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Sunrise Powerlink Project 
3. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ON THE DRAFT EIR/EIS 

 
Responses to Comment Set D0171 
C. D. Stout, Ph.D. 
D0171-1 The commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project is acknowledged. Please see General 

Response GR-12 regarding the purpose and need for the Proposed Project. The New In-
Area All-Source Generation Alternative includes components on in-basin gas fired 
generation and in county electrical sources, as suggested by the commenter. 

The commenter suggests the Proposed Project is contrary to the California Solar Initiative 
(CSI) program and therefore potentially illegal. The transmission line project would not 
prevent implementation of the CSI; there is no conflict between these two energy 
concepts. The Sunrise Powerlink Project is not intended to replace the CSI. 

D0171-2 The commenter’s support for San Diego District 2 Supervisor, Dianne Jacob, and her com-
ments concerning the Proposed Project at the CPUC hearing in Ramona is acknowledged. 

D0171-3 The commenter’s concern that the Proposed Project would be detrimental to the U.S. 
economy because it would not allow for energy independence and would therefore be 
detrimental to national security is acknowledged. Please see General Response GR-7 
concerning the Sunrise Powerlink Project connection to Mexican generation. 
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Sunrise Powerlink Project 
3. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ON THE DRAFT EIR/EIS 

 
Responses to Comment Set D0172 
Violet Devoe 
D0172-1 The commenter’s opposition to transmission lines through the valley and the ABDSP is 

acknowledged. The commenter suggests additional power is not necessary in San Diego 
and that the power that would be transmitted would not be clean power. Please see General 
Response GR-12 concerning the purpose and need for the project and General Response GR-7 
concerning the Sunrise Powerlink Project connection to Mexican generation. 

D0172-2 The commenter’s support for a transmission line along the border parallel to the existing 
power line is acknowledged. The I-8 Alternative runs along a southern border and 
parallels the existing SWPL for the first 36 miles. The I-8 Alternative heads north away 
from the SWPL when the fire risk becomes moderate. The commenter’s suggests that the 
second line should be underground to avoid increased fire hazard of a second southern 
route. Please also see Appendix 1 Screening report Alt. 230/500 UG. Please see General 
Response GR-9 concerning fire issues and the comparison of alternatives. 
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Responses to Comment Set D0173 
Lila K. O'Connell & Patti C. Reed 
D0173-1 The commenters’ opposition to the northern route alternative and concern that the route 

adjacent to their families’ property would increase corona noise and impact to cattle 
ranching is acknowledged. Impact N-3 in Section D.8.5 in Volume 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS 
analyzes permanent noise level increase due to corona noise from operation of the 
transmission lines and noise from other project components and concludes this would be 
significant and unmitigable. Impact AG-3 in Section D.6.5 in Volume 2 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS analyzes the interference of the Proposed Project with Active Agricultural Oper-
ations and concludes this impact would be significant and unmitigable. 

D0173-2 Please see General Response GR-11 regarding property values. As stated in Mitigation 
Measure L-2b in Section D.4 in Volume 2 of the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E will revise 
project elements to minimize land conflicts including identifying potential reroutes of the 
alignment that would be mutually acceptable to SDG&E and the landowner. Mitigation 
Measure L-2b further states that property owners whose land may be divided into 
potentially uneconomic parcels shall be afforded this same opportunity even if develop-
ment plans have not been established. 

D0173-3 The commenter suggests the transmission line is not needed and would be detrimental to 
the environment and to the people involved. Please see General Response GR-12 
concerning the purpose and need for the Proposed Project. 
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Responses to Comment Set D0174 
Shirley Beyer 
D0174-1 The commenter’s opposition to the Sunrise Powerlink Project and concern about fire risk 

and the impact of overhead transmission lines on firefighting is acknowledged. The 
commenter suggests the cost of undergrounding transmission lines is minimal compared 
to the damage caused by wildfires. Please see General Response GR-9 concerning fire 
issues. 

D0174-2 The commenter’s concern about air pollution cause by the Proposed Project is acknowl-
edged. Section D.11 in Volume 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS addresses the impacts to air 
quality by the Proposed Project. 

D0174-3 The commenter’s concern about impacts to human and animal health from power fields is 
acknowledged. Please see General Response GR-10 concerning EMF related health 
effects. The commenter’s concern about impacts to habitat and terrain due to construction 
of the access roads and towers is acknowledged. D.2.11 in Volume 1 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS addresses direct or indirect loss of listed or sensitive wildlife or direct loss of 
habitat for listed or sensitive wildlife and concludes this impact would be significant and 
unmitigable for sensitive species. 

The commenter’s views and concerns about impacts of the Proposed Project on visual 
resources and the loss of the beauty and peacefully of the backcountry are acknowledged. 
Please see Section D.3 in Volume 2 of the Draft EIR/EIS for specific impacts to visual 
resources. 

The commenter’s concern about erosion impacts is acknowledged. Impact G-1 in Section 
D.13 in Volume 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS analyzes if the Proposed Project   would trigger 
or accelerate erosion due to construction activities and concludes it would be less than 
significant. As stated in WQ-APM-4 a required Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP) will be prepared and implemented during the life of the project that would 
require erosion control. 

D0174-4 The commenter’s views and concerns about the financial impact of the Proposed Project 
due to the loss of tourist revenue, the loss of property value, loss of agriculture, and loss 
of protected lands is acknowledged. Please see General Response GR-11 regarding loss 
of property value. As stated in Mitigation Measure L-2b in Section D.4 in Volume 2 of 
the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E will revise project elements to minimize land conflicts 
including identifying potential reroutes of the alignment that would be mutually 
acceptable to SDG&E and the landowner. Mitigation Measure L-2b further states that 
property owners whose land may be divided into potentially uneconomic parcels shall be 
afforded this same opportunity even if development plans have not been established. Loss 
of tourist and agriculture revenues are addressed in Section D.14 in Volume 3 of the 
Draft EIR/EIS. The commenter suggests there would be no recoverable costs to 
customers/ratepayers. Please see General Response GR-12 regarding the cost-benefit of 
the Proposed Project. 

D0174-5 The commenter’s support for the findings of the Draft EIR/EIS and opposition to the 
Proposed Project is acknowledged. 

 
Final EIR/EIS 3-2602 October 2008 


