sunrise Powerlink. The La Rumorosa project has also been referred to as Baja Wind and
more recently as Energia Sierra Juarez. (See Sempra project information at:
http://www.semprageneration.com/esj.htm).

•

What are projects # 1, 2 & 3, which are ahead of Solar Two Phase II, in queue for the
expanded IV Substation and Sunrise Powerlink transmission project, and what capacity, if
any, will be left on the Sunrise Powerlink for the proposed 450 MW of Phase II of Solar
Two?

•

What are the alternative means of transmission in the event there is no available capacity on
the existing Southwest Powerlink for Phase I, and /or legal challenges overturn the CPUC
approval of SDG&E’s highly controversial Sunrise Powerlink project?

American and local jobs
SES representatives repeatedly use the lure of jobs for American and Imperial Valley workers as a
reason to approve their Solar Two project. At public hearings in the Valley they talk about all the
green collar jobs that will be generated. Unfortunately, the reality will be the importation of already
trained workers from elsewhere in the country with very few high paying jobs going to local Valley
workers. There is also the very real potential for skilled and unskilled Green Card workers to be
brought in from both Mexico and foreign countries to fill the few jobs that will be available. SES
has also promoted the project by talking about the American auto workers that will be put back to
work building Stirling Solar engines, but the San Diego UT just reported their deal with Linamar,
a Canadian automotive products company.

Visual Resources
It was reported that there will be virtually no reflection impacts to passing motorists on I-8 and Navy,
US Border Patrol, other air traffic flying in the designated corridor overhead, from the 30,000
mirrored dishes as all light will be deflected. Pilots will reportedly see a gray area. This is rather hard
to believe and needs to be verified, especially with the number of potentially impacted drivers on
both east and west bound I-8, Dunaway Road, and Evan Hews Hwy, along with the heavy air traffic
associated with the Navy Air Station located several miles to the east at Seeley, and the frequent low
level Border Patrol helicopter and other Homeland Security related flights in the area.
The complete landscape and character alteration that this project represents is significant, massive
and cumulative in nature all on its own. The impacts are off the charts when you add in the many
other projects that will be highly visible in the same area like Iberdrola Renewables 200 MW Tule
Wind project on approximately 20,000 BLM acres located on the ridgeline to the west, Greenhunter
Wind Energy LLC (formerly Windhunter) on their 6,250 acres of BLM land just west of Solar Two,
and pending applications for up to 5 more MET towers , in the same general area , with potential
industrial wind turbine projects to follow, as noted by BLM in their November 2008 FONSI and
Decision Record for Greenhunter’s 197 foot tall MET Tower ROW.
Add in Sempra’s Energia Sierra Juarez (AKA La Rumorosa Wind and Baja Wind) which will cover
approximately 60 miles of highly visible ridgeline to the southwest starting at the US Mexico border
and Imperial County line, and the Union Fenosa’s Zemer Energia’s 1,000 MW wind energy project,
proposed for the same highly visible La Rumorosa area, with the first 500 MW planned for export
to the US via the Imperial Valley Substation and local transmission lines. The attached December
9,2008 ‘Motion of Zemer Energia for Party Status” in the CPUC/BLM Sunrise Powerlink
proceedings confirms their intent and the fact that they have paid their fees to CALISO. Their
motion was granted.
Wind-Zero, another highly visible large-scale community character altering project is proposed on
about 1,000 acres of private land between Solar Two and the communities of NoMirage and Ocotillo
to the west
Go to pages 17 & 18 of Sempra’s September 18,2008 Power Point presentation link below, which
includes maps and references to the 60 miles of Sierra Juarez (La Rumorosa) ridgeline where Sempra
and the Union plan to install industrial scale turbines over 400 feet tall:
http://www.heco.com/vcmcontent/EnergyServices/EnergyExpo/2008Presentations/AllmanAndG
uiles.pdf
For Greenhunter location details, maps and aerial photos go to:
http://www.blm.gov/pgdata/etc/medialib/blm/ca/pdf/elcentro/nepa/2005.Par.11648.File.dat/FON
SI_DR_EA_GreenHunter.pdf
.

Cultural Resources

Carmen Lucas, a well respected Native American of Kumeyaay decent, spoke passionately about
the extensive and highly valued cultural resources placed at risk by the Stirling Solar Two project.
Lucas said that she was there at the request of the State Office of Heritage Protection. An
archeologist with the Imperial Valley College museum also spoke about significant concerns with
the cultural and historical resources at risk and the viability of the project site. When you add the
impacts from this one project to all the other proposed and existing projects and the approved and
illegal uses, in the El Centro Field Office planning area, the CDCA, and other BLM lands in the
region, especially for so-called renewable energy and transmission projects, the cumulative impacts
are massive and virtually incalculable.

Air Quality Impacts / Dust & Fugitive emissions / Cumulative impacts
The 10-square mile project site and the extent of disturbance to fragile, fine, and sandy desert soils,
and the need to run back and forth in vehicles to repeatedly wash the mirrors on 30,000 SunCatcher
units, the potential on-site generation and leakage of hydrogen gas, diesel trucks and trains used to
deliver equipment, all represent an increased threat of negative impacts to air quality. Add to that the
industrial mining and plaster board processing plant at Plaster City, idling diesel train engines and
truck, sand mine truck traffic from multiple operations in the area, Plaster City OHV Park and the
related OHV traffic and activities, and you have a major problem. It is important to note that
disturbed desert soils no longer serve as a carbon sink.

Water Resources / flood plains / Erosion control
SES keeps talking about using approximately 32 acre feet per year of IID water for their project but
it is unclear if an agreement has been formally secured and what amount of water delivery is
guaranteed over the life of the project. Various maps show numerous channels, desert washes, and
flood plains through out the project area. Along with concerns for any alterations of the natural flow
patterns on wildlife, habitat and groundwater recharge, there are concerns with the potential for
inundation of numerous SunCatchers, and on-site infrastructure during El Nino years and significant
storm events like Hurricane Kathleen that roared through the area (1977-78?). I experienced that
hurricane first hand. It washed out sections of I-8, the rail road, and a wide swath of the community
of Ocotillo all near the Solar Two project area. Several maps provided in the Response to
CEC/BLM Data Requests 1-52 show numerous Suncatchers, roads, and more, situated within the
identified flood plains. Maps also show “debris basins” located in flood plains. All floodplains and
natural drainage channels and washes should be off-limits for any project related installations or
alterations. Don’t ever underestimate the amount of water that flows in the desert and the destruction
it can cause. There are also concerns with the lack of detailed information on the evaporation ponds
and the chemical make up and ultimate disposal destination of the resulting waste.

Loss of Use /Quiet enjoyment and recreation/ OHV
The cumulative scale and scope of the loss of use, the loss of recreational opportunities, and the
quiet enjoyment of our public lands when millions of acres are practically given away, fenced off,
altered and transformed into private profit factories, is virtually off the charts and totally
unconscionable. This also applies to the loss of and intrusion into designated OHV parks and routes.

Significant and Cumulative Impacts
Multiple renewable energy, transmission, and other projects, including SES Solar Two, high profile
industrial wind turbines over 40 stories tall along western ridgelines on both sides of the US/Mexico
border, and more potential wind turbines on BLM lands between Solar Two and the more elevated
ridgeline projects, transmission and related infrastructure for renewable energy projects, mining
projects, quasi military projects, and more, are currently proposed for over 2 million acres of BLM
lands in the California Desert District and Eastern San Diego County, some private lands, and
hundreds of thousands of acres in Northern Baja, mostly on communal Ejido lands. Separately and
together, these projects will result in the following significant and cumulative impacts and more:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Community Character and Values
Loss of recreational and public use
Loss of quiet enjoyment and sense of time and space
Industrialization of rural communities and open spaces
Loss of and damage to Cultural and Historical Resources
Staggering Visual Resource and skylining impacts
Landscape transformations and alterations
Wildlife
Habitat fragmentation and destruction
Air quality, dust, and fugitive emissions
Loss of dark skies (light pollution) and scientific resource value
Increased traffic during construction, operation and maintenance
Water resources including groundwater, imported water, and recycled water
Increase soil erosion
Diverted and denied recharge to fragile aquifers and sensitive habitat
Disproportionate social and economic burdens to rural and low-income communities
Environmental Justice issues
Loss of carbon sink value of undisturbed desert soils
Green House Gas emissions from increased project activities and manufacturing processes
Infrastructure
Traffic
Utility rates
Property Values
Eminent Domain

BLM Land Appraisal /Rent monies paid to BLM /
What are local benefits from rent payments
The appraisal of the BLM land to be used for this project needs to be an open and transparent
process, with documents and assessments included in the public review process. The land value
needs to include the project sites readily available access to utility transmission lines (both low and
high-voltage) and substations, public roads and interstate highway, active rail line access, access
to imported water from IID through a minimal pipeline extension (7 miles) from the West Side Main
canal, existing industrial uses, US Gypsum’s Plaster City, on adjacent land. All of these aspects

make the proposed land much more valuable than other more remote public lands. The lease price
should properly reflect those values. What amount of rent money paid to BLM will go to benefit the
local BLM lands and /or impacted communities? Or, will all the money go to the general fund as the
community of Boulevard was informed when similar questions were asked about the rent monies
from Iberdrola’s proposed Tule Wind project on BLM land?

Bonding and decommissioning
I agree with the CEC and BLM staff concerns regarding the lack of adequate SES planning and
response to questions regarding the funding for decommissioning the project site in the event of
bankruptcy or other form of abandonment by the Applicant/Investors. The recent crash in prices for
scrap metal and other commodities is part of the cyclical rise and fall of prices over time, and cannot
be counted on to pay for the costs of decommissioning, or even to defray the costs. A legitimate and
binding bond needs to be secured prior to any project approval or commencement of project
activities that will cover any and all decommissioning costs. The tax payers do not need to foot yet
another bill for this or any other projects built on public land.

A Better Way
There are far better ways to provide reliable renewable energy at or close to the point of use without
this invasive and expensive 10-square mile project and the related and litigious Sunrise Powerlink
transmission project. In addition to the previous information provided, please see the attached well
researched article “The Better Way” by the Alliance for Responsible Energy Policy. It includes a
comparison chart showing the disparity for impacts of point of use renewables and industrial scale
wind and solar projects. There is more good information at their website at
www.allianceforresponsiblenergypolicy.com.
December 5th an article was printed in the San Diego Union Tribune regarding the City of San
Diego’s proposal to allow residents to pay for solar panels through their property tax bills over 20
years (http://www.signonsandiego.com/uniontrib/20081013/news_1n13solar.html). The County of
San Diego is considering the same policy. The County also recently supported pursuit of state
legislation for feed-in-tariffs for small generators. The Imperial County and IID can and should
follow the same path to renewable energy production and independence.
The combination of the new 30% tax credit, being able to pay for solar panels through our property
taxes, and the potential to get paid for excess self-generated energy, which is now donated back to
the utilities, is the bright future we prefer. This will allow the average citizen, school, church, small
businesses, and others to become part of the solution instead of being part of the problem. If feed-in
tariffs are approved (like we enjoyed in the 80's before the utilities killed them), it will also provide
a further incentive for us to install a larger solar system than our home or business needs and to
conserve energy so that more will be available to sell back to the grid. This scenario could represent
the jump start to the real green energy future and green jobs that most people prefer, once they are
provided with the facts and the opportunities. It can also help generate much needed extra income
for families, communities, and organizations during these difficult economic times.
8

Conclusion
The rush to embrace massive and unnecessary projects like Stirling Energy Systems Solar Two, the
Sunrise Powerlink, Iberdrola Renewables Tule Wind project, Sempra’s La Rumorosa Wind project
(in Mexico), and others throughout the region, should be compared to the rush to deregulate the
energy market, to promote massive Ethanol production from corn, and to add MTBE to our gasoline
which contaminated groundwater resources. All of these poorly vetted decisions resulted in
incredibly expensive debacles with far reaching and unintended consequences that even the best
minds have struggled and failed to fix. The old saying ‘act in haste and repent at leisure’ applies to
this and other decisions before you. Please deny the Application for Certification, for SES Solar
Two. This very controversial project represents yet another incredibly expensive debacle with far
reaching and unintended consequences. Now is not the time to further burden struggling ratepayers
with billions of dollars that will be paid for through massive rate increases–there is a better way, and
we are counting on you to help us get there.
Sincerely,
Donna Tisdale
619-766-4170
donnatisdale@hughes.net
Attachments:
Bill Powers Ex-Parte Communication 12-08
Motion of Zemer Energia for Party Status 12-9-08
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of San Diego
Gas & Electric Company (U 902 E) for a
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
for the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project.

Application 06-08-010
(Filed August 4, 2006)

REVISED SCOPING MEMO AND RULING
OF THE ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER AND ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
In this ruling, we revise the Scoping Memo, issued November 1, 2006, by
modifying the schedule for completion of the proceeding. In addition, we direct
the California Independent System Operator to prepare additional model runs
reflecting specific baseline assumptions, and resolve several pending motions.
IT IS RULED that:
1. As is required by the California Environmental Quality Act and the
National Environmental Policy Act, portions of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (DEIR/EIS) will be re-circulated for
further comment. Recirculation is required due to the receipt of new information
on the La Rumorosa project since the release of the DEIR/EIS. This
Commission’s Environmental Branch and the Bureau of Land Management
intend to mail the relevant portions of the DEIR/EIS on July 10, 2008. There will
be a 45-day comment period, and the Administrative Law Judge will issue a
proposed decision in this proceeding in October 2008. Since the Commission is
required to wait at least 30 days from the release of a proposed decision before
acting upon it, we do not anticipate that it will be able to vote on a final order
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prior to late November 2008. We expect, in any event, that the Commission will
be able to issue a final decision before the end of the year.
2. The Motion of California Botanical Habitat for Party Status is denied since
it did not identify any direct involvement it would have in developing the
record. The staff will treat its submission as comment on the DEIR/EIS.
3. The Motion of the California Department of Parks and Recreation to Strike
Portions of San Diego Gas & Electric Company’s (SDG&E) Phase 2 Opening Brief
is denied. We will disregard any new information or attempted additional
expert opinion offered through briefs by SDG&E, the California Independent
System Operator (ISO), or any other party.
4. The Motion of The Utility Consumers’ Action Network (UCAN)
Requesting The Commission Take Official Notice Of A June 10 Regulatory Filing
By SDG&E At The California Energy Commission is denied. This Commission
does not take official notice of parties’ pleadings.
5. The Motion of Bill Powers to Strike Portions of SDG&E’s Reply Brief is
denied. As stated above, we will disregard any new factual information offered
in briefs.
6. Both SDG&E and the ISO filed comprehensive assessments of the
economic benefits of the Sunrise project. The ISO’s overall methodology was
superior, and there were fewer problems with their showing. However, the
current record does not adequately quantify the technical feasibility or the
economic benefits of various alternatives using reasonable modeling
assumptions. In order to complete the record on technical feasibility and
economic benefits associated with different alternatives, the ISO shall
supplement its analysis with a compliance filing. The assumptions we order the
ISO to use are presented in the appendix to this ruling. If a particular modeling
-2-
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assumption is not specified in the appendix, the ISO should use the ISO’s
preferred modeling assumptions from Phase 2 of this proceeding. The ISO
evaluation should analyze: (1) powerflow, transient stability, and other impacts
on the operation of the grid caused by each alternative; (2) production costs for
each alternative; (3) reliability costs for each alternative; and (4) renewable
energy costs for each alternative. Where the ISO determines in its best
professional opinion that specific alternatives are equivalent, it does not need to
perform separate model runs (for example, if two alternatives have different
routes but the ISO believes that the two alternatives would have similar
production costs, then the ISO can decide not to perform GridView modeling of
each alternative). To undertake its analysis, the ISO should use the modeling
framework and “packaging” approach that it used in Phase 2 of this proceeding.
The ISO should provide “packaged” results in a form similar to that provided by
the ISO in its testimony. The ISO shall also make available all workpapers
supporting its analysis to all parties that have executed confidential agreements.
7. In addition to the “packaged” results, the ISO shall calculate greenhouse
gas emissions impacts for each alternative. Both the Division of Ratepayer
Advocates (DRA) and SDG&E identified problems with the emission factors
used in ISO’s analysis of greenhouse gas emissions that was used in the
DEIR/EIS. The ISO shall incorporate in its analysis the corrections set forth by
DRA and SDG&E.
8. In order to ensure that the modeling assumptions and protocols are clear,
the ISO and interested parties shall hold a telephonic meeting moderated by the
Administrative Law Judge within 5 working days, at a time to be determined by
the ISO and the Administrative Law Judge. This will give the ISO and other
interested parties adequate time to review the assumptions ordered in this
-3-
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Ruling and to identify any ambiguities or unspecified assumptions in the Ruling.
This will also ensure that the ISO’s analysis is consistent with the intent of this
Ruling.
9. The ISO shall provide results from its modeling efforts within 20 working
days after the telephonic meeting. The ISO should provide “packaged” results in
a form similar to that provided by the ISO in its testimony. The ISO shall also
make available all workpapers supporting its analysis to all parties that have
executed confidential agreements.
10. Within 10 working days of the date when the ISO serves the results of its
analysis as Exhibit Compliance-1, parties may file opening comments on the
analysis, with reply comments due 5 working days thereafter. The exhibit is
admitted into evidence, subject to objections from parties through the comment
process.
11. SDG&E’s updated Phase 2 witness identification exhibit, as distributed on
May 28, 2008, is identified as Exhibit SD-145 and admitted into evidence.
Dated June 20, 2008, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ DIAN M. GRUENEICH
Dian M. Grueneich
Assigned Commissioner

/s/ STEVEN WEISSMAN
Steven Weissman
Administrative Law Judge
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INFORMATION REGARDING SERVICE
I have provided notification of filing to the electronic mail addresses on
the attached service list.
Upon confirmation of this document’s acceptance for filing, I will cause a
Notice of Availability of the filed document to be served upon the service list to
this proceeding by U.S. mail. The service list I will use to serve the Notice of
Availability of the filed document is current as of today’s date.
Dated June 20, 2008, at San Francisco, California.
/s/ KE HUANG
Ke Huang
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Executive Division
RM. 5301
505 VAN NESS AVE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2160
tdp@cpuc.ca.gov

Robert Elliott
Energy Division
AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2527
rae@cpuc.ca.gov

Donald R. Smith
Division of Ratepayer Advocates
RM. 4209
505 VAN NESS AVE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-1562
dsh@cpuc.ca.gov

