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Responses to Comment Set E0001 
San Diego Gas and Electric Company 
E0001-1 SDG&E’s three general concerns are addressed below and in detail in General Responses 

GR-1 to GR-4 and GR-8, respectively.  

E0001-2 SDG&E states that the Draft EIR/EIS does not consider how the project and alternatives 
meet or advance state energy and environmental policies in general, and provides the New 
In-Area All-Source Generation Alternative as an example of an alternative which SDG&E 
believes does not meet project objectives and RPS goals and conflicts with AB 32 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emission reduction targets. Please refer to General Responses 
GR-1, for a discussion of project objectives and the New In-Area All-Source Generation 
Alternative, and GR-8, for a discussion of GHG impacts. 

The New In-Area All-Source Alternative is analyzed in detail in Section E.6 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS. As explained in detail in General Response GR-1, the New In-Area All-Source 
Alternative is a potentially feasible alternative that would meet most project objectives 
and would reduce or avoid significant impacts of the Proposed Project, as required by 
CEQA. While SDG&E’s comment letter identifies a concern about meeting AB 32 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emission reduction mandates, satisfying AB 32 mandates is not a 
project objective. (See Draft EIR/EIS Sections A.2.1 & A.2.2; SDG&E’s PEA [Section 
3.1]; and Draft EIR/EIS, Appendix 1, Section 3.2.1.1 [Consistency with Project 
Objectives].) Regardless, the New In-Area All-Source Generation Alternative would not 
prevent SDG&E from meeting the AB 32 GHG emissions reductions and would not conflict 
with policies regarding GHG emissions. Under the most probable, but yet undefined, 
future regulations implementing AB 32, the electricity sector including power plants could 
fall within a cap-and-trade program to reduce GHG emissions and emissions would be 
regulated at the point of delivery into SDG&E’s grid (as found by CPUC in Rulemaking R. 
06-04-009). Because existing and new power plants alike would be subject to these 
requirements, the emissions caused by the New In-Area All-Source Generation Alternative 
would be regulated. 

Determining the effectiveness of the Proposed Project versus the New In-Area All-Source 
Generation Alternative in achieving RPS goals or GHG reduction targets is not within the 
scope of the EIR/EIS. The proportion of renewable energy provided in the New In-Area 
All-Source Generation Alternative does not need to match the RPS goals, since SDG&E 
is expected to comply with RPS goals and pursue its existing RPS procurement strategies 
with or without the Proposed Project or alternatives. 

E0001-3 SDG&E states that the New In-Area All-Source Generation Alternative’s feasibility is 
questionable. Please refer to General Response GR-1 for a discussion of the New In-Area 
All-Source Generation Alternative’s potential feasibility and the specific baseload gene-
ration components of this alternative.  

E0001-4 See General Response GR-2 for a discussion of the New In-Area Renewables Generation 
Alternative’s ability to meet project objectives. General Response GR-2 also includes a 
discussion regarding the potential feasibility of the wind, biogas/biomass, solar thermal and 
solar PV generation components of the New In-Area Renewable Generation Alternative. 

E0001-5 SDG&E has commented that the LEAPS Transmission-Only Alternative would not meet 
project objectives and that it is a hypothetical project. Please refer to General Response 
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GR-4 for a discussion of the potential feasibility of both the LEAPS Transmission-Only 
Alternative and the LEAPS Generation and Transmission Alternative and their ability to 
meet project objectives. 

E0001-6 With regard to the comment that the Environmentally Superior Southern Route Alter-
native would need to meet stricter performance reliability criteria than the Proposed Project, 
please refer to General Response GR-3. As explained there, service reliability would be 
improved under both the Proposed Project and SWPL Alternatives. 

E0001-7 Please refer to Responses E0001-2 through E0001-5 and General Responses GR-1, GR-2, 
GR-3, and GR-4 for discussions of the alternatives related to project objectives, feasibility, 
renewables, and State energy policies. SDG&E’s position in support of the Proposed Project 
is acknowledged. 
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