Thomas Flynn
Energy Division
770 L STREET, SUITE 1050
Sacramento CA 95814
(916) 324-8689
trf@cpuc.ca.gov

Steven A. Weissman
Administrative Law Judge Division
RM. 5107
505 VAN NESS AVE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 703-2195
saw@cpuc.ca.gov

Gregory Heiden
Legal Division
RM. 5039
505 VAN NESS AVE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 355-5539
gxh@cpuc.ca.gov

Keith D White
Energy Division
AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVE
San Francisco CA 94102 3298
(415) 355-5473
kwh@cpuc.ca.gov

-6-

A.06-08-010 DGX/SAW/hkr
******** SERVICE LIST ********
Last Updated on 20-JUN-2008 by: AMT
A0608010 LIST
A0512014
********* INFORMATION ONLY **********
Jaleh (Sharon) Firooz, P.E.
ADVANCED ENERGY SOLUTIONS
17114 TALLOW TREE LANE
SAN DIEGO CA 92127
(858) 229-0023
jfirooz@iesnet.com
Brewster Birdsall
ASPEN ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP
235 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 935
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104
(415) 955-4775
bbirdsall@aspeneg.com
Philippe Auclair
11 RUSSELL COURT
WALNUT CREEK CA 94598
(925) 588-9109
phil@auclairconsulting.com
Bob & Margaret Barelmann
6510 FRANCISCAN ROAD
CARLSBAD CA 92011
(760) 497-7777
Jim Bell
4862 VOLTAIRE ST.
SAN DIEGO CA 92107
(619) 758-9020
jimbellelsi@cox.net
Pat/Albert Bianez
1223 ARMSTRONG CIRCLE
ESCONDIDO CA 92027
patricia_fallon@sbcglobal.net
Eileen Bird
12430 DORMOUSE ROAD
SAN DIEGO CA 92129
(858) 538-9595
sanrocky@aol.com
Donna Tisdale
BOULEVARD SPONSOR GROUP
PO BOX 1272
BOULEVARD CA 91905
(619) 766-4170
donnatisdale@hughes.net

David Branchcomb
BRANCHCOMB ASSOCIATES, LLC
9360 OAKTREE LANE
ORANGEVILLE CA 95662
(916) 988-5676
david@branchcomb.com
Phillip &Eliane Breedlove
1804 CEDAR STREET
RAMONA CA 92065
(858) 618-5087
wolfmates@cox.net
John&Phyllis Bremer
PO BOX 510
SANTA YSABEL CA 92070
gecko_greens@juno.com
Lynda Kastoll
Realty Specialist
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
EL CENTRO FIELD OFFICE
1661 SOUTH 4TH STREET
EL CENTRO CA 92243
Thomas Zale
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
1661 SO. 4TH STREET
EL CENTRO CA 92243
(760) 337-4420
Thomas_Zale@blm.gov
Kelli Mcdowell
CA DEPT. OF PARKS AND RECREATION
1416 NINTH STREET, ROOM 1404-06
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
KMCDO@parks.ca.gov
G. Alan Comnes
CABRILLO POWER I LLC
3934 SE ASH STREET
PORTLAND OR 97214
(503) 239-6913
alan.comnes@nrgenergy.com
Robin Harrington
CAL. DEPT OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTIO
PO BOX 944246
SACRAMENTO CA 94244-2460
(916) 653-0922
robin.harrington@fire.ca.gov
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John Sthura
CALIFORNIA BOTANICAL HABITAT
PO BOX 1032
HEMET CA 92546
(641) 715-3900
c@californiabotanicalhabitat.com
For: California Botanical Habitat

Nancy J. Saracino
Attorney
CALIFORNIA INDEP. SYSTEM OPERATOR CORP.
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD
FOLSOM CA 95630
(916) 351-4400
For: CALIFORNIA INDEP. SYSTEM OPERATOR CORP.

Irene Stillings
Executive Director
CALIFORNIA CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE
ENERGY
8520 TECH WAY, SUITE 110
SAN DIEGO CA 92123
Irene.stillings@energycenter.org

Legal & Regulatory Department
CALIFORNIA ISO
151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD
FOLSOM CA 95630
e-recipient@caiso.com
For: CALIFORNIA ISO

Jennifer Porter
Policy Analyst
CALIFORNIA CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE
ENERGY
8690 BALBOA AVENUE, SUITE 100
SAN DIEGO CA 92123
(858) 244-1177
jennifer.porter@energycenter.org
Sephra A. Ninow
Policy Analyst
CALIFORNIA CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE
ENERGY
8690 BALBOA AVENUE, SUITE 100
SAN DIEGO CA 92123
(858) 244-1186
sephra.ninow@energycenter.org
J.A. Savage
CALIFORNIA ENERGY CIRCUIT
3006 SHEFFIELD AVE
OAKLAND CA 94602
(510) 534-9109
editorial@californiaenergycircuit.net
James W. Reede Jr. Ed.D
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 - 9TH STREET
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
(916) 653-1245
jreede@energy.state.ca.us
For: CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
425 DIVISADERO ST.
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94117
(415) 963-4439
cem@newsdata.com

Monica Argandona
Desert Program Director
CALIFORNIA WILDERNESS COALITION
167 NORTH THIRD AVENUE, STE M
UPLAND CA 91786
(909) 946-1855
margandona@calwild.org
Steven Siegel
Staff Attorney
CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
3421 PARK PLACE
EVANSTON IL 60201
(847) 491-1437
ssiegel@biologicaldiversity.org
For: Center for Biological Diversity
Tom Blair
Energy Administrator
CITY OF SAN DIEGO
9601 RIDGEHAVEN COURT, SUITE 120
SAN DIEGO CA 92123-1636
(858) 492-6001
tblair@sandiego.gov
Dahvia Locke
Enironmental Resource Manager
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
5201 RUFFIN ROAD, SUITE B
SAN DIEGO CA 92123-1666
(858) 694-3075
Dahvia.Lynch@sdcounty.ca.gov
George Courser
3142 COURSER AVENUE
SAN DIEGO CA 92117
(858) 273-2426
gcourser@hotmail.com
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David W. Carey
DAVID CAREY & ASSOCIATES, INC.
PO BOX 2481
JULIAN CA 92036
(760) 765-3266
dandbcarey@julianweb.com

Epic Intern
EPIC/USD SCHOOL OF LAW
5998 ALCALA PARK
SAN DIEGO CA 92110
(619) 260-4806
usdepic@gmail.com

Glenn E. Drown
PO BOX 330
SANTA YSABEL CA 92070
(760) 765-3381
gedrown@mindspring.com

Steve/Carolyn Esposito
37784 MONTEZUMA VALLEY ROAD
RANCHITA CA 92066
(760) 782-9011
cesposit@sdcoe.k12.ca.us

Audra Hartmann
DYNEGY, INC.
980 NINTH STREET, SUITE 2130
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
(916) 441-6242
Audra.Hartmann@Dynegy.com

Julie L. Fieber
FOLGER LEVIN & KAHN LLP
275 BATTERY STREET, 23RD FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111
(415) 365-7823
jfieber@flk.com

Joseph Paul
Senior Corporate Counsel
DYNEGY, INC.
4140 DUBLIN BLVD., STE. 100
DUBLIN CA 94568
(925) 829-1804 X-105
joe.paul@dynegy.com

Diane I. Fellman
Attorney At Law
FPL ENERGY, LLC
234 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102
(415) 703-6000
diane_fellman@fpl.com

E. Craig Smay
E. CRAIG SMAY PC
174 EAST SOUTH TEMPLE
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84111
(801) 539-8515
For: William and Shannon Davis

Darrell Freeman
1304 ANTRIM DR.
ROSEVILLE CA 95747
ddfreeman@yahoo.com

Andrew B. Brown
Attorney At Law
ELLISON SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2015 H STREET
SACRAMENTO CA 95811
(916) 447-2166
abb@eslawfirm.com
Kelly Fuller
ENERGY AND NATURE
PO BOX 6732
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55406
kelly@kellyfuller.net
Rebecca Pearl
Policy Advocate, Clean Bay Campaign
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH COALITION
401 MILE OF CARS WAY, STE. 310
NATIONAL CITY CA 91950
(619) 474-0220
rebeccap@environmentalhealth.org
For: ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH COALITION

Willie M. Gaters
1295 EAST VISTA WAY
VISTA CA 92084
(858) 829-1983
williegaters@earthlink.net
Bonnie Gendron
4812 GLENSIDE ROAD
SANTA YSABEL CA 92070
(760) 765-2132
bgendron@nethere.com
Richard Lauckhart
GLOBAL ENERGY
2379 GATEWAY OAKS DRIVE, SUITE 200
SACRAMENTO CA 95833
(916) 609-7769
rlauckhart@globalenergy.com
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Carolyn Morrow
GOLIGHTLY FARMS
36255 GRAPEVINE CANYON ROAD
RANCHITA CA 92066
(619) 977-9961
Csmmarket@aol.com
Laurel Granquist
PO BOX 2486
JULIAN CA 92036
celloinpines@sbcglobal.net
Christopher P. Jeffers
24566 DEL AMO ROAD
RAMONA CA 92065
polo-player@cox.net
Kim Kiener
504 CATALINA BLVD
SAN DIEGO CA 92106
(619) 990-6627
kmkiener@cox.net
Glenda Kimmerly
PO BOX 305
SANTA YSABEL CA 92070
kimmerlys@yahoo.com
Brian Kramer
PO BOX 516
JULIAN CA 92036-0516
(760) 765-3177
colobiker@gmail.com
Henry Martinez
LADWP
111 N. HOPE ST., ROOM 921
LOS ANGELES CA 90012
(213) 367-4435
Henry.Martinez@ladwp.com
Gregory T. Lambron
LAMBRON LAKESIDE RANCH, LLC
PO BOX 15453
SAN DIEGO CA 92175-5453
(619) 583-1226
Patricia Guerrero
Attorney At Law
LATHAM & WATKINS
600 WEST BROADWAY, SUITE 1800
SAN DIEGO CA 92101-3375
patricia.guerrero@lw.com
For: San Diego Gas and Electric Company

Julie B. Greenisen
LATHAM & WATKINS LLP
SUITE 1000
555 ELEVENTH STREET, NW
WASHINGTON DC 20004-1304
(202) 637-2142
julie.greenisen@lw.com
Michael J. Gergen
LATHAM & WATKINS LLP
SUITE 1000
555 ELEVENTH STREET, NW
WASHINGTON DC 20004-1304
(202) 637-2200
michael.gergen@lw.com
Elizabeth Klein
LATHAM & WATKINS, LLP
555 11TH STREET NW, STE. 1000
WASHINGTON DC 20004
(202) 637-2200
elizabeth.klein@lw.com
Janice Schneider
LATHAM & WATKINS, LLP
555 11TH STREET NW, STE 1000
WASHINGTON DC 20004
(202) 637-2200
janice.schneider@lw.com
Jason M. Ohta
LATHAM &WATKINS LLP
600 WEST BROADWAY, SUITE 1800
SAN DIEGO CA 92101-3375
(415) 391-0600
jason.ohta@lw.com
For: San Diego Gas and Electric Company
Lara Lopez
16828 OPEN VIEW RD
RAMONA CA 92065
soliviasmom@gmail.com
Randy S. Howard
LOS ANGELES DEPT. OF WATER AND POWER
111 NORTH HOPE STREET, ROOM 921
LOS ANGELES CA 90012
(213) 367-0381
randy.howard@ladwp.com
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Joseph W. Mitchell, Ph. D.
M-BAR TECHNOLOGIES AND CONSULTING
19412 KIMBALL VALLEY RD
RAMONA CA 92065
(760) 703-7521
jwmitchell@mbartek.com
Joseph W. Mitchell, Phd
M-BAR TECHNOLOGIES AND CONSULTING
19412 KIMBALL VALLEY RD.
RAMONA CA 92065
(760) 703-7521
jwmitchell@mbartek.com
For: M-BAR TECHNOLOGIES AND CONSULTING
Randall W. Keen
Attorney At Law
MANATT PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP
11355 WEST OLYMPIC BLVD.
LOS ANGELES CA 90064
(310) 312-4361
rkeen@manatt.com
For: City of Santee
David L. Huard
Attorney At Law
MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP
11355 WEST OLYMPIC BOULEVARD
LOS ANGELES CA 90064
(310) 312-4247
dhuard@manatt.com
For: City of Santee
David Marcus
PO BOX 1287
BERKELEY CA 94701
(510) 528-0728
dmarcus2@sbcglobal.net

Louis Nastro
PO BOX 942896
SACRAMENTO CA 92860-0001
(916) 653-0524
Lnastro@parks.ca.gov
James B. Woodruff
Vice President Regulatory And Govt Affai
NEXTLIGHT RENEWABLE POWER, LLC
101 CALIFORNIA STREET, STE 2450
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111
(626) 404-6860
jwoodruff@nextlightrp.com
Dave Downey
NORTH COUNTY TIMES
207 E. PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE
ESCONDIDO CA 92025
(760) 740-5442
ddowney@nctimes.com
Deanna Spehn
Policy Director
OFFICE OF SENATOR CHRISTINE KEHOE
39TH STATE SENATE DISTRICT
2445 5TH AVENUE, SUITE 200
SAN DIEGO CA 92101
(619) 645-3133
deanna.spehn@sen.ca.gov
Peter Schultz
OLD JULIAN CO.
PO BOX 2269
RAMONA CA 92065
(760) 789-0987
oldjulianco@integrity.com

K. Renee Martin
PO BOX 1276
POWAY CA 92074
(760) 789-0802
Reneeandbear@aol.com

David T. Kraska
Attorney At Law
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442, 77 BEALE ST, B30A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
(415) 973-7503
dtk5@pge.com

MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.
1814 FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE 720
OAKLAND CA 94612
(510) 834-1999
mrw@mrwassoc.com

Jason Yan
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE B13L
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
jay2@pge.com
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Katarzyna M. Smolen
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MC B9A
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
(415) 973-4784
kmsn@pge.com

Aaron Quintanar
RATE PAYERS FOR AFFORDABLE CLEAN ENERGY
311 CALIFORNIA STREET, STE 650
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94104
(415) 399-8850 X302
rcox@pacificenvironment.org

Michael S. Porter
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE ST., MAIL CODE 13L RM 1318
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
(415) 973-6625
mspe@pge.com

Paul Ridgway
3027 LAKEVIEW DR.
PO BOX 1435
JULIAN CA 92036-1435
cpuc@92036.com

Scott Kardel
PALOMAR OBSERVATORY
PO BOX 200
PALOMAR MOUNTAIN CA 92060
(760) 742-2111
WSK@astro.caltech.edu
Nancy Parinello
PO BOX 516
JULIAN CA 92036-0516
(760) 765-3177
nparinello@gmail.com
Ken Bagley
R.W. BECK
14635 N. KIERLAND BLVD., SUITE 130
SOCTTSDALE AZ 95254
(480) 367-4282
kbagley@rwbeck.com

Stephen Rogers
1340 OPAL STREET
SN DIEGO CA 92109
srogers647@aol.com
Susan Freedman
Senior Regional Energy Planner
SAN DIEGO ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
401 B STREET, SUITE 800
SAN DIEGO CA 92101
(619) 699-7387
sfr@sandag.org
Central Files
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP31E
SAN DIEGO CA 92123
(858) 654-1766
centralfiles@semprautilities.com

John Raifsnider
PO BOX 121
JULIAN CA 92036-0121
(760) 765-2722
skyword@sbcglobal.net

Matthew Jumper
SAN DIEGO INTERFAITH HOUSING FOUNDATION
7956 LESTER AVE
LEMON GROVE CA 91945
mjumper@sdihf.org
For: SAN DIEGO INTERFAITH HOUSING FOUNDATION

Carolyn A. Dorroh
RAMONA COMMUNITY PLANNING GROUP
17235 VOORHES LANE
RAMONA CA 92065
(760) 789-4429
carolyn.dorroh@cubic.com

J. Harry Jones
SAN DIEGO UNION TRIBUNE
800 WEST VALLEY PARKWAY, SUITE 114
ESCONDIDO CA 92025
(760) 737-7553
jharry.jones@uniontrib.com

Joseph Rauh
RANCHITA REALTY
37554 MONTEZUMA VALLEY RD
RANCHITA CA 92066
(760) 782-3632
joe@ranchitarealty.com
For: RANCHITA REALTY

Kimbelry Schulz
10303 CANINITO ARALIA NO 96
SAN DIEGO CA 92131
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Kellie Smith
SENATE ENERGY/UTILITIES & COMMUNICATION
STATE CAPITOL, ROOM 4038
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
(916) 651-4107
kellie.smith@sen.ca.gov
Paul G. Scheuerman
SHEUERMAN CONSULTING
3915 RAWHIDE RD.
ROCKLIN CA 95677
(916) 630-7073
PGS@IEEE.org
Sheridan Pauker
SHUTE,MIHALY & WEINBERGER LLP
396 HAYES STREET
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102
(415) 552-7272
wolff@smwlaw.com
For: Cities of Temecula, Hemet and Murrieta
Micah Mitrosky
SIERRA CLUB
3820 RAY STREET
SAN DIEGO CA 92104-3623
(619) 299-1797
mmitrosky@sierraclubsandiego.org
Katharine Wolfrom
SIERRA CLUB OF SAN DIEGO
3802 RAY STREET
SAN DIEGO CA 92104
(650) 387-5540
sierraclubintern@yahoo.com
Darell Holmes
Transmission Manager
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
2244 WALNIT GROVE AVE, 238M, QUADB, G01
ROSEMEAD CA 91770
(626) 302-6498
darell.holmes@sce.com
Bruce Foster
Senior Vice President
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
601 VAN NESS AVENUE, STE. 2040
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102
(415) 775-1856
bruce.foster@sce.com

Case Administration
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
LAW DEPARTMENT, ROOM 370
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD CA 91770
(626) 302-6838
Case.Admin@sce.com
Clay E. Faber
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
555 WEST FIFTH STREET, GT-14D6
LOS ANGELES CA 90013
(213) 244-5129
cfaber@semprautilities.com
For: San Diego Gas & Electric Company
Wally Besuden
President
SPANGLER PEAK RANCH, INC
PO BOX 1959
ESCONDIDO CA 92033
(702) 429-7525
Bruce V. Biegelow
Staff Writer
THE SAN DIEGO UNION TRIBUNE
PO BOX 120191S
SAN DIEGO CA 92112-0191
(619) 293-1314
bruce.bigelow@uniontrib.com
Paul C. Lacourciere
THELEN REID BROWN RAYSMAN & STEINER
101 SECOND STREET, SUITE 1800
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105
(415) 369-7601
placourciere@thelenreid.com
For: The Nevada Hydro Company
William Tulloch
28223 HIGHWAY 78
RAMONA CA 92065
(760) 789-3854
J. Sthura
UNDERGROUND POWER ASSOCIATION
PO BOX 1032
HEMET CA 92546
up@undergroundpower.us
For: UNDERGROUND POWER ASSOCIATION
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Kevin Woodruff
WOODRUFF EXPERT SERVICES, INC.
1100 K STREET, SUITE 204
SACRAMENTO CA 95814
(916) 442-4877
kdw@woodruff-expert-services.com

Scott J. Anders
Research/Administrative Center
UNIVERSITY OF SAN DIEGO - LAW
5998 ALCALA PARK
SAN DIEGO CA 92110
(619) 260-4589
scottanders@sandiego.edu
Martha Baker
VOLCAN MOUNTAIN PRESERVE FOUNDATION
PO BOX 1625
JULIAN CA 92036
(760) 765-2300
vmp@sbcglobal.net

Andrew Swers
WRIGHT & TALISMAN, P.C.
1200 G STREET, N.W., SUITE 600
WASHINGTON DC 20005
(202) 393-1200
swers@wightlaw.com
Dan Perkins
WWW.ENERGYSMARTHOMES.NET
983 PHILLIPS ST.
VISTA CA 92083
(760) 639-0945
dan@energysmarthomes.net

David Voss
502 SPRINGFIELD AVENUE
OCEANSIDE CA 92057
(760) 630-1070
dwvoss@cox.net
Lon W. House
WATER & ENERGY CONSULTING
4901 FLYING C RD.
CAMERON PARK CA 95682
(530) 676-8956
lonwhouse@waterandenergyconsulting.com
Ron Webb
PO BOX 375
SANTA YSABEL CA 92070
webron7@yahoo.com
Daniel Suurkask
WILD ROSE ENERGY SOLUTIONS, INC.
430 8170 50TH STREET
EDMONTON AB T6B 1E6
CANADA
daniel@wildroseenergy.com

Henry Zaininger
ZAININGER ENGINEERING COMPANY, INC.
1718 NURSERY WAY
PLEASANTON CA 94588
hzaininger@aol.com
Ziad Alaywan
ZGLOBAL INC. ENGINEERING AND ENERGY
193 BLUE RAVINE RD, STE 120
FOLSOM CA 95630
(916) 985-4259
ziad@zglobal.biz
For: ZGLOBAL INC. ENGINEERING AND ENERGY

Suzanne Wilson
PO BOX 798
IDYLLWILD CA 92549
(951) 492-9836
swilson@pcta.org
W. Kent Palmerton
WK PALMERTON ASSOCIATES, LLC
2106 HOMEWOOD WAY, SUITE 100
CARMICHAEL CA 95608
kent@wkpalmerton.com

(END OF SERVICE LIST)
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Figure 1: Project Location Map
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WELCOME TO SCOPING MEETING

2
3
4

MS. RUSSELL:

I'm going to go ahead and

5

start.

6

United States Department of Energy, Office of

7

Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability.

8

reason DOE is here in cool Jacumba  this is a lot

9

like Washington, D.C. in August  is that Sempra

10

Generation is proposing to construct an international

11

transmission line that, as of today, is going to be

12

known to us as "Energia Sierra Juarez," formerly

13

referred to by us as the "Baja Wind Project."

14

My name is Ellen Russell.

I'm with the

And the

The entire project, as described in the

15

presidential permit application that Sempra Generation

16

filed with us in December and supplemented in March

17

of  today, is comprised of about 1250 megawatts of

18

wind generation from  it's constructed inside Mexico

19

and either a 230,000volt or 500,000volt transmission

20

line on about four towers inside the United States.

21

It's about one mile, and the transmission line is to

22

end at the San Diego Gas & Electric's proposed East

23

County Substation.

24

Before any facility can be built across the

25

border, Sempra Generation, or any entity proposing to
3
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1

build across the border, must obtain a presidential

2

permit from the Department of Energy.

3

permit authorizes a company to construct, operate,
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maintain and connect facilities at the international

5

boundary.

6

Before the federal government, any part of

7

the federal government, can issue a license or permit

8

for any kind of activity, it is required to comply with

9

the National Environmental Policy Act.

You guys have

10

all participated in other proceedings.

You know NEPA,

11

so I don't need to go into that so much.

12

scoping meeting for an environmental assessment that

13

DOE is proposing to prepare for the  it's hard not to

14

call it the "Baja Wind Project"  the ESJ Project.

15

But this is a

Right now, DOE is considering an EA to be the

16

appropriate level of environmental review.

17

briefly provides sufficient evidence and analysis for

18

determining whether to prepare an EIS, and it aids in

19

agencies' compliance with NEPA when no EIS is

20

necessary.

21

if we need to go through that.

22

An EA

And it facilitates the completion of an EIS

What this meeting is not:

This meeting is

23

not about the Sunrise Project.

And right now, there's

24

no action on the Energia Sierra Juarez Project before

25

the California Public Utility Commission.

This meeting
4
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1

is about a project that will connect East County

2

Substation, if it's built, and DOE will look at that

3

substation as a cumulative impact and not a connected

4

action, and that is our position at the present time.

5

That substation is intended to be built whether or not
Page 4
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the Baja Wind/Energia Sierra Project is constructed.

7

Now, before I begin calling on speakers, I'm

8

going to do some housekeeping.

9

you to some people I have with me.

10

with me.

11

office's NEPA compliance officer, and he's also a

12

project manager, like myself, on these transmission

13

projects.

14

I'm going to introduce
I have Brian Mills

Brian Mills is from my office.

He is our

I also have Elliot Nethercutt, who is in the

15

back of the room, who everyone signed in with.

16

with the company, with the applicant, is Alberto Abreu

17

and Joan Heredia.

18

Nethercutt and you've done it legibly, you're going to

19

be receiving future information on this project and a

20

copy of whatever document that we produce.

21

And

And if you've signed in with Elliot

What happens after we leave here:

The public

22

record for this proceeding officially is open until the

23

3rd of September.

24

that's not a hard and fast date.

25

there's something that you want to let us know about in

However, that's not  in NEPA,
If you decide that

5
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1

the next month or two, send it in to me.

My contact

2

information is on the federal register notice that

3

you've seen, or there are extra copies in the back.

4

NEPA  we'll be considering those comments

5

as time permits.

If you send us a comment a week

6

before we're going to be sending the document to the

7

printers, then it's less likely to be considered in
Page 5
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this goaround, but September 3rd isn't a hard and fast

9

date.

10

The court reporter is here to facilitate an

11

accurate record, make sure that we capture everything

12

you want us to know about the concerns you have for

13

this project.

14

then decide that there is something that you want us to

15

know about, as I said, drop me an email.

16
17

If you choose not to speak and leave and

That's 

and it will make it into the record.
If you have specific questions about the

18

project itself, that's something that  that I would

19

like you to talk to Alberto Abreu and Joan Heredia

20

about off the record.

21

whatever, it's most appropriate that you talk

22

specifically about the project with the applicant.

23

If we  if we have a break,

I'd like Alberto to give you a brief

24

overview  brief overview of the project before we

25

start calling on anyone who would like to speak.
6
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1

Alberto?

2
3

STAFF PRESENTATION

4
5

MR. ABREU:

Good afternoon.

Ellen covered

6

most of the aspects of the project, and so some of my

7

comments will be redundant to what she already

8

mentioned.

9

Sempra Generation currently has under control
Page 6
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under  at least in Mexico, threehundred  about

11

314,000 acres of land specifically identified in the

12

leases for development of wind generation.

13

leaseholds are in Northern Baja California, just across

14

the border here, basically, along the Sierra Juarez 

15

Those

Sierra Juarez Mountains, and hence the name change that

16

we made, which runs north to south from  based up on

17

the border, 2 or 300 miles south, running through the

18

town of La Rumorosa.

19

La Rumorosa is about 35 miles east of Tecate.

20

If you've ever been there,

Sempra will construct the wind energy project

21

in phases, the first phase being the closest to the

22

U.S./Mexico border and the one that's depicted in the

23

visuals up there.

24

currently leased property will be approximately

25

50 miles further south from the lowest point at

The subsequent phases on our

7
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1
2

La Rumorosa, so they're fairly far down in Mexico.
We expect the first phase to be something

3

like 150 or so megawatts.

4

determine the size of a project:

5

turbines and the size of the turbines.

6

trying to pin both of those sort of aspects down so we

7

can know exactly how many megawatts we'll be able to

8

construct.

9

There's two variables to
One is the number of
And we're still

As Ellen mentioned, the presidential permit

10

application was submitted on December 18th of 2007.

11

requested  Baja Wind requested a permit for
Page 7
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construction of the generation tie line from Mexico to

13

the United States to allow connecting of the wind

14

projects in Mexico to the U.S. electrical grid to the

15

Southwest Powerlink.

16

would interconnect 1250 megawatts of wind generation on

17

the U.S. grid.

18

The application states that we

On March the 19th of this year, in 2008, we

19

amended the application to make current changes to the

20

application, including providing additional information

21

on the size of the 230kilovoltoption transmission

22

line that would interconnect.

23

talked about both the 500 and 230.

24

talks about the 500 and 230, but the amendment provided

25

additional information on the 230interconnection

Our initial application
The amended scope

8
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1
2

option, because we were able to get more details by
that point in time.

3

Today, we provided a second amendment to

4

change the name of the project  and that's all that

5

amendment does  from "Baja Wind U.S. Transmission,

6

LLC," to "Energia Sierra Juarez U.S. Transmission,

7

LLC," or probably more easily pronounced "ESJ," I

8

guess.

9

The central scope of the presidential permit

10

application is the construction in the United States of

11

a onemile generation tie line, which will connect the

12

wind project to a substation to be built by SDG&E in

13

the area.

The substation will interconnect to the
Page 8
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Southwest Powerlink.

15

Our generation tie line will consist of

16

approximately four or five lattice towers over a

17

permanent rightofway of approximately 130feet wide

18

if it's a 230 or 214feet wide if it's a 500kV.

19

Excluding any roads that may be needed, we estimate

20

that the permanent impact on the U.S. side of the

21

transmission line is approximately .25 to .3 acres for

22

the transmission line itself.

23

roads.

24
25

Again, not counting any

As you've seen, we've set up a display.
We're happy to answer any questions that you may have
9
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1

outside of the  of the sort of gavel portion of the

2

proceedings, and there's Joan and I and a few others

3

here that can answer any questions that you might have.

4

Thank you.

5
6

PUBLIC COMMENTS

7
8
9

MS. RUSSELL:

Was there anyone that

registered to speak, Elliot?

10

MR. NETHERCUTT:

11

MS. RUSSELL:

12

Yes.

Oh, I'm sorry.

I didn't know

you had a secret handoff.

13

Edie Harmon.

14

MS. HARMON:

15

MS. RUSSELL:

Can I wait?
Not a problem.

Page 9
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the bottom of the pile.

17

Donna Tisdale.

18
19

If you don't mind doing it

here, Ms. Tisdale, for the reporter.
MS. TISDALE:

Donna Tisdale.

I'm chair of

20

the Boulevard Planning Group in Boulevard.

21

change of the names from what's on the original

22

application or how it's referred to elsewhere is 

23

creates confusion.

And the

And people that will be looking for

24

it under the previous name will find  will find

25

nothing, and so they'll think the project has gone by
10
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1
2
3

the wayside when, in fact, it's moving forward under
another name.
On behalf of the Boulevard Planning Group,

4

I'm asking for a full environmental impact statement,

5

EIR, for this presidential permit application.

6

going to go into all the significant platforms of

7

environmental impacts the 1250megawatt industrial wind

8

farm represents or the fact that they're going to need

9

more than the 7500 acres they are claiming.

10

like 20 to 50,000 acres.

11

I'm not

It's more

There's no guarantee that wind energy is all

12

that's going to be moved on this 500kV line.

13

no binding assurances the project was adequately

14

studied on the Baja side.

15

that its negative impacts will be mitigated.

16
17

There are

I believe it has not been or

Sempra's Gasoducto Bajanorte, their 30inch
LNG line runs through the La Rumorosa lease area.
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new 30inch or so waterline  and I see Alberto

19

smirking back there  a new 30inch or so water

20

pipeline is currently being installed to the area.

21

When you have gas, water and transmission, it's a

22

reasonably foreseeable consequence that gasfired power

23

plants could be built at La Rumorosa/Jacume to access

24

the U.S. grid via this new transmission line.

25

Sempra reps have said that their contracts
11
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1

and agreements with the ejidos do not allow for

2

gasfired power plants to be built.

However, with the

3

proper incentives and enticements and coercements,

4

those documents can and most likely would be changed,

5

and I assume that's probably already in the works.

6

Both NEPA and CEQA require a full EIS to

7

discuss these foreseeable consequences.

8

La Rumorosa wind project and the crossborder power

9

line are also a threat connected to actions and many

10

more projects, and they cannot be isolated or

11

piecemealed.

12

farreaching.

13

Sempra's

Jacumba's impacts are huge and

And those projects include:

SDG&E's 500kV

14

Sunrise Powerlink, which Cal ISO has stated is needed

15

to move new energy from La Rumorosa or another line

16

just like it  and there is no other line  Iberdrola

17

renewables; 200megawatt Tule wind project in McCain

18

Valley; SDG&E has proposed an 80acre ECO Substation in

19

Jacumba to tap into the existing Southwest Powerlink; a
Page 11
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demolition and increasing of the Boulevard Substation

21

from one acre to threequarters acres; 14 to 25 miles

22

of new 69kV lines; and new and expanded easements

23

across public and private property that are needed to

24

connect Tule Wind, the expanded Boulevard Substation

25

and La Rumorosa Wind, whether that's gas or wind
12
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1

energy, to the existing Southwest Powerlink.

2

More travel wind projects may also need to

3

tap into Southwest Powerlink at Jacumba.

4

Land Management just caved in to pressure from

5

Iberdrola renewables and increased windenergyaccess

6

needs to San Diego County from a proposed 6900 acres to

7

over 30,000 acres, mostly in McCain Valley.

8

those increased impacts tie into the Boulevard ECO

9

Substation, and that is tied into La Rumorosa and the

10

tapping of the Southwest Powerlink.

11

Bureau of

All of

The PUC recirculated their 7500page

12

environmental review document for Sunrise Powerlink.

13

This is a recirculated document.

14

recirculated it was on the expand of size and scope of

15

La Rumorosa from 250 megawatts to over 1200 megawatts.

16

Public comments closed on that last night.

17

comments on the BLM increased wind energy access closes

18

tomorrow.

19
20
21

The main reason they

Public

I also want to note that Southern California
Edison's power purchase agreement for the first 
Phase I of this La Rumorosa Energia, whatever it is
Page 12
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now, was withdrawn from the PUC approval process after

23

the Center for Biological Diversity Challenge saying it

24

would most likely violate an international treaty and

25

state and federal environmental laws.
13
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And I could go on, but other people want to

2

talk, and this is much bigger than they're saying it

3

is.

4

forward, because it's going to change the face of our

5

community and these beautiful areas that so many people

6

enjoy far into the future.

7

And there's no reason we should let them move this

So we're serious.

We want a full

8

environmental impact statement, and we're not going to

9

accept anything else.

10

it, you better do it right.

I mean, if you're going to do
Thank you.

11

MS. RUSSELL:

Bill Parsons.

12

MR. PARSONS:

I don't have much to say,

13

except to second  you're asking me to stand up here,

14

so you can hear me?

15

MS. RUSSELL:

For the reporter.

16

MR. PARSONS:

Oh, okay.

17

I don't have any new information to give you,

18

just an opinion that this is a scoping meeting.

19

right now, it looks like the study of the entire area

20

is needed, but a microscope is going to be used, and I

21

don't think that's appropriate.

22
23

And

I think you need to study the entire impacts
of what will happen if this transmission corridor is
Page 13
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approved, because you're not going to just inject the

25

energy into the ground.

It doesn't end at the Jacumba
14
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1

Substation.

It goes everywhere.

It's part of a much

2

larger plan that's been presented by SDG&E in a

3

stealthy way.

4

And it's one little phase at a time, and

5

another little phase, and I think you ought to include

6

everything that is relevant in your study and make it a

7

full EIS.

8

MS. RUSSELL:

Thank you.

9

MR. PARSONS:

Uhhuh.

10

MS. RUSSELL:

Just a second.

11

Anita Williams, please.

12

MS. WILLIAMS:

13

Just to say  Bill Parsons

said 

14

MS. RUSSELL:

15

MS. WILLIAMS:

Thank you very much.
There are incredible

16

archaeological sites.

There is valuable and scarce

17

groundwalkers.

18

account.

19

presented as an isolated thing, isn't isolated.

20

related to a whole bunch of other stuff and needs to be

21

so considered.

All these things need to be taken into

And this project, which apparently is being

22

MS. RUSSELL:

23

MR. HOYT:

24

In the past few years, I've become very

25

It's

Gary Hoyt.

Hello.

Gary Hoyt from Boulevard.

skeptical of SDG&E and Sempra Energy.
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1

people in this room have fought with projects, and

2

maybe we're going to be successful, and maybe we're

3

not.

4

sound skeptical to SDG&E, there's a reason for it.

5

What I'm going to relate to is the 14mile line from

6

SWPL line to Boulevard and the proposed expansion of

7

the Boulevard Substation.

8

But I want to address this project, and if I do

We have dust problems and air pollution

9

problems here in East County.

If we have another

10

14 miles of road that open up under a transmission

11

line, that's going to open up dust/air pollution,

12

offroad vehicle traffic, Border Patrol traffic,

13

smuggling of illegals and drugs from Mexico, plus other

14

activities affecting easements  or residents along

15

the easement and other members of our community.

16

flies for miles.

Dust

17

And in the case we do have a fire  heaven

18

forbid  there will be concerns with more electrical

19

cables that we have to deal with for those people.

20

also, we have overhead Border Patrol and helicopters,

21

and we've got more lines to be careful.

22

enforcement activities are going to be harder.

23

So their

And

To show more skepticism of SDG&E, the

24

69kV line that's existing here in Boulevard has a

25

30footwide easement.

Why does SDG&E need 100 feet

16
Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
�
Page 15

130517  Public Meeting

1

for this easement?

2

their back pocket for future  well, one of which

3

being either a 230kV line or a 500kV line, underground

4

gastransmission lines, or whatever else they want to
5

I think SDG&E has got something in

run on that extra footage they have for an easement.

6

And like I said, there's a 69kV line on a

7

30foot easement now.

8

needed?

9

Why is a 100footwide easement

I, too, by the way 
(Court reporter interruption.)

10

MR. HOYT:

11

Oh, should I be speaking your way?

Now, let's take, for example, your project is

12

approved, and you're running the electricity from the

13

SWPL line up to the Boulevard Substation, which

14

supposedly is going to be tripled in size.
15

Now there's

health hazards for people that live in that area.

16

There's houses close by.

17

live close by, and there's also a buzz that we go to

18

sleep with and we wake up with at the existing level of

19

that substation.
20

21

There's elderly people that

If it's tripled in size, what's that

going to do for health potential and for our peace of
mind?

22

Also, and lastly, maybe this is something

23

that you want to consider.

24

and I have been told this by people 
25

I haven't seen this line,

(Court reporter interruption.)
17
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1

MR. HOYT:

I haven't seen this on a map, but

2

I've been told this by people supposedly in the know

3

that the area that the existing Boulevard Substation is

4

located is on or near the San Andreas Fault.

5

we're going to fill all that area with a larger

6

substation and more overhead electrical lines, what

7

could happen here in Boulevard to the residents and to

8

SDG&E's equipment if we have a major earthquake?

9
10

So I also request an EIS and would be most 
would be quite interested in it.

Thank you.

11

MS. RUSSELL:

12

Mr. Lutz.

I assume you're Mr. Lutz.

MR. LUTZ:

Hello.

13
14

Now, if

Thank you.
Thank

you.
My name is Ray Lutz, and

15

I'm with citizensoversight.org.

16

for the 77th Assembly District, which is all of this

17

backcountry, all the East County, pretty much.

18

welcome to pick up my written comments.

19

I'm also a candidate

You're

I'm  first of all, I'd like to say I object

20

to the notion that this meeting cannot discuss the

21

Sunrise Powerlink, because that document actually

22

referenced this project as the reason for the

23

recirculation.

24

take a look at that  these things, and don't come in

25

here and say we can't discuss something that's already

So I would request that you go back and

18
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2

been found to be related.
That's been found to be related, and it had
Page 17
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3

to be recirculated.

4

therefore, is open to those discussions.

5

who wants to discuss Sunrise Powerlink, it's open.

6

that notion  let's just put it to bed, that it's

7

not  you can't constrain a meeting to be only about

8

one thing when it's already been found to be in the

9

document.

10

So this  this meeting,

The document is irrational.

So anybody
So

It doesn't

11

support itself.

12

they're planning to put in 500 wind turbines.

13

turbines, they say, are two megawatts in size.

14

would make  and some of them three megawatts, making

15

this 1250 megawatts, which would be the largest wind

16

farm on earth.

17

big so far.

18

They talk about 7500 acres where
500 wind
That

No wind farm has ever been made this

The big one out in the London Array outside

19

the gulf of  of the Thames is a gigawatt.

20

it's similar in size, but it's huge.

21

something that you can just say, "We're going to have

22

this 1250 megawatts, and we're not sure where we're

23

going to put them on  on the mountains."

24

tell us where they're going to go.

25

Okay.

So

So this is not

Now they said they've changed it.

You have to

They've
19
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1

changed it  not only the name, but now they're

2

shuffling the deck with different amounts of acres and

3

a different place.

4

They moved it to a new mountain.

If you take what they say in the document,
Page 18
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5

they state that for a 300foot diameter  rotor

6

diameter, that they need to space these wind turbines

7

about eight to ten rotor diameters apart.

8

the one up on the hill at Campo, the reservation,

9

there's only one line of 20 or so wind turbines.

10

There's nothing behind them.

11

right behind them, they don't do anything.

12

there, still.

13

You notice

If you put a wind turbine
They sit

In the document by SDG&E, they state that

14

the  that they expect eight to ten rotor diameters

15

apart.

16

distance  width is five rotor diameters.

17

talking about around 100 acres per wind turbine.

18

Other projects support this.

And other documents say that the normal
So you're

Biglow Canyon

19

Wind Farm in Sherman County, Oregon, is designed for

20

450 megawatts.

21

25,000 acres.

22

It has 225 turbines, and it uses
Okay.

That's 111 acres each.

Desert Sky Wind Farm has 160 megawatts and is

23

fairly small compared to this one.

24

9600 acres, 90 acres each.

25

107 turbines on

Fowler Ridge Wind Farm, very similar terrain
20
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1
2
3

to this one, lots of uneven terrain with hills, is 750
megawatts.

A pretty big one.

They use smaller 

smaller wind turbines, oneandahalf megawatts, but

4

they still use 38,400 acres and 173 acres apiece.

5

That's because you can't max  even though their spec

6

says 58 to 74 acres apiece, because of the spacing,
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7

they still take 173 acres.

8

Horse Hollow Wind Energy Center in Nolan

9

County, Texas, will be the largest wind farm in the

10

world when it's completed:

11

1.5megawatt and 2.3megawatt turbines, uses 47,000

12

acres or 111 acres each.

13

736 megawatts using 421

So here's various examples of actual wind

14

farms that have been put in wherein no case do they fit

15

them on under 90 to 100 acres apiece for these big wind

16

turbines.

17

Array, I mentioned.

18

They're bigger wind turbines.

19

Meanwhile, SDG&E says  oh, the London
They use 169 acres apiece.

Well, it used to be called the "La Rumorosa

20

Wind Energy Project."

21

two times now.

22

this other name that no one can pronounce.

23

I guess they changed the name

It became "Baja Wind," and now it's

They said 7500 acres, which means that you

24

could put 75 turbines on it, not 500.

So the

25

difference between reality and what they're saying is
21
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1

like night and day.

These people are either totally

2

inept and don't know what they're doing, and they're

3

coming to the table with figures that mean nothing, and

4

they think that the public is going to accept this.

5

We're not.

We're not going to accept numbers

6

that are worthless.

And we're not going to accept

7

shuffling a deck, coming back and forth with different

8

names, different figures and so forth.
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10

out of line.
So not only would it be the largest wind farm

11

on earth, they would be able to space the turbines

12

unlike no other wind farm:

13

densely, which means if they did this, they would just

14

be totally wasting your money.

15

would this wind farm be different from all other wind

16

farms in the world?

Six to ten times more

The question is:

Why

17

And the reason for this  this transmission

18

line, which is on the table for discussion, is because

19

they claim that they're going to have this 1250

20

megawatts.

21

1250 comes in.

22

wind turbines is going to be," because as it stands,

23

they don't have any foundation.

24
25

I say, "No.

Prove it.

Show me where the

Let's see where the sliding of those

Then on  when we get done with this bogus
rationale, we come to find out that the natural gas
22
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1

pipeline goes through the area, the same natural gas

2

pipeline that is being used for the Mexicali Power

3

Plants, which is the underlying real reason for the

4

Sunrise Powerlink.

5

I think this is not  this doesn't even

6

deserve any further review.

This project should just

7

be canned.

8

project this bad with this many defects in it upfront,

9

I would say, "Just forget it.

10

consider it."

If anybody comes to the table with a

We're not going to

I guess we have to.
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SDG&E has their ability and unlimited amount

12

of money.

13

want, make all the residents and the citizens have to

14

scramble with different dates, which are really

15

discouraging for you guys to set all these different

16

dates, scramble the projects, do the thing like you did

17

here today where you say, "These things are not

18

connected," when they obviously are.

19

difficult to deal with this.

20

They can start as many projects as they

It makes it

I'd say, yeah, we need a full environmental

21

impact statement.

But more than that, we need a good

22

rationale for why they should be put on, because the

23

one that's on the table is bogus.

24

Thank you very much.

25

MS. RUSSELL:

Edie Harmon.
23
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1
2

MS. HARMON:

And I would agree.

I'm  I'm not from rural San Diego County.

3

I live in Imperial County.

And about a month ago,

4

Donna Tisdale and I were the only members of the public

5

that were present at a preapplication meeting for the

6

Solar Tube Project in Imperial County where they were

7

proposing  the company, Sterling Energy, was

8

proposing to put in up to 30,000 big solar dishes on 

9

to generate solar electricity in an area south of

10

Plaster City  between Plaster City and the

11

interstate, right next to an offroadvehicle open area

12

and just due east of an area where there's so much
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blowing sand that they periodically had to close the

14

interstate.

15

It really didn't make a whole lot of sense.

16

And one of the questions that we asked was whether

17

the  that the energy produced would be gridready

18

electricity at the end.

19

power, why wouldn't you want to be putting this kind of

20

installation in the parking lots for the hospitals and

21

schools, the big shopping centers, everywhere that

22

there's a large use of electricity?"

23

I asked, "If it's gridready

And there was, like, dead silence.
"It wouldn't be profitable."

And the

24

answer was:

It wasn't

25

about producing energy where it's going to be used; it
24
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1

was about profit.

And that project was intended to be

2

put into, again, the Sunrise Powerlink or one of these

3

other big power links.

4

So I think when you're  you need to do a

5

full EIS, but you really need to consider all of the

6

projects that are being proposed rather than

7

piecemealing each one and looking at partial impacts,

8

because we're talking about a transmission line.

9

basically, San Diego Gas & Electric is saying that the

10

existing facility has not got the capacity to deal with

11

the electricity from all of the projects that are being

12

proposed.

13
14

And

And therefore, I think you need to look 
willing to look at more than just an isolated portion
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of the project.

16
17

MS. RUSSELL:

Dennis Berglund,

Berglund.

18

MR. BERGLUND:

I'm Dennis Berglund.

I'm a

19

registered electrical engineer, and I'm a resident of

20

an area slightly west of here.

21

talk originally, but then I thought there's

22

something  a lot of information that needs to be

23

imparted to the agency, such as yourselves, that live

24

in those hot, sweltering places in Washington, D.C.

25

And I wasn't going to

First of all, you probably realize there's
25
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1

been a significant history of deception, and this

2

deception has resulted in SDG&E putting these plans

3

together:

4

Sunrise Powerlink Project.

5

dealing with power from Mexico and La Rumorosa.

6

First, the Rainbow Project and then the
And now we're, of course,

It appears to me that the 1250 megawatts,

7

which has been in question, the project which was

8

proposed by SDG&E, was only proposed subsequent to all

9

the problems they're having with filling this line.

10

Because the first thing they said about the Sunrise

11

Powerlink was, "Well, we needed to run ecofriendly

12

power."

13

And we said, "Then why are you running it all

14

the way to L.A.?

15

you've already sold in Mexico to Los Angeles?"

16

Don't you want to run your power that

"Oh, no, no. We don't need to do that.
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That's already run.

18

of the desert."

19

We need to get the eco power out

We said, "There is no eco power in the

20

desert, except for the geothermal plans, and they're

21

better attached to SDE."

22

They said, "Well, we have other projects in

23

mind.

We have the Sterling Energy Project," which they

24

want to put out in the desert.

25

Energy Project relies on a technology that's never been

Well, the Sterling

26
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1
2

used in production anywhere in the world.

Kind of

interesting.

3

So, all of a sudden, comes along the

4

1250megawatt plant or power over in Mexico.

5

known to me that it's in the same location as both the

6

water and the gas line that they ran from their other

7

plant in Ensenada, goes right through there, although

8

they said, "Well, we don't want to put anymore gas

9

lines."

10

It's also

In that regard, I think the board needs to

11

ask the question:

12

all for power for America?

13

particularly aware of the vulnerability of an overhead

14

power line, but this is a very disruptive border, which

15

looks like it will be disruptive for many, many years

16

to come.

17
18

Why do you have to go to Mexico at
So I don't know if you are

We've got problems with gangs and such, and
if this erupts into anything more formal or more
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organized, all you have to do to take out this entire

20

power link is blow out one leg of one tower.

21

it.

22

fall, the line is down.

23

but when you do that across the freeway, like

24

Highway 8, you not only take out the power line, you

25

take out the freeway.

That's

That tower takes itself down, all the other towers
It's not germane in this case,
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1

So why don't they run it underground?

Well,

2

that costs too much money.

3

something else.

4

these gas cannons that shoots a battling ball and a

5

piece of galvanized wire  all you have to do is shoot

6

it about 75 feet in the air, and you also take out a

7

power line.

8

Now let me tell you

All you have to do is have one of

Now, no one would do that in America.

Of

9

course, no one would fly airplanes into skyscrapers

10

either.

11

cannon  these guys can build these little  a

12

carbine cannon or the equivalent.

13

use that technology to take down a whole power line.

14

It's never been done yet, not in these days.

15

But it's so simple that we could build a

You can essentially

But my big question about Mexico is:

Why do

16

we do it at all?

17

We have this huge desert, and there's very successful

18

geothermal and solar plants out there, but we don't

19

need to do that.

20

We claim that we have all this power.

We need to do La Rumorosa.

Now, when you combine that and use
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conventional wisdom, like in Newsweek, and you look at

22

where this power is and where they want to put the

23

power line and where they sold the power in the past,

24

it's very apparent.

25

"This is pretty obvious.

And any logistician will say,
You've got power down here
28
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2
3

you want to develop.

You have a power line you want to

run like this, and you have a market up here."
In fact, when I talked last year to a group

4

down in San Diego, we talked about the emergency  the

5

necessity for power in San Diego County, when your own

6

map showed that there's no critical requirement for

7

energy in the future in San Diego County.

8

Los Angeles.

9

It's all

Now let me continue on here just shortly.

10

You've all seen T. Boone Pickens, and you know he's an

11

honest, forthright American who only wants to do things

12

right for America.

13

he wants to put wind power all up through Northern

14

Texas and Oklahoma.

And so he's running these ads, and

Well, that's a good idea.

15

And then I talked to the people in Texas, and

16

they said, "Do you really know about T. Boone Pickens?"

17

He has an overt desire  or request, and he has an

18

implicit covert desire.

19

he's been trying for years to run a water pipeline down

20

from that area down to Houston, because he says, "You

21

know, they don't need the water now, but they're going

22

to need it one of these days."
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world or the states to give him a rightofway, which

24

will work for his power  I mean, for his waterline.

25

The reason I mention that is that SDG&E has a
29
Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services

�

1

history of similar activities, and they need to be

2

looked at with that in mind, because they have things

3

like we've talked about.

4

69kV line, but they ask for an easement for a much

5

larger line, and that's the reason these things need to

6

be looked at.

They only want to put in a

7

But I would hope that someone would look at

8

the desire of America to have to rely on questionable

9

power from across an international border.

10

going to be great friends with Mexico, I hope, because

11

1250 megawatts, if it's tied to the grid and then taken

12

off the grid, would cause horrendous disruption to a

13

normal and area power.

14

MS. RUSSELL:

15
16
17

Now, we're

Thank you.
You couldn't write better than

this, Elliot?
Mark 
MR. OSTRANDER:

18

MS. RUSSELL:

19

MR. OSTRANDER:

Ostrander.
 Ostrander.
I want to come out and talk

20

about the different projects.

21

about Sunrise, and I want to reiterate what Lutz said

22

when you hear that Sunrise  recirculation of their

23

draft because they had to talk about the wind farm.

24

We're told we can't talk

My other question is about that, too.
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this subplant that they don't even have  this power
30
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1

station that they want to put in, what happens if it

2

doesn't go in?

3

line sitting there.

4

going in before the subplant?

5

the power plant is going to go in because the line is

6

there already, and that makes it more a necessity for

7

it to go there?

8

What happens then?

We got this power

What's the question?

Why is that

Is that going to be that

The studies that they have on  currently,

9

as to environmental dates on there  and I was reading

10

on some of the archaeological reports  they missed

11

the archaeological district.

12

about it.

13

brought up to put into their environmental impact

14

statement, they didn't even address it.

15

even take their own work and put it in there.

16

missed it.

17

They didn't even talk

Even in their own information they've

They didn't
They

So who's going to do these environmental

18

assessments?

19

these things should come into play, not just this one

20

place across the border.

21

There's  I think you narrowed it down to three

22

different ways they're going to go over the line.

23

coming through this way, the most logical choice.

24
25

Who's going to do the assessments?

All

They're all a part of that.

It's

They're going to put the substation down
there.

They're going to put the line out there.
31
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1

aren't they buried?

What assurances do we have about

2

fire protection?

3

happening right now about some of the wildfires we had

4

last year.

5

up above ground, we're still going to have those

6

issues.

7

Let's look at legal litigation that's

What about previous years?

We bring them

How are you going to clear underneath the

8

power lines if they can't even clear under the existing

9

ones they have now?

10

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

11

MR. OSTRANDER:

Thank you.

What are they going to do?

12

So I'm for that you need to do a full environmental

13

statement on it.

You can't just say it, and that's it.

14

MS. RUSSELL:

Thank you.

15

LeAnn Carmichael.

16

MS. CARMICHAEL:

I just wanted to say to the

17

County of San Diego that a full environmental impact

18

statement be completed so that the whole of the action

19

and not just the piecemeal  not just the piecemeal

20

part that is being proposed in the EA.

21

There's several Class I and Class II impacts

22

that are discussed in the power link document

23

associated with Baja Wind, and those need to be

24

addressed in a full EIS.

25

United States from the project also need to be

And direct impacts to the
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1

reviewed.

And finally, a need for the project needs to

2

be demonstrated.

3

And we'll be submitting our comments Friday.

4

MS. RUSSELL:
5

Is there another speaker who would like to

6

speak now?

7

hour or so.

Or we'll adjourn the record for half an

8

Yes, ma'am.

9

MS. TISDALE:
10

Thank you.

One issue I forgot to

address  Donna Tisdale again  I forgot to address

11

the fact that part of my research and the research of a

12

lot of organizations that have started studying

13

industrial wind energy and the realities of it, what

14

they've come up with is that the industrial wind, on
15

16

average, meets  they only produce between 10 and
30 percent of template value.

17

So if you have a 200megawatt facility,

18

you've got about maybe, you know, 20 megawatts of wind.

19

And all that needs backup generation, and the typical
20

backup generation of that is natural gas.

And that's

21

the connection I forgot to put between the proposed

22

wind project in La Rumorosa and the convenient access

23

to gas  potential gas part of the border.

24

Thank you.
25

MS. RUSSELL:

We're going to adjourn the
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record for a half an hour. You guys can think of

2

anything else that we  I'm sorry  during that time,

3

if you have specific questions about the project, the

4

representatives from Sempra can answer your questions.

5

Thank you.

6

(Recess.)

7

MS. RUSSELL:

Ms. Conklin?

8

MS. CONKLIN:

Yes.

9

get the podium.

10

Okay.

Hi.

Are we on the record?

My name is Diane Conklin.

Oh, good.

I

Good.

I come from

11

Ramona, and I am an intervener with the  on behalf of

12

my neighborhood, the Mussey Grade Road lines in Ramona,

13

and I'm an intervener in the California Public Utility

14

Commission proceedings on Sunrise Powerlink.

15

you all know  and we have some Sempra people here,

16

still?

17

And as

Yes.
As you all know, the project that is being

18

discussed today is directly related to the recirculated

19

draft environmental impact report.

20

comments upon  which were due yesterday at the

21

CPUC  all of this is about La Rumorosa or a majority

22

of it.

This document

23

So I appreciate the opportunity to come all

24

the way to Jacumba  it's a long haul from Ramona 

25

and I appreciate the opportunity to speak, and I
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2

appreciate the opportunity to ask some questions.

And

every time I come down here, they take a break, and
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then I don't get to ask any questions.

4

reassembled, and I understand anyone can ask questions.

5

So I don't really want to stand at the podium

So now we've

6

and ask questions that way, but they put me here, so

7

let me try it this way.

8

Sempra people here identified themselves on the record?

I think that  have the

9

MS. RUSSELL:

Yes, they have.

10

MS. CONKLIN:

Oh, okay.

11

And who are they?

don't know who they are.

12

MS. RUSSELL:

In the blue shirt is Alberto

14

MS. CONKLIN:

There's two blue shirts.

15

MS. RUSSELL:

I'm Sorry.

MS. CONKLIN:

There's three blue shirts.

13

Abreu.

16
17

I meant 

There's four blue shirts.

18

MS. RUSSELL:

The man who raised his hand.

19

MS. CONKLIN:

Okay.

20

Alberto, Diane, nice to

meet you.

21

MR. ABREU:

22

MR. LARSON:

23

MS. CONKLIN:

24

I

Nice to meet you.
Art Larson, communications.
Art Larson, communications,

nice to meet you.

25

MR. ROWLEY:

Joe Rowley, project development.
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1
2

MS. CONKLIN:
development.

3
4

Joe Rowley, project

Okay.

Fine.

My quest  pardon me.

sorry.
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MS. HEREDIA: I'm Joan Heredia.

5
6

permitting manager for Sempra.

7

MS. CONKLIN:

Marketing?

8

MS. HEREDIA:

Permitting.

9

MS. CONKLIN:

Permitting.

10

Nice

And 

12

MS. TURNER:

Brandi Turner, community

partnership.

14

MS. CONKLIN:

15

MS. BRIGGS:

16

Oh, Joanne?

to meet you, Joanne.

11

13

I'm the

Brandi.

Oh, hi.

Lisa Briggs, government affairs,

Sempra.

17

MS. CONKLIN:

Thank you so much for

18

identifying yourselves.

19

remember everyone's names, but I'll remember Joanne

20

because she's permitting.

21

together with the guys.

22

All right.

And I'm sure I will not

And you should all sit

My  I have five questions here,

23

and then if anyone else wants to chime in with

24

questions, please do.

25

apologize because I got here late.

But I wanted to know  and I
It's a long trip 
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1

is this project  and whoever wants to take it, please

2

take it  is this project for wind alone, and how do

3

we know that?

4
5
6

MR. MILLS:

Excuse me.

They're not speaking.

You are.
MS. CONKLIN:

No, I'm asking Sempra.
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MS. RUSSELL: For purposes of this

7
8

document 

9
10

MS. CONKLIN:

MS. RUSSELL:

And at the  the presidential

permit application, the application for our office 

13
14
15

I'm asking Sempra to be on

the record with regard to my question.

11
12

No.

MS. CONKLIN:

Yes.

MS. RUSSELL:

 indicates that the project

is a wind project.

16

MS. CONKLIN:

Okay.

What I would like to do

17

is have Sempra tell me that themselves.

18

that?

19
20

MS. RUSSELL:
the record.

21
22

They can do that once we close

Yes, ma'am.

MS. CONKLIN:

Well, are they allowed to do it

on the record?

23
24

Can they do

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

They should be on the

record.

25

MS. CONKLIN:

Is there anything prohibiting
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1

them from speaking on the record?

2
3

MS. RUSSELL:

When Mr. Abreu made his opening

comments, he did indicate that it was a wind project.

4

MS. CONKLIN:

Right.

But I'm asking a

5

question, and we were told we could ask questions, so

6

I'm asking a question to be on the record.

7

Generation is here.

8

question.

Sempra

I'm sure they can answer the

Page 35

130517  Public Meeting
Are you precluded from answering the question

9
10

by any rule or regulation?

11

MR. MILLS:

12

MS. RUSSELL:

13

question, you may.

14
15

But I am not 

MS. CONKLIN:

Are you acting as their

MS. RUSSELL:

No.

I am acting as the

chairperson of this meeting.

18
19

If you choose to answer the

counsel?

16
17

Ah, go ahead.

MS. CONKLIN:

Okay.

Then you do not

represent Sempra.

20

MS. RUSSELL:

I do not represent Sempra.

And

21

I had mentioned at the very beginning of this meeting

22

the questions of the applicant should be asked off the

23

record 

24
25

MS. CONKLIN:

Right.

And that's a very

strange 
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1
2

MS. RUSSELL:

 because they do not

contribute to the scoping.

3

MS. CONKLIN:

That's a very strange request

4

in my mind, because this is a public meeting for a

5

public purpose in terms of the information to be passed

6

back and forth with a record.

7

allowing me to do this.

8

problems.

9

questions on the record.

10

And I so appreciate you

I am not trying to cause any

I simply want to ask Sempra Generation some

So the question is:
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Generation, La Rumorosa Project, despite it's name

12

change, and what  how can we know that for sure?

13
14
15
16

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

Well, we got our

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

You can put your

answer.

questions in writing.

17

(Court reporter interruption.)

18

MS. CONKLIN:

Well, I don't want to put my

19

questions in writing, and I would like to have the

20

person who suggested I put my questions in writing

21

identify himself for the record, who has just walked

22

over and spoken to you without identifying himself for

23

the record in terms of what he was saying and what was

24

the purpose of what he said to you.

25

So I think your name is 
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1

MR. ABREU:

My name is Alberto Abreu, and

2

what I asked him  what I had mentioned to him was

3

we'd be happy to answer any questions if you were to

4

put them in writing.

5

MS. CONKLIN:

I appreciate that, and I

6

understand that you may want to have time to think

7

about the answers.

8

were to come up to you individually during the break

9

and ask you the same question, you would have been

10

willing to answer me.

11

asking you publicly?

12

But I would also think that if I

What is different now that I'm

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:
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it wind only or not?

14

MR. ABREU:

The difference is that this is

15

DOE's hearing to receive comments from the public about

16

what environmental  what the environmental document

17

that we're going to prepare should include.

18

really a questionandanswer session for that.

19

It's not

We proposed to DOE that, outside of this

20

scoping hearing, we provide responses and that sort of

21

thing and provide some pictures and visual simulations

22

and whatnot, and that's what we've done.

23

MS. CONKLIN:

I understand that, and I

24

appreciate it, and I realize that this is for comments

25

on the presidential permit.

But my questions, I think,
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1
2

are very germane to the presidential permit, and that
is why I would like to ask them and have them answered.

3

Now, also in your material that you're

4

showing here, you're not talking simply about

5

environment.

6

whole.

7

that's an uncomfortable question for you  and I will

8

submit a question in writing  can we go to the next

9

question:

10

by La Rumorosa?

So if you can't answer "It's about wind," if

11
12
13
14

You're talking about the project as a

Who is the customer for the energy generated

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

Once again, put it in

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

You're putting

writing.

together  you keep sending signals 
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MR. MILLS: It's  it's a hearing.

16

(Court reporter interruption.)

17

MS. RUSSELL:

Excuse me.

The reporter can't

18

capture everyone's comments, but I will add that, in

19

the scoping notice that we did publish, it says  and

20

I quote  "The entire electrical output of the

21

La Rumorosa Project, 1250 megawatts, approximately 260

22

to 300 turbines, would be dedicated to the U.S. market

23

and delivered using the proposed international

24

transmission line."

25

MS. CONKLIN:

Okay.

Thank you for that.
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1

And if you want the DOE to keep answering

2

questions, I guess maybe that's the best we can do.

3

But I think it does show that you have a reluctance to

4

answer the questions, which I think is kind of silly.

5

MS. RUSSELL:

Ms. Carmichael [sic], earlier

6

in the meeting, there were several commentors who did

7

ask us to consider the concept of fossil fuel

8

generation inside Mexico.

9
10

MS. CONKLIN:
that.

11

Okay.

I appreciate that.
Where is my  I'll just go through them

12

then.

13

into the record.

14

wind?

15

the environmental statement?

16

Thank you so much for

If they don't get answered, at least they get
Where is the backup energy for the

Do we have an answer about that with regard to

MS. RUSSELL:

No.
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18

MS. CONKLIN:

All right.

So we're aware  I

19

was driving down 8 today, and they have these wind

20

turbines on 8  well, by 8  with the  I think it's

21

the Campo Indian Reservation  and hardly any of them

22

were turning.

23

So somebody once told me that it's only about

24

30 percent efficiency, and I didn't believe it.

25

know that wind doesn't blow all the time.

But I

So if you
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1

have a customer that wants a certain amount of

2

electricity and you don't have the wind, how is that

3

going to be made up?

4

Okay.

Is this permit  is this permit going

5

to be conditioned for renewable energy only?

6

the DOE worked for me.

7

permit going to be conditioned for renewable energy

8

only?

MS. RUSSELL:

MS. CONKLIN:

15
16
17
18

But you're talking about

getting a permit for a line for a renewable project?

13
14

We won't be able to tell you

that until we get closer to the end of the proceeding.

11
12

Is this

Does anybody know?

9
10

That's what I wish.

I wish

MS. RUSSELL:

That is correct.

That is

MS. CONKLIN:

But you don't know yet whether

correct.

or not it will only be renewable?
MS. RUSSELL:
renewable.

I'm assuming that it is only

We can only go from what's currently in the
Page 40
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record, and if they have to amend their application to

20

include a fossil fuel facility, then we would consider

21

it at that time.

22

MS. CONKLIN:

Yeah, well, then what we're

23

saying is that if you have a kind of connected

24

action  in other words, you get a permit, and then

25

you do something else, which you knew you were going to
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1
2
3

do at the time that you got the permit.

Under the CEQA

law, that wouldn't be right.
I don't know what the federal law is for the

4

federal presidential permit.

I'm sure there's a mighty

5

big rush on this permit because of the potential change

6

in the administration, and I'm sure that there's a lot

7

of pressure on people to get this done.

8

But what I'm trying to say is:

9

wind energy project, which is renewable, can I ask

10

Sempra Generation to tell me if this is a permit that

11

is going to be conditioned, and would they be accepting

12

a permit conditioned for renewables only?

13
14

MS. RUSSELL:

If you have a

They can't know the content of

a permit that we issue.

15

MS. CONKLIN:

Who does?

16

MS. RUSSELL:

It will come at the end of the

17

proceeding.

18

MS. CONKLIN:

Okay.

19

MS. RUSSELL:

The permit is issued by the

20

Department of Energy.
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MS. CONKLIN: Is it the secretary of the
Department of Energy?
MS. RUSSELL:

No, it is not.

It is Anthony

Como at the moment.
MS. CONKLIN:

And that is what office?
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1

MS. RUSSELL:

2

permitting and citing.

3

MS. CONKLIN:

He is the director, office of

4
5

Thank you very much.

I

appreciate that information.
And the final question I had was about

6

greenhouse gas emissions.

7

we have a desire, at least under AB 32, which was

8

signed into law to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and

9

the question is:

10

course, these questions can be seen as comments  how

11

does the greenhouse gas emissions that might be

12

produced by this wind project feed into or do they have

13

any relationship to California standards when it is

14

produced in a foreign country?

15
16

We know that in California

How does the  how  and, of

MS. RUSSELL:

That's an interesting question.

For the record, I do not know the answer to that.

17

MS. CONKLIN:

Okay.

Thank you very much.

18

I want to say that I did not come here to

19

cause consternation.

I came here really to find out

20

these questions.

21

willing to answer them publicly.

22

silly, because I think that you know what your project

I'm very sorry that Sempra is not
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24

Energy would not mind if you were answering questions.

25

On the other hand, I do understand that this
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1

is a Department of Energy public hearing for scoping

2

comments on the environmental issues.

3

weighing of the two, you know, I can understand your

4

position, but I also wish you had answered the

5

questions.

6

So kind of a

And for myself, I would like to state that

7

this project is large enough and the impacts are great

8

enough in terms of the unknowns that we have talked

9

about here, that I think a full environmental impact

10

statement should be done.

11

MS. RUSSELL:

Thank you.

12

MS. CONKLIN:

Thank you.

13

MS. RUSSELL:

Is there anyone else who would

14

like to speak before we close the record for the day?

15

Mr. Lutz.

16

MR. LUTZ:

Yes.

I guess this brings up a

17

good question.

18

interested parties could come here and, either by oral

19

or written, should ask questions.

20

we're going to get some answers.

21

answers to the questions?

22

In the federal register, it says that

MR. MILLS:

That implies that
When do we get the

If the question is an

23

environmental issue, it will be addressed in the

24

document, whether it's an EA or EIS.
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25
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1

that question is out of the scope of the meeting?

2
3
4

MR. MILLS:
be.

Well, it could be, but it may not

That's a 
MR. LUTZ:

But If  but there would be at

5

least some answer to the question, right?

6

question  your answer might be it's out of the scope

7

of  that "We can't answer that question because we're

8

not allowed to" or "We don't know" or 

9

MR. MILLS:

Either the

NEPA doesn't require that the

10

agency answer the scoping questions, but address good

11

questions as prescoped analysis.

12

if your  if your  you know, if you have a real good

13

question about an environmental issue that you think 

14

So you will find out

and we look at it and, "Oh, we need to do that," then

15

it will be in the document.

16

question, but the issue in question.

17
18
19
20

MR. LUTZ:

Not necessarily the

So people being here, they're

unwilling to answer questions 
MR. MILLS:

Well, they're not the ones who

are going to answer your questions.

21

MR. LUTZ:

22

MR. MILLS:

Who does?
It will be answered  your

23

environmental questions, if they're addressed as an

24

issue, will be addressed in the document itself.

25

That's the DOE's responsibility to produce the
47
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1
2
3
4
5
6

document.
MR. LUTZ:

Okay.

So you're saying that the

questions might be answered in the document?
MR. MILLS:

If they're pertinent to the

environmental issues being raised.
MR. LUTZ:

Who decides which answers  which

7

questions get answered?

8

it people who are paid by Sempra Energy and 

9
10

MR. MILLS:

Who's going to make that  is

No.

The Department of Energy

gets to decide.

11

MR. LUTZ:

12

whose questions get answered?

13

MR. MILLS:

14

MR. LUTZ:

15

MR. MILLS:

16

MR. LUTZ:

The Department of Energy decides

In our document, yes, we do.
So that's you guys?
Yeah.
Okay.

How do we go up a level?

17

Like, if we want to get past this level of Department

18

of Energy and go up a level, who's above you?

19

the next layer up so we can get the questions answered,

20

because you guys say you're not going to answer the

21

questions.

22
23
24
25

MR. MILLS:

That's not what I said.

Who's

We can't

answer your questions today, because we haven't 
MR. LUTZ:

I know, but what is the next level

up if we want to go above you?
48
Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services

�
Page 45

130517  Public Meeting

1

MS. RUSSELL:

The assistant secretary for

2

Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability is Kevin

3

Kolevar.

4

MR. LUTZ:
5

Okay.

so I can have 

6

MR. ROWLEY:

7

could.

8

MR. ROWLEY:
10

11

I'd like to interject, if I

My apologies.
MS. RUSSELL:

9

I'll get that afterwards,

You have to come to the 
Okay.

I fully understand that 
THE COURT REPORTER:

12

MS. RUSSELL:

13

Great.

Your name, please.

You have to identify yourself

for the record.

14

MR. ROWLEY:
15

16

I'm sorry.

Joe Rowley with

Sempra Generation.
I fully understand that it is not the purpose

17

of your hearing to have question and answers with

18

Sempra Generation.

19

reluctance to answer questions, is we didn't want to
20

21

And that's the only reason for our

disrupt the normal process of the hearing.
But there are very clear and direct answers

22

to the questions that have been posed.

23

put those on the record if that is okay with the

24

Department of Energy.
25

MS. RUSSELL:

I'd be glad to

If you choose.
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1

MR. ROWLEY: So your first question was:
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this renewable energy only?

Is it restricted to that?

3

Our application clearly describes that this is for

4

renewable energy only.

5

any other energy to be delivered over this power line

6

that's proposed to cross the border between Mexico and

7

the U.S.

We have no plan, no intent for

8

MS. CONKLIN:

9

Can you answer the last four?

10

MR. ROWLEY:

11

MS. CONKLIN:

Thank you.

And the next question was 
Who is the customer?

12

MR. ROWLEY:

The customer for the power is

13

yet to be determined.

14

Southern California Edison for the first phase only.

15

The ultimate status of that agreement is uncertain at

16

this time.

17

this renewable energy project into the California

18

market, but we do not know which specific customer.

We have an agreement with

We fully intend on selling the power from

19

MS. CONKLIN:

20

The third question was:

21

Thank you.
Where is the backup

energy?

22

MR. ROWLEY:

The stability of the grid is the

23

responsibility of the California Independent System

24

Operator.

25

into the grid, so we see a very small slice of the

We're just one generator that injects power
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2
3

overall picture in terms of grid reliability.
The California Independent System Operator
sees the whole picture, and they're in a position and
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4

they are charged with responsibility for doing things

5

like providing adequate backup power.

6

a question to pose to them.

7

MS. CONKLIN:

8

So my question is:

So that would be

Very good.
If you're going to

9

generate 100 megawatts, let's say, and you sell

10

100 megawatts to someplace, if your  this is a

11

hypothetical  these figures are hypothetical  if

12

you don't have the wind that day, what do you do in

13

terms of your customer?

14

MR. ROWLEY:

Our responsibility in our wind

15

energy contract would be to deliver energy from the

16

wind generators when there's generation.

17

there's not, then our responsibility is to deliver 

18

well, it's to deliver whatever we can generate.

19
20

So when

MS. CONKLIN:

To deliver some other energy,

and that's with 

21

MR. ROWLEY:

No, no, no.

There's no backup

22

from our  it would be just  we deliver whatever

23

energy our wind generators can generate, period.

24

when they're not generating, we're not delivering.

25

we're not 

So
And
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1

MS. CONKLIN:

2
3

MR. ROWLEY:

On that contract?
And we're not delivering backup

power.

4

MS. CONKLIN:

On that contract?

5

MR. ROWLEY: At all.
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MS. CONKLIN:

And the point being  all I'm

trying to understand  and I think you answered it 
is that if you have a contract with a delivery number

9

and the wind is not being generated, you don't have to

10

honor the contract in that instance?

11

MR. ROWLEY:

We have to honor the contract

12

where they're written in such a way that we're

13

delivering energy 

14
15
16
17

MS. CONKLIN:
MR. ROWLEY:

From wind?
 at  not necessarily a

certain amount at a given point in time 
MS. CONKLIN:

18

MR. ROWLEY:

19

MS. CONKLIN:

20

MR. ROWLEY:

21

MS. CONKLIN:

I see.
 but a certain amount overall.
Okay.

So it can be averaged?

Yes.
And then my fourth question is:

22

Is the present permit that you're going for, which

23

Ellen kindly read a description of, going to be  or

24

are you asking for it to be conditioned for wind alone?

25

MR. ROWLEY:

We proposed it for renewable
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1

energy only, and what we're describing is wind.

If the

2

Department of Energy takes that input and the other

3

input that they receive and decides to condition the

4

permit, that would be their decision.

5

write the permit; they do.

6
7

But we don't

We've told them what we want, to build the
power line.

The purpose of the power line, we made it
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very clear about that and have been very clear with you

9

about the fact that it's renewable energy only.

10

will be up to the Department of Energy how they want to

11

write their permit.

12
13

MS. CONKLIN:

So it

And I want to ask a question of

the Department of Energy after we finish.

14

The final thing is the greenhouse gas

15

emissions and the RPS standards.

16

capitalize on the wind with regard to those?

17

MR. ROWLEY:

Are you planning to

If we sell into the California

18

market, which is our intent  I mean, that's  we

19

have no other plan other than to sell it in the

20

California marketplace  in order to qualify for RPS,

21

the California Energy Commission has certain rules,

22

certain standards that we have to meet.

23

And I would invite you to look at their

24

website.

It's fairly exhaustive, but they'll be

25

subjected to those standards, even though it's outside
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1

of the state.

2
3

MS. CONKLIN:

Well, I want to thank you,

truly  Joe?

4

MR. ROWLEY:

5

MS. CONKLIN:

6

MR. ROWLEY:

7

MS. CONKLIN:

8

name.

9

questions.

Joe.
Joe?
Yes.
Okay.

That's my husband's

I want to thank you, Joe, for answering
It shows that you're not afraid to answer
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the questions on the record.

11

important for people to see that.

12
13

I think it's very

And if I have any other questions, may I ask
you and the rest of the team here to 

14

MR. ROWLEY:

Absolutely.

And I really don't

15

want to disrupt your hearing.

16

and, really, that was our reluctance.

17
18

MS. CONKLIN:

I've already done that,

I could see that.

And that's

why I 

19

MR. ROWLEY:

20

MS. CONKLIN:

I'd like to defer additional 
I understood.

21

MR. ROWLEY:

22

process, if that would be okay.

23

MS. CONKLIN:

 time to outside the hearing

And the one question I would

24

have, following up on your answer, Joe, talking to the

25

DOE, is:

Do you normally condition permits  thank
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1

you very much  do you normally condition  are 

2

right.

Thank you.

3

(Applause.)

4

MS. CONKLIN:

5

Are presidential permits

normally conditioned?

6

MS. RUSSELL:

Yes, they are.

7

MS. CONKLIN:

So, for example, if a wind

8

energy project is stated as a wind energy project,

9

would you see it as a normal condition that the permit

10

be restricted to wind?

11

MS. RUSSELL: Normally, it would be.
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speak to what's going to happen in the end.

13
14

MS. CONKLIN:

Fine.

Is that  is that 

I'm just trying to understand.

Is that a question on

15

the part of what the applicant wants, or is that a

16

question on the part of what the DOE decides?

17

MS. RUSSELL:

It is what the DOE decides.

18

MS. CONKLIN:

So if the applicant wanted it

19

to be conditioned, but the DOE doesn't want it to be

20

conditioned, then it would be unconditioned?

21
22

MS. RUSSELL:

in the last 20 years, an unconditioned permit.

23
24

I don't recall us issuing in 

MS. CONKLIN:

And are they normally following

the applicant's application?

25

MS. RUSSELL:

Yes.
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1
2

MS. CONKLIN:

Thank you very much.

I

really appreciate it.

3

MR. HOYT:

4

MS. RUSSELL:

5

Okay.

What about changes and amendments?
Could you identify yourself for

the record.

6

MR. HOYT:

Gary Hoyt.

7

What about changes and amendments to what the

8

DOE permits?

In other words, if SDG&E says, "We're

9

just going to use renewable power sources for this

10

permit," and two years later they come back to you and

11

they say, "Well, you know, this just isn't going to

12

make it.

13

generating plant on the U.S. side to make up for what
Page 52
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our wind power cannot produce."

15

MS. RUSSELL:

The  if we were to issue a

16

permit that required the transmission line to be

17

connected to a wind facility and a wind facility only,

18

and another company wished to build  we're not

19

talking Sempra here.

20

wanted to build a fossil fuel facility in Mexico and

21

use that same transmission line to move fossil 

22

We're talking another company

electric  fired  electricity into the United

23

States, an amendment to that presidential permit would

24

be required, yes, and a new NEPA analysis would be

25

required.
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1
2

MR. HOYT:

relatively easy for 

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11

Is that an involved process or

MS. RUSSELL:

Oh, it would be a very involved

process.
MR. HOYT:

If that power plant was built here

in the United States, would it be more complex?
MS. RUSSELL:

I can't answer that question

because we would not have a role.
MR. HOYT:

You would not have a role 

MS. RUSSELL:

Our jurisdiction is

acrosstheborder transmission.

12

MR. HOYT:

Thank you.

13

MS. RUSSELL:

Ms. Tisdale.

14

MS. TISDALE:

Donna Tisdale.

15

I had a couple questions.
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the crossborder power line presidential permit

17

application for Sempra Generation's power plant down in

18

Mexicali, and that was originally pushed through on

19

environmental assessment, not a full environmental

20

impact statement.

21

say that.

22
23
24

So it seems kind of disingenuous to

But the question I have would be:

Is this

involved in any way in the National  NEI  NIE 
the Transmission Corridor 

25

MS. CONKLIN:

National Interest Electric
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1

Transmission Corridor.

2

MS. RUSSELL:

No, it is not.

3

MS. TISDALE:

No, it is not?

4

MS. RUSSELL:

No, it is not.

5

MS. CONKLIN:

I'd like to follow up on that.

6

If it isn't specifically involved, is it true

7

that the administration is now pushing the NIETC

8

project?

9

in Arizona that are part of the Western NIETC.

10

know, they also have the eastern one with many

11

different states.

We have seven counties in California and two
You

12

My understanding is that  and I spoke at

13

the May 17th, 2006 DOE hearing on that in San Diego.

14

My understanding is  it's not a corridor; it's huge.

15

But my understanding is that that process is now

16

completed.

17

assessments?

Is it, in terms of the biological
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19
20

MS. RUSSELL:

I'm sorry.

I'm not close

enough to that to be able to answer your question.
MS. CONKLIN:

The reason you're getting

21

questions about that, especially from me, is that this

22

county, San Diego County, is one of five Southern

23

California counties and two western Arizona counties

24

that make up the NIETC corridor.

25

It's a quarter of 

so the process for the NIETC is important to us,
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6

because we live here.
MS. RUSSELL:

Yeah, I'm not close enough to

the  that process.
MS. CONKLIN:
to other people in DOE.
MS. TISDALE:

Fine.

That should be directed

Thank you.
Well, that brought me back into

7

another thing, because this is the westwide energy

8

corridor proposed, right here.

9
10

what I wanted to know.
MS. RUSSELL:

I guess that's why I 

And is this involved in that?
The project proposed by Sempra

11

for a transmission line that connects to wind generated

12

inside Mexico and a transmission line to the proposed

13

ECO Substation is not part of the National Interest

14

Transmission Corridors.

15

MS. TISDALE:

Okay.

I will clarify, because

16

in the Sunrise Powerlink document and also the Bureau

17

of Land Management, for their easement in San Diego,

18

they conform to  I think it's Section 368, as  as

19

giving it credence. And so that's why I'm asking.
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20

it hasn't even been approved yet.

21
22
23

MR. MILLS:

It's a draft.

This is on private land, the

368 
MS. TISDALE:

24

MR. MILLS:

25

MS. TISDALE:

It's on federal land.
None of this is on private land.
Right, but the existing
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Southwest Powerlink easement is part of that, and you
are connected to it.
MS. RUSSELL:

You know, I'm not close enough

to it to be able to respond.
MS. TISDALE:

I'm sorry.

I understand.

You have a

6

completely different perspective than we do.

7

to be on a defensive perspective, and I understand your

8

job is completely different.

9

We have

And when you live in a place and you know

10

what's going on and you see all these things going on

11

and separated and being dealt with one at a time and

12

then you put them all together, you understand the

13

magnitude of it all and how overwhelming it all is for

14

a little community like this.

15

Boulevard has 1600 people.

16

here, we're outnumbered by Sempra and SDG&E.

17

Jacumba has 800 people.

And you see here, right

So  and I also have to go on the record

18

that I  it was very disheartening for me when I was

19

trying to get this hearing, and they kept changing.

20

And on the end of July, you sent me an email saying

21

nothing had been confirmed.
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And then three or four days later, my

23

supervisor hands me an email saying that the federal

24

register, August the 4th, that this is the day that had

25

been set.

So coming in here, it's very  and I see
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that  I see the smirks on these faces, and it's
just  it's so disheartening, you know.
MS. RUSSELL:

Ms. Tisdale, I'm not smirking.

4

I did receive your email.

5

placed on the federal register notice and it goes  is

6

sent to the register for publication, I can't tell you

7

when the document is going to be printed.

8
9
10

MS. TISDALE:

Until the signature is

Well, I'm sorry.

quite  I can't quite believe that.
MS. RUSSELL:

I'm sorry.
I just can't

Thank you.

If we have just general

11

questions about, you know, our project that are not

12

germane to scoping 

13

MR. YOPS:

I have something germane, yes.

14

MS. RUSSELL:

15

MR. YOPS:

up here for 37 years.

17

officer at 

19

Then, please.

Gerald Yops, Yops.

16

18

Okay.

I've lived

I was the former Highway Patrol

(Court reporter interruption.)
MR. YOPS:

I have a little credibility from

20

what I've done in the past.

If I go to get a building

21

permit on my house  this all boils down to an

22

environmental impact study.

23

remodel a house, I talk to Donny, put a power pole, one
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single power pole on my property, I have to get an

25

environmental impact study.
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1

And the crux of this whole meeting is

2

environmental impact study.

3

circumvent an environmental impact study and just get

4

it bypassed through the Department of Energy and not

5

have to go through the paperwork.

6

You're trying to

As a taxpayer, I demand  I demand that they

7

have to have an environmental impact study to do this

8

project on private land here in Jacumba.

9

of me.

10

an environmental impact study to be done to make sure

11

everything is square and the birds and the bees are all

12

going to be okay tomorrow.

13

You demand it

Everyone in this room demands it of me to get

So that's my point, is this hearing is for an

14

EIS report, and I demand, as a taxpayer and a citizen,

15

that it be done for this project for Sempra Energy.

16

MS. RUSSELL:

17

It is  one more.

18

MR. BERGLUND:

19

like to lodge a formal complaint.

20

be the Department of Energy.

21

objective.

22

the blue shirt from Sempra, and these two guys

23

obviously have a relationship and were continuously

24

communicating back and forth before Joe got up to talk.

25

Thank you.

I'm Dennis Berglund.

I would

You are supposed to

You're supposed to be

And I sat next to that fellow back there in

I think it's improper.
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have a relationship with Sempra that we do not have, or
with you, and I think you should not, any longer 
cease and desist in any kind of activity in that
manner.

It's highly irregular.

5

MS. RUSSELL:

6

Yes?

7

MS. MARSHALL:

8

I'm sorry.

I have just one question.

9
10

Thank you for your comment.

MS. RUSSELL:

I'm told that I 

It's really nothing.

You have to identify yourself

for the record.

11

MS. MARSHALL:

Oh, My name is Laura Marshall.

12

And I just have one question.

13

because, see, I was contacted  well, I was in my

14

winter clothes the first time the Department of Energy

15

contacted me to reserve the hall, and we always have a

16

response time.

17

respond?

18
19

How long do we have now,

How much time do we have left to

MS. RUSSELL:

You have until we send the

document to the printer.

20

MS. TISDALE:

You have until September 3rd.

21

MS. RUSSELL:

The official closing date is

22

September 3rd.

23

MS. MARSHALL:

24

MS. RUSSELL:

25

MS. MARSHALL:

September 3rd.
However 
Well, we would have had a lot
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1

of time to respond if we  you know, the first time

2

the meeting was scheduled.

3

to respond  September 3rd is pretty close.

4

MS. RUSSELL:

5
6

MS. MARSHALL:

We would have had some time

It will probably take 
The postal service won't even

get it in time.

7

MS. RUSSELL:

8

For NEPA, we will continue to receive and

9

consider comments until pretty much the document is

10

ready to go to the printers.

11

taking less than six to nine months, if it remains an

12

environmental assessment.

13

next month or the following month, yes, it will be

14

considered.

15
16

MS. MARSHALL:

19

Let me respond.

I can't see this process

So if you have a comment

Okay.

Just what I wanted to

know, because 

17
18

Okay.

MS. RUSSELL:
3:00.

Okay.

It's a little bit after

We're going to close the record until 5:00 p.m.
(The meeting was adjourned at 3:01 p.m.)

20
21
22
23
24
25
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(5:05 P.M.)

2

WELCOME TO SCOPING MEETING

3
4

MS. RUSSELL:
5

Ellen Russell.

Good evening.

My name is

I'm with the United States Department

6

of Energy, Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy

7

Reliability, and the reason we're here in Jacumba today

8

is to begin the environmental process associated with

9

Sempra Generation's application for a presidential
10

11

permit to build a transmission line that crosses the
U.S. border with Mexico.

12

It begins at a wind farm that they are

13

proposing to build  I don't think "wind farm" is the

14

right term anymore  but it's a windgenerated
15

facility inside Mexico and a short transmission line

16

into the United States, ending at a proposed substation

17

to be built near  here near Jacumba, called the "East

18

County Substation."

19

Before any facility can be built across the
20

border, Sempra Generation must obtain from the

21

Department of Energy what is called a "presidential

22

permit," and the presidential permit authorizes a

23

company to construct, operate, maintain, connect

24

electricity transmission facilities across the
25

international boundary.
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And the Department of Energy has jurisdiction
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over electricity transmission lines, but a presidential

3

permit is required for anything that crosses the

4

border.

5

presidential permits for oil pipelines and water

6

pipelines.

7

issues presidential permits for communication lines.

8

The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission issues

9

presidential permits for natural gas lines.

10

The United States Department of State issues

The Federal Communications Commission

The purpose of this meeting is to collect

11

your comments on the environmental issues that we

12

should be considering in preparation of our

13

environmental assessment.

14

tell you that our policy is  federal policy is to

15

limit consideration of the impacts of the proposed

16

project we have on the United States or those that

17

would accrue to the United States as a result of

18

activities inside of Mexico.

19

It's also appropriate to

Before I start, I want to introduce some

20

people who are with me.

21

Brian is from my office, and he is our NEPA  National

22

Environmental Policy Act  NEPA compliance officer.

23

Brian Mills is at the table.

I also have Elliot Nethercutt, who is in the

24

back of the room, that everyone should have signed in

25

with.

And if you haven't signed in, I'd really
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appreciate you signing a card.
There are also representatives of Sempra
Generation who are here today:
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Heredia, and there are a couple of others.

5

is going to give you a brief overview of what their

6

proposal is.

7

But Alberto

We have a court reporter here today.

She's

8

not here to intimidate any speakers.

9

to let us know what you think needs to be heard, but we

10

want to make sure that we have a good record of

11

everyone's comments.

12

you're not used to speaking in front of a court

13

reporter.

14

I want you guys

So pretend she's not here if

The comment period for this proceeding closes

15

September 3rd.

That is not a hard date.

We will be

16

considering comments that are submitted after that

17

date.

18

comments and give us something to begin working with as

19

we prepare this document.

It's just kind of a soft cutoff date to get your

20

The document is going to take many, many,

21

many months to produce, so if you have a comment that

22

you would like to give me that you didn't think of when

23

you were here, my contact information is in the federal

24

register notice that's in the back of the room.

25

can send me an email, and we'll  we'll consider that

You
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comment.
If you comment right before we are ready to

3

send the document to the printers, then, you know, it's

4

not likely that we'll consider that comment in this

5

first goaround, but you're going to get a second bite
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at this apple.
So Dennis Trafecanty is going to be the first

8

speaker, but I'm going to ask Alberto to give you a

9

brief overview of the Sempra project first.

10

MR. ABREU:

Thanks.

Thank you.

11
12

STAFF PRESENTATION

13
14

MR. ABREU:

Hello.

My name is Alberto Abreu.

15

I'm the project director for Sempra Energy for this

16

particular project.

17

leaseholds in Mexico of about 314,000 acres,

18

specifically identified for development of wind

19

generation, or at least limit us to wind generation,

20

and the projects will be only wind generation.

21

Sempra Generation currently has

The leaseholds are in Northern Baja along the

22

Sierra Juarez mountain range, which is basically this

23

mountain range, the name that they have in Mexico for

24

the mountain ridge, which runs generally northwest to

25

southeast through the town of La Rumorosa in Mexico.
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La Rumorosa, the little town of La Rumorosa, is about
35 miles east of Tecate.
Sempra will construct the wind energy project

4

in phases.

The first phase would be the one closest to

5

the Mexican border and is the one that is depicted in

6

the visual simulations that are in the back.

7

one's just north of the town of La Rumorosa in an area
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called "Ejido Jacume." And we have leaseholds there of

9

approximately 14,000 acres.

10

Subsequent phases on the existing leases that

11

we have would be about 50 miles south of the area, and

12

those will be additional Phases 2, 3 or 4.

13

know yet how many turbines we can put in that area down

14

there.

15

We don't

We submitted our permit application for the

16

presidential permit in December 18 of 2007.

17

requested a permit for the construction of a generation

18

tie line from Mexico to the United States to connect

19

the wind energy projects to the Southwest Powerlink,

20

and, therefore, to the U.S. electrical grid.

21

We

The application states that we would

22

interconnect up to 1250 megawatts of wind generation to

23

the U.S. grid.

24

we're not really sure, but our permit application is

25

for 1200.

The exact size of the project itself,

And the reason we don't know exactly what
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1

the size of megawatts that we would generate is:

2

There's a lot of factors that go into it, and some of

3

them is wind data we don't have yet obtained for long

4

enough periods in certain areas.

5

We submitted an amended application on

6

March 19th, 2008, which provided additional information

7

on the 230kV interconnection option.

8

when we submitted the original application, we had two

9

options:

I should say that

A 500kilovolt interconnection line that
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would connect to the substation or a 230kilovolt

11

substation  I'm sorry  yeah, 230kilovolt

12

transmission generation tie line that would connect to

13

the substation.

14

We've since done a little bit more

15

engineering, and we have a little more definition of

16

the 230 line, and that's the information we provided to

17

DOE.

18

Today  yesterday, we submitted a second

19

amendment to change the name of the project from "Baja

20

Wind U.S. Transmission, LLC," to "Energia Sierra

21

Juarez," or "ESJ" for short, ESJ U.S. Transmission,

22

LLC.

23

The main focus of the presidential permit

24

application is the construction in the U.S. of a

25

onemile transmission line, which will connect the wind
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1

project to a substation that would be built by SDG&E,

2

and that substation would be permitted by the Public

3

Utilities Commission as per the proposal of SDG&E, and

4

that substation would then connect to the Southwest

5

Powerlink.

6

Our generation tie line consists of

7

approximately four or five lattice towers over a

8

permanent rightofway of about 130feet wide if it's a

9

230kV line or 214feet wide if it's a 500kV line.

10

Excluding any roads that may be needed, and there

11

probably will be some roads that we need to construct,
Page 66

12

130517  Public Meeting
we estimate that the permanent construction impacts on

13

the U.S. side of the transmission line is going to be

14

approximately a quarter acre, .25 to .3, something in

15

that range, of permanent impacts.

16

Hopefully, you've seen the setup we have in

17

the back.

We're willing  happy to answer any

18

questions outside the  we're willing to answer any

19

questions you might have.

20

are from three different vantage points:

21

from Jacumba and one from the Valley of the Moon.

22

they simulate what the area would look like with the

23

substation and our wind turbines located there.

And the visual simulations

24

Thank you.

25

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

From I8, one
And

You don't have any
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1

nighttime pictures to show with the lights?

2

MR. ABREU:

No.

We don't have  we haven't

3

done any, but that's something you can ask DOE to ask

4

us.

5
6

PUBLIC COMMENTS

7
8

MS. RUSSELL:

Dennis Trafecanty.

9

MR. TRAFECANTY:

10

MS. RUSSELL:

11

MR. TRAFECANTY:

Where do you want me?

Please.
I'm sorry.

I didn't get a

12

chance to hear your presentation, but what is your

13

name?
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MS. RUSSELL: Ellen Russell.

15

MR. TRAFECANTY:

16

Ellen, thanks for having

this meeting and the meeting earlier today.

17

My name is Dennis Trafecanty.

I live in

18

Santa Ysabel, which is quite a ways a little bit north

19

and probably a little bit west of here.

20

I  I just heard a little bit of information

21

from the gentleman from Sempra right now.

I  it's

22

really conflicted with some of the stuff that I've been

23

working on, because what I've been working a lot on is

24

what's called the proposed "Sunrise Powerlink."

25

I'm a little bit  as a public citizen that wants to

And
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be involved in issues like this, I'm just about out of
breath.
And I know that, Ellen, you know and we all

4

know that there's a big 150mile transmission line

5

that's being proposed to be taken across through the

6

state park, or down in the South County here, all the

7

way to San Diego, and going north to L.A. and Orange

8

County, which we're fighting.

9

And just yesterday, we got in our  what's

10

called a "REIS," recirculated environmental impact

11

statement, and scoping comments.

12

deadline for the Bureau of Land Management's intentions

13

to open up all over California what's equivalent to one

14

million  close to one million acres for wind

15

generation all over the public lands, which we all own
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those public lands. And so I'm preparing for those

17

comments.

18

I'm coming down here today to find out what's

19

going on with this presidential permit issue with

20

La Rumorosa, which is now called something else.

21

know, I'm a businessman, and I'm in business right now,

22

and we rented property for the longest time.

23

finally, we got to a point where we bought a building.

24

And then we filled that building with inventory, and we

25

got bigger and bigger, and then we contemplated maybe

You

And then,
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we need to buy another building.
Well, this whole issue that I'm going to

3

refer to as "La Rumorosa" today  because I didn't get

4

the comment on what it's been renamed today  but when

5

you're putting something on 7 or 14  I heard

6

7500 acres, and they were going to build 1250 megawatts

7

of power, which  I'm a CPA.

8

about numbers, and I don't know a lot about turbines.

9

But I've heard you can't put 1250 megawatts

I know a little bit

10

on 7500 acres.

11

for 314,000 acres.

12

something, you generally build it when you need it.

13

just bought our second building in our business because

14

we're just exploding out of the first one.

15

case, this is going to be years to come before this

16

thing gets approved, I think.

17

So now I find out there's a leasehold
But when you're going to build
We

But in this

And secondly, if you're only starting right
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there on 7,000 acres, why don't you run that power back

19

to the  the 230kV line that goes to San Diego?

20

There's already a tiein to San Diego.

21

to build a 500kV line going across through Jacumba here

22

until you really need it.

23

now, because they can't build it.

24

their studies.

25

You don't need

You don't even need it right
They're still doing

So the presidential permit thing  I'm going
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1

to talk as a businessman, because that's what I am.

2

I'm not an expert on any of this, but I'm sure we'll

3

get the right experts in here to question this.

4

you don't start building something until you really

5

need it, and you have the  I liken it to the Sterling

6

Solar Plant that's out there being touted in the

7

desert.

8

But

There's six units  seven, I think, maybe.

9

There's one in a foreign country  that have been

10

built, and they're still testing it, okay, to see 

11

but the whole Sunrise Powerlink was promoted as based

12

upon building 36,000 solar dishes that haven't been

13

proven yet.

14

$2 billion Sunrise Powerlink if you don't have the

15

technology down.

16

And so you don't go approve a 1 or

You got to get that done, too.

So I'm really concerned about this.

I wrote

17

some notes to CPUC that I'm going to comment on here.

18

I think I told you that I think you can't build

19

1250 megawatts at La Rumorosa.
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going to come back and say, "Well, we've got 314,000

21

acres.

Some are 50 miles away."

22

I'd say run it on a  I mean, this is a

23

foreign country.

You know, if we're going to rely on

24

foreign countries to generate power here in the U.S.,

25

you got to realize that there's a lot of question about
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2

that  how  whether that power's ever  always
going to be available to you.

3

So they've got a line.

I'm sure we helped

4

build it.

5

build it when they desperately needed it many years

6

ago.

7

this onemile line going into the U.S., because you

8

don't need it right now.

9

talk about it, if they built all this wind and they've

10

filled that line up with all the power that it can

11

take.

12

I know a guy in Wisconsin that helped them

Just run it on the existing power  forget about

Ten years from now, let's

I have a lot of suspicion only because I've

13

seen Sempra, SDG&E in action before.

14

they built the Southwest Powerlink.

15

built the Southwest Powerlink, they said, "We need this

16

for"  it was geothermal then.

17

are.

18

16 megawatts of power, geothermal power going on that

19

Southwest Powerlink.

20

from the Far East.

21

25, 26 years ago,
And when they

Okay.

Well, here we

25 years later, we're still waiting.

They got

The rest is fossil fuel coming

I don't want  I mean, you sort of get
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23

history doesn't show it.

24

the early 2000 debacle with Enron and other companies,

25

but I know that Sempra, SDG&E gets slapped for

And I'm not going to get into
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1
2

significant fines for falsely raising prices and rates.
I mean, the local market in Santa Ysabel shut

3

their lights down to a couple of lights because their

4

prices were  energy doubled.

5

SDG&E was proven by the CPUC that they misled us,

6

running power out of state and running it back in to

7

higher prices.

8

And I know Sempra and

Now, over here at La Rumorosa, the best I can

9

tell  and I'm a businessman, and I'm relying on

10

people like Bill Powers and Michael Shames and a lot of

11

people who are very knowledgeable in the industry of

12

power engineering, generation rates, et cetera.

13

know it's either Mexico or it's Sempra or it's SDG&E or

14

someone is running an LNG line right through

15

La Rumorosa.

16

out of the ground over there.

17

little suspicion.

18

We

I think you can see the pipes sticking up
Okay.

That gives me a

No. 2, I hear there's going to be, rather, a

19

waterline under construction over there.

Of course,

20

it's a foreign country.

21

but I think we can find this out.

22

know, that Baja Plant they got, bringing stuff from

23

Thailand, Russia, wherever it's coming from, over into

You know, I can't prove it,
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Baja, running through these  is this really wind

25

generation?

Is it really?

Think of the people we're
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1
2

dealing with.

Is it really wind generation?

I think this could be another bait and

3

switch, just like in Mexicali.

4

El Centro and Brawley and Westmorland are suffering

5

from the worst asthma than I think there is anywhere

6

else in California, maybe the U.S.

7

they're really intending to put a fossil fuel plant, it

8

seems like they've got all the tools to get it built.

9

Those poor people in

And if you  if

And so is this another smokescreen to tell us

10

all citizens here that we're going to have all this

11

wind power?

12

renewables, so the public can't fight us."

13

"They can't fight us because this is

Well, we're going to fight it, and we're

14

going to fight it the best we can.

15

that SDG&E and Sempra  Sempra in this case, because

16

it's on the other side of the border  I think that

17

they shouldn't be  we shouldn't permit them, unless

18

they've assured us that this is renewable energy that's

19

coming from Mexico, because I think they have other

20

plans that you won't see in writing yet.

21

the future, you will.

22
23
24
25

MS. RUSSELL:

And I really think

Someday in

Mr. Trafecanty, can you either

summarize 
MR. TRAFECANTY:
MS. RUSSELL:

Yeah, I'll summarize.

 or hold the rest of your
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1

comments for later, please.

2

MR. TRAFECANTY:

Thank you.

3

I told you about the transmission line.

I

4

want to talk about environmental concerns, and then

5

I'll go away.

6
7

Okay?

MS. RUSSELL:

No, we only have two hours.

I

just wanted to make sure everyone had an opportunity.

8

MR. TRAFECANTY:

Well, you don't have too

9

many cards, but, Ellen, I don't want to speak that much

10

anymore anyway.

11

I know that there's something called the

12

"Las Californias Binational Conservation Initiative."

13

I know it's been signed up by the U.S. Bureau of Land

14

Management, California State Parks and organizations in

15

Mexico.

16

of which is to protect the wildlife and promote in 

17
18
19

They're all involved in this, and the purpose

the improvement of the population of endangered
species.
I also heard about the California condor

20

introduction in Mexico and the fact that some of

21

this  new lines could cause a great impact to the 

22
23
24
25

our hopes that we could increase the population of that
endangered species.
In my opinion, the impact on the Bighorn
Sheep and the California condor, I mean, it's not 
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1

it's unmitigable.

2

create a corridor between the U.S. and Mexico.

3

agrees, U.S. agrees to protect these species to promote

4

the growth of this, and I don't think that you can do a
5

You can't  I mean, we're trying to
Mexico

presidential approval of something like this with the

6

critical concerns on the environment, and especially

7

with the wildlife.

8

formal EIR, EIS in order to  in order to evaluate it

9

thoroughly.
10

And I think it requires a  a

And finally, what about the fires?

It's all

11

over the place, and it's going to happen here.

12

those transmission lines, they caused us to lose many

13

of our properties in Santa Ysabel and Ramona, and it's

14

been proven to be caused by transmission lines.
15

And

Not

quite as big as the ones they're trying to put in, but

16

you know every large transmission line requires feeder

17

lines, and those are the ones that cause more of the

18

fires.

19

transmission lines.
20

And some of them are caused by the big

So, in summary, I think you can't just

21

permit  give a presidential approval of a line, even

22

if it's only one mile, because there's so many massive

23

things behind all of this that we don't know about that

24

we need to investigate.
25

MS. RUSSELL:

Thank you very much.
Thank you.

80
Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
�

Page 75

130517  Public Meeting
1

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

Excuse me.

2

going to do questions and answers here?

3

doing presentation from the public?

4

MS. RUSSELL:

You're not

You're only

If we have time, I understand

5

that Sempra would be willing to entertain questions

6

about their project.

7

environmental process, certainly, as well.

8

Ms. Tisdale.

9

MS. TISDALE:

10

I thought I was one of the last

ones to sign up 

11
12

If you have questions about the

MS. RUSSELL:

Okay.

It was on the top of 

you can duke it out with Mr. Powers.

13

MS. TISDALE:

How's that?

Donna Tisdale, Boulevard

14

Planning Group and also a citizen activist, and I'm

15

also  I didn't write it down, but I'm president of a

16

group called "Backcountry Against Dumps."

17

I spoke earlier.

I'm not going to repeat all

18

that, but I did want to officially, on the record, ask

19

for a copy of the transcripts of these  this scoping

20

hearing.

21

I would very much appreciate that.
And I was going to show the maps for the gas

22

pipelines, but I've left them sitting over there.

23

I do have photos of the waterline going in.

24

have copies, but I would be glad to show them to

25

anybody that's interested.

And

I don't
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1
2

And I also wanted to mention the visual
resources.

I didn't mention them before, but they
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made  the turbines are so huge, over 400 feet, that I

4

believe they would be visible from much of Boulevard,

5

around the Tecate side.

6

areas, we have geographically extensive use.

7

And the higher elevation

You get all the way down into Baja and all

8

the way up over to the Cambridge area and off down into

9

Borrego.

10

So these are also going to be daylight 

daytime strobe lights, blinking night lights.

And

11

then, also, the substation is going to have lighting as

12

well.

13

So the other thing I didn't bring up was

14

turbine fires.

15

They malfunction, and all you got to do is Google

16

"turbine fires," and you'll be kind of surprised as to

17

what you'll see.

18

They are an ignition source themselves.

So if anybody has any questions, they can

19

talk to me afterwards, and I'll tell you what I know.

20

Thank you.

21

MS. RUSSELL:

22

Mr. Powers.

23

MR. POWERS:

Thank you.

Bill Powers for the Power Plant

24

Working Group and Powers Engineering, San Diego.

25

this is a background of our group:

And

I was involved in
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1

the  the Mexicali export plant transmission line

2

permitting, and in that particular case, we got

3

involved in that in 2002.

4

applicant, Sempra, already had a contract with the
Page 77
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state to provide power.

6

There was no question that the plants were

7

going to be built there, would be providing  at least

8

the Sempra Plant would be providing power in that

9

contract.

10

1200 megawatts of wind power.

11

In this case, we have a  a bold number,
We have no contracts.

The SCE contract, they withdrew that a few

12

weeks ago at the PUC.

And I think what Dennis brought

13

up is a  the overarching concern here is Sunrise

14

Powerlink, that in Sempra's application, what they've

15

said is:

16

the SWPL."

17

this wind, we're going to have to bump that other power

18

into another line, and that line will be the Sunrise

19

Powerlink.

"We have 50 megawatts of slack capacity on
If we put this transmission line in to get

20

Given that the applicant has linked them so

21

closely, that this one mile of 500kV line in the U.S.

22

will trigger the need to build that other transmission

23

line, it does seem, to me, that the DOE is going to

24

have to look at that indirect impact.

25

begets the other, based on what the applicant's telling

If  if one
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1
2

you, that would be necessary.
And the CFE has estimated that there's

3

approximately 800 megawatts of slack capacity on their

4

two 230kV lines, which sit under and around the

5

proposed wind development.

6

California Energy Markets article that I read about
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this, the  the CFE pointed out the obvious:

8

Sempra locates the wind turbines here and there is no

9

transmission link into SWPL, they will wheel the power

10

on CFE lines.

11

If

Correct.

However, this is not peaking power that you

12

need at  under a reliabilitymustrun contract or

13

some other procedure that says, "We have to have this

14

power 24/7 available."

15

it goes.

16

It's wind power.

It comes and

And so the  we had this debate with Sempra

17

and SDG&E before, about you've got two 230kV lines in

18

Mexico that parallel SWPL.

19

miles.

20

transfer east to west.

21

"For liability purposes, we cannot enter into an

22

agreement with  of that type with the CFE."

23

I mean, it's within a few

Those could potentially be upgraded to allow
And the response has been:

Well, there may be some merit to that, but

24

this is also a company that's building an LNG terminal

25

in Baja, owns a natural gas pipeline network in Baja,
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1

has built a power plant in Baja, radio transmission

2

line into the U.S.

3

with the Mexican government if they choose to.

4

just haven't chosen to do it in that case that I was

5

using as an example.

6

Sempra has the capability to work
They

But 800 megawatts slack capacity into two

7

230kV lines and estimated in the Sunrise Powerlink

8

proceeding that I am a party in, 300 to 400 megawatts
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of slack capacity on SWPL.

10

That's a big difference.

11

megawatts.

12

This application says 50.
I mean, that's up to 350

That's without considering the fact that the

13

DWR contract expires in 2011.

14

that export plant built in Mexicali was you're sitting

15

on a gold mine.

16

that's been signed and delivered, and you need to get

17

those plants online.

18

now.

19

Much of the rush to get

You've got a $7 billion power contract

We're not in that situation right

But, again, that plant  or that contract

20

expires in 2011.

21

to have the ability to simply dictate that power from

22

Mexicali or power from SD to Arizona that is tied into

23

SWPL, flows into SWPL.

24

basically dictate which plants provide power.

25

That means that Sempra is not going

They have the power now to

And so the DOE doesn't know and I don't know
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1

how much slack capacity is going to be on the SWPL when

2

that contract ends, because renewable power is first in

3

line.

4

It has, essentially, no variable cost.
And so in the normal  in the normal flow of

5

events, what the wind turbines  and Sempra is

6

proposing in Mexicali  would do is bounce the export

7

plants offline, if you've got 1200 megawatts flowing,

8

you've got other power flowing, or potentially bounce

9

the Mexican plant off the line.

10

know that.

I don't know that.
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evaluated in the document, in my opinion.

12

And I think another thing that's important

13

here is that the sort of Damocles that's been hanging

14

over our heads for sometime has been the NIETC process.

15

The DOE is going to punch it through  I'm talking

16

about the Sunrise Powerlink right now  the DOE is

17

going to punch it through regardless of what we do here

18

in California.

19

It doesn't matter if the PUC spends five

20

years and puts a 50,000page EIS out, even if it says

21

as it does now, that the environmentally superior

22

options are local power.

23

combination of fossil and renewable, and in one case,

24

100 percent renewable.

25

step in.

Boom.

The first two are local, a

It doesn't matter.

We're going to get SWPL.

The DOE can
We're going
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1

to get this.

2

And I think that my experience with you and

3

your group in the whole lawsuit case was  is you're

4

trying to do a good job.

5

particular case, given how controversial the Sunrise

6

Powerlink is and how everything revolves around that,

7

that it would behoove the DOE to do an EIS, put a

8

little distance between the federal government and

9

Sempra Energy.

10

business to put a stamp of greater validity on this

11

effort.

12

And I think that in this

I just think that would be good

That's what I've got.
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MS. RUSSELL:

14

Do you want to take a guess?

15

MR. QUINTANAR:

16

MS. RUSSELL:

17
18
19
20

Thank you.

Is that Aaron Quintanar?
Yes, it is.

And would you

please spell it for the reporter?
MR. QUINTANAR:

Aaron Quintanar, Aaron,

Quintanar.
Good afternoon.

I'm with the Border Power

21

Plant Working Group.

Prior to my work with the Border

22

Power Plant, I did extensive work in Baja California on

23

conservation issues, in particular, protecting

24

endangered species and habitats in Baja California,

25

San Ignacio Lagoon, Sea of Cortez.
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1

And I'm here to urge the Department of Energy

2

to use the highest standards of scrutiny in

3

environmental impacts  EIS, in this case  to review

4

the possible negative impacts to critically endangered

5

species in Baja California, including Bighorn Sheep

6

corridors and California condor reintroduction efforts

7

that have been conducted binationally, both by the

8

San Diego  San Diego Zoo and Mexican counterparts in

9

Sierra Juarez.

10

Another reason for urging highstandard

11

scrutiny here is that the La Rumorosa project and

12

associated road buildings is going to be required, will

13

cause harmful and immediate secondary impacts.

14

been very clear in the case of Baja California.
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Because once roads are opened, you get unregulated

16

urban sprawl, which is one of the biggest forms of

17

secondary impacts that are associated with key

18

development projects of Baja California.

19

Finally, initial review of the permitting in

20

Baja California and Mexico indicate that the Mexican

21

permits for this project may be in question due to

22

these  in particular, the Bighorn Sheep and the

23

California condor.

24
25

And finally, I would also like to call into
the record the issue of the ejidos that are going to be
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1
2
3

affected by this project.
MS. RUSSELL:

MR. QUINTANAR:

4

cooperatives.

5

California 

6
7
8

I 
The ejidos are land

The majority of land is held in Baja

MS. RUSSELL:

Can you spell that for the

reporter, please?
MR. QUINTANAR:

Land cooperatives or ejidos

9

are  "ejido" is spelled ejido, and the plural is

10

with an s.

11

An initial review of the contracts and its

12

permits call into serious question all of these issues,

13

and that's why I urge DOE to have the highest level of

14

scrutiny in assessing this project.

15

Thank you.

16

MS. RUSSELL: Thank you.
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speakers that have signed cards.

18

who would like to make a comment?

19

MR. KREKELBERG:

20

MS. RUSSELL:

21

Is there anyone else

From here?

No, please, so the reporter can

hear you.

22

MR. KREKELBERG:

Thank you.

My name is Kevin

23

Krekelberg.

I'll spell the last name.

It's

24

Krekel, b as in "boy," erg.

25

CUSP, which is Citizens United for Sensible Power.

I'm a member of
We
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1
2

are currently trying to discourage the Sunrise
Powerlink in every effort.

3

And I don't want to point fingers at Sempra

4

or SDG&E or anything like that, but I do want to say

5

that I don't think you're getting all the information.

6

I don't think it's being entirely  they're completely

7

forthcoming in what they're asking you to do.

8

vague about whether it's going to be a 230 line or 500K

9

line.

10

lot  they're vague about a lot of things.

11

They're vague about the distance.

They're

There are a

I would just like to ask that you do a

12

complete environmental impact study before we allow

13

this proposed onemile transmission line.

14

That's all I have.

15

MS. RUSSELL:

16

I'd like to  in the absence of any other

Thank you.

17

comments, I would like to close the record for about a

18

half an hour.

You guys can look at the simulations,
Page 84

130517  Public Meeting
19

talk with Sempra.

And then if you've come up with any

20

other questions or comments that you would like to

21

provide, we'll go back on the record before we close it

22

for the night.

Thank you.

23

(Recess.)

24

MS. RUSSELL:

25

Okay.

I have two more

speakers, Bill Parsons and Jeffrey McKernan.

Do you
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1
2
3
4
5
6

guys want to flip for it or  Bill.
MR. PARSONS:

Well.

First, in the 

MS. RUSSELL:

For the record, please.

MR. PARSONS:

Oh, Bill Parsons,

Parsons.
About environmental issues, the visual

7

component, I just want to say that the simulations back

8

there do not represent reality.

9

(Applaud.)

10

MR. PARSONS:

11

They are what they are.

You're welcome.
But I'm a retired

12

professional photographer, and I know how to make wind

13

mills look really small, and I know how to make wind

14

mills look dominant, and a lot of that has to do with

15

what you do photographically.

16

wideangle lens, make the landscape big, the wind mills

17

look small.

18

representations of reality.

19
20

You use a normal or

So don't take those pictures as

The other thing is they're still photos.
I love still photography, but the fact is that wind
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mills move, and our eyes are attracted to things that

22

move.

23

television.

24

and we're hypnotized by it, and this happens on the

25

landscape also.

That's why we can't look away from the
They've always got a moving picture going,
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1

If you go out there to look at a beautiful

2

mountain and there's a wind mill, your eyes are going

3

to see that circle over and over and over.

4

stop.

5

casts extremely long shadows early in the morning and

6

late in the afternoon, which are the best times to

7

enjoy landscape.

8

things.

It won't

9

And not only does the wind mill turn, but it

And those shadows are like strobe

I don't know if any of you have noticed, but

10

if you drive by on Interstate 8 at certain times of the

11

year, there is the shadow of the wind mills on the

12

freeway, and it's like walking  or driving through an

13

environment that is full of bars, and your face or your

14

eyes are  get a constant shadow flash and then light

15

flash.

16

It's a really amazing thing.
It's not going to hurt you, but it's going to

17

ruin your viewing experience.

18

to be enjoying the landscape when you're standing or

19

walking or hiking through the shadows of the wind mill

20

blades.

21
22

It's  you're not going

The second thing I'd like to mention,
Mr. Abreu, didn't you say  how much land did you say?
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Like, two acres for this link out here?

24
25

MR. ABREU:

It's one  for the transmission

line?
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1
2

MR. PARSONS:
MR. ABREU:

Yes.
It's one mile on the U.S. side

3

and two miles on the Mexican side at the first point of

4

connection.

5
6
7

MR. PARSONS:

Okay.

But I thought you also

said something about it had a footprint of only 
MR. ABREU:

Oh, the disturbed area is about a

8

quarter  the permanently disturbed area is about a

9

quarter acre, .3 acres or thereabouts.

10

MR. PARSONS:

Okay.

That is a fact, and yet

11

it's misleading, because you think, "Oh, oh, it's a

12

quarter acre.

13

mile away, that's what you're going to see.

14

That's not much land."

But if you're a

So, really, the disturbed area is all of the

15

area that affects electromagnetically or visually or

16

because of the dust on the road.

17

about how much area is being affected, it would

18

probably be hundreds of acres.

19

to be taken into consideration.

20
21

If we really talked

And I think that needs

This is about scoping, so it's my concern 
I tried to express it earlier today and did a really

22

bad job  that the scope of this operation will not be

23

large enough.

24

border illegally with a backpack full of cocaine and
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you decide to do a study on that, well, what is the
93

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
�

1
2

scope of your study?

Are you going to study the

footprints that are left on the ground?

3

This is a cultural phenomenon.

4

what will happen once the drugs are distributed in

5

San Diego and elsewhere, maybe New York, it's a

6

cultural effect that goes throughout our community,

7

throughout the county, throughout the state.

8

kind of project, this industrial project, is the same

9

thing.

10

going to be left behind, because the effects of it are

11

pervasive and reach into every part of the society and

12

the culture.

13

The effect of

And this

You can't just look at the footprint that's

And I want to talk about just one of those

14

cultural aspects, and that is that here in

15

San Diego County, we have a plan, a general plan for

16

the county, and it limits industrialization.

17

residential growth.

18

natural resources.

19

proposals that have come from Sempra ignore our county

20

limitations and ignore the cultural part of

21

development.

22

It limits

It limits the exploitation of
And much of the planning and the

Boulevard is right close to here, and I'm not

23

going to speak for Jacumba because I know people in

24

Jacumba have their own bias.

25

Boulevard who will be affected by this transmission
94
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1

line, other transmission lines by wind mill

2

development, all of these things, are there primarily

3

because they enjoy the rural character, the wild west

4

atmosphere of the country.

5

And to preserve that is one of the goals of

6

the Boulevard Planning Group and one of the goals of

7

the county plan, the general plan for San Diego County.

8

It recognizes rural character and the right to preserve

9

it.

10

that component of our lives is basically unwanted.

11

And any industrial development that disregards

And the needs of local people and the plans

12

of the county shouldn't be ignored.

13

counted as strongly as any other factor and, of course,

14

in my opinion, stronger than any other.

15

certainly be counted as part of whatever assessment you

16

make.

17

They should be

They should

And I want to second things that Donna

18

Tisdale has said and Dennis and Aaron and Bill Powers.

19

And all of them have suggested a full study with a very

20

wide scope, and I hope you do it.

21

MS. RUSSELL:

22

Mr. McKernan.

23

MR. MCKERNAN:

24
25

Thank you.

Thank you.

Jeffrey McKernan,

McKernan.
I just wanted to say, looking at the
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1

simulations, that they don't depict at all what the

2

wind mills  what the wind turbines will look like.

3

live four miles south of the Campo Wind Farm, and

4

they're prominent on the hillsides.
5

disappear like those.

They don't

Those are over 100  about

6

100 feet taller than the Campo Wind Farm, so they're

7

going to be even more visible with the lights and the

8

height at all different times of the day.

9

I

The other thing I wanted to say, the lease
10

deals with ejidos  well, who are they?

There's so

11

much Cartel on this side of the border, do they have to

12

honor their lease?

13

lease, and we get stuck  we're going to be stuck

14

paying for this project still, because someone is going
15

What if they pull out of their

to have to eat the cost.

And it's going to be us

16

eating that cost, just like properties were seized in

17

Rosarito and Ensenada.

18

American citizens who have lived there for years.

19

They were taken back from

There's nothing stopping the other side of
20

the border from taking ahold of the project and

21

stopping our electrical transmission or our power from

22

coming over here.

23

They can take it back and not honor their leases.

24

recourse do we have?
25

I mean, they can seize the property.

It's a foreign government.

What
I

mean, look at all that red tape and cost that we would
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have to pay for your lawyers to try to get the lease

2

back also if that ever happened.

3

And the other thing I wanted to say is that I

4

believe environmental  a full environmental impact

5

statement should be done in this project.

That's all.

6

MS. RUSSELL:

Thank you.

7

Karen McIntyre.

8

MS. MCINTYRE:

9

Mr. Parsons  by the way, I'm Karen

McIntyre.

10

McIntyre.

11

over 35 years, so I think we've been longtime

12

residents.

13

Campo is that  for part of a short story here, we

14

grew up in the suburbs of Santee.

15

neighbors.

16

moved a little bit further out, up by the Boot Hill

17

area.

18

My family has lived up on this mountain for

And the reason why we had bought out in

We had our

My dad wanted to get out of Santee.

So we

They found the one piece of property that had

19

beautiful Eucalyptus trees on it.

20

for their perfect house, and then all that shopping

21

center and all those houses started moving in across

22

from Santana High School.

23

Campo.

24
25

They had the plants

Well, goodbye Santee; hello

So we've been up here  my parents purposely
found a piece of property in the middle of nowhere,
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three miles up a dirt road so that no one would build

2

on top of us, and my father found the perfect hill.
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looks over Echo Valley, Campo Meadows.

4

perfect view shed clear to the Mexican border.

5

has been spoiled by Campo Hills.

6

We had the most
That

I can feel the pain that these people are

7

going to have for having to look at wind mills.

8

Because when you move up here and you move your house

9

onto a piece of property, you go all over that

10

property, and you find your perfect little spot, your

11

little piece of heaven to where you have the perfect

12

view, and you plot how you're going to put your house

13

up there and everything.

14

And then, you know, for something like this

15

to be, you know, put in and destroy it, it's  it's

16

not fair.

17

can't build up on ridge lines anymore:

18

destroy the view shed.

19

I mean, this is why they make it so people
So you do not

Second thing I want to bring up is that

20

Americans are not allowed to own businesses in Mexico.

21

I have had friends that I went to high school with.

22

Their parents died.

23

Mexican and American.

24

choose.

25

Mexicans  the government took over their businesses,

They have a dual citizenship:
The Mexican government made them

And since they did not choose Mexican, the
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2

everything.
There's nothing that will protect Sempra from

3

having this loss to the Mexican government.

4

their own country.

They're

They can do whatever they want to
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They don't have to abide by any real contracts.

5

do.

6

Nothing.

7

And so, to me, that is a loss of millions and

8

billions of dollars for a pipe dream that you can

9

possibly only hold onto for hopefully a year before the

10

government wants it all for themselves.

11

need electricity, too.

12

build this, and we're just the suckers to build it for

13

them so they can take it over.

14
15

MS. RUSSELL:

They don't have the money to

Thank you.

Is there anyone else that would

like to speak?

16

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:

17

MS. MCKERNAN:

18

You know, they

I would.

Drill now.
Do I need to come up

there?

19

MS. RUSSELL:

Sorry.

20

MS. MCKERNAN:

21

Laura McKernan, McKernan, Laura,

I know.

22

Laura.

I live in Boulevard, and I was told the

23

wind  I'm so for that green energy and everything and

24

get rid of bottled water and recycle water and do

25

everything.
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1

And they told me when the wind mills came in

2

at Campo, that I wouldn't even see them, and that's all

3

I see out my kitchen window, is blinking lights all

4

night, watching TV.

5

and find out they don't even use all their energy they

6

get.

And all during the day, I see them
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And it's such a loss of my view that my

7
8

house  you have to look out another window to have a

9

view, and I live on top of a mountain with the most

10

gorgeous view, and that's all I see, is the wind mills

11

now.

12

think of going green anymore.

13

entire view ruined, and I think it's such a drag.

14

And I don't think of renewable energy.

I don't

I just think of my

And I think  to tell me, by looking at

15

those pictures, that you won't see them, I see them

16

24 hours a day, seven days a week, and that's all I

17

see.

18

like you lived in Santee, where all the hills are

19

telephone poles and power lines and apartments and

20

traffic and all that  I moved down here to have a

21

view, something that so many Americans just dream of

22

and drive their kids out to see, a view.

23

mountain."

24
25

And I didn't move to the country from Santee,

"Look at this

They've never seen a mountain like that.

They've never seen a view like McCain Valley,
O'Neil Valley.

You see these places, and my grandbaby,
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1

who's nine months old, won't see these things.

He's

2

going to just think of the outdoors as wind mills and

3

power lines, and that's what the outdoors is.

4

that's not what it is.

5

And

We live out in the country.

The view should be beautiful and not be made

6

to feel guilty because we don't want green energy

7

because it ruins our view.

8

are for all that, but not to lose the one thing that we
Page 94
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do have up here on this hill that we gave all those 
you know, shopping and necessities and everything close
for us, to have the beauty of nature.

12

And to have that taken away from us when

13

that's all you have, it's such a shame, and then to

14

make you feel bad because people think you don't want

15

green energy then.

16

when I look that way is a border fence, not wind mills.

17

I want a border, and then talk wind mills.

And the first thing I want to see

18

Thank you.

19

MS. RUSSELL:

If that's our last comment, I'm

20

just going to thank everyone for coming out,

21

participating in this.

22

work to do.

23

Ms. Tisdale.

24

MS. TISDALE:

25

I appreciate it.

We have some

I saw a car pull in, and you

said it was open till 7:00.

I thought I saw a car pull
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1

in.

2

MS. RUSSELL:

3

Elliot, could you check, please.

4
5

MS. TISDALE:

Okay.

People have a long way to drive

to town from work.

6

MS. RUSSELL:

Okay.

7

MS. TISDALE:

Maybe they just turned around.

8

MS. RUSSELL:

We're going to close the

9
10

record.

Thank you very much for coming.
(The meeting was concluded at 6:29 p.m.)
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1
2

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

3
4

I, Regina L. Garrison, a Certified Shorthand

5

Reporter for the State of California, CSR No. 12921, do

6

hereby certify:

7

me at the time and place herein named; that the said

8

proceedings were reported by me in shorthand and

9

transcribed through computeraided transcription, under

10

my direction; and that the foregoing is a true record

11

of the testimony elicited at said proceedings to the

12

best of my ability.

That the proceedings were taken before
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13
14

I do further certify that I am a disinterested

15

person and am in no way interested in the outcome of

16

this action or connected with or related to any of the

17

parties in this action or to their respective counsel.

18
19
20

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand
this ______ day of ______________________, 2008.

21
22
23

________________________________

24

REGINA L. GARRISON, CSR NO. 12921

25
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