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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 A.06-08-010

(U-902-E) for a Certificate of Public (filed August 4, 2006)
Convenience and Necessity for the A.05-12-014

Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project (filed December 14, 2005)

PREHEARING CONFERENCE STATEMENT OF
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

Pursuant to the August 25, 2006 Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling
Setting Date for Prehearing Conference Statements and Extended Time for Filing
Protests and applicable rules of the California Public Utilities Commission, the
California Department of Parks and Recreation (“State Parks™) submits this
prehearing conference statement on the application of San Diego Gas & Electric
Company (“SDG&E”) for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for
its proposed Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project (“application”). In
particular, State Parks offers these comments on substantial deficiencies in the
Proponent’s Environmental Assessment filed with the application that must be
addressed during consideration of the application. State Parks requests any ruling

on the scope of the proceedings in this matter reflect these concerns.

L. STATE PARKS’ INTEREST IN THE PROCEEDINGS

State Parks has completed its initial review of SDG&E’s Proponent’s

Environmental Assessment (“PEA”) for the Sunrise Powerlink. State Parks is



being asked by SDG&E to bear a substantial burden for the project by agreeing to
allow a proposed 500 kV electrical transmission line to bisect the heart of
Anza-Borrego Desert State Park (“ABDSP” or “Park™), the largest of California’s
state parks. While the proposed Preferred Alternative route would approximate an
existing 92/69 kV transmission line right-of-way, along an approximate 23-mile
length of the Park, the scale of the proposed project dwarfs the existing
transmission line in size and magnitude of environmental impact to ABDSP. State
Parks staff in the Colorado Desert District' has been cooperating with SDG&E and
its consultants for some time in SDG&E’s need for information as it developed a
proposed project, including sharing of environmental data, project alternatives,
and facilities siting. State Parks agreed to work with SDG&E to assist it in
developing an accurate database of baseline conditions, and to attempt to minimize
impacts from the project to ABDSP. After now having the opportunity to review
the PEA for the proposed project, however, including the project alternatives and
environmental impacts analyses, State Parks concludes that the proposed project is
not compatible with its goals, objectives, and mandates. This project does not
provide a net benefit to ABDSP, and would forever change the character of this
pristine Park and wilderness areas. Moreover, the flaws in the PEA, if carried
forward to the final environmental documentation, will result in a legally
inadequate analysis.

State Parks is not in a position to argue the case for or against the need for

an additional transmission line into the San Diego region. That is outside our area

" ABDSP is located in State Parks’ Colorado Desert District.
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of expertise. However, State Parks is a Trustee Agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) charged with preservation of park properties
within its jurisdiction. We, along with the California State Park and Recreation
Commission, are also Responsible Agencies pursuant to CEQA. Unlike many
other land management agencies, State Parks is not an agency dedicated to
multiple uses of the land. Our purpose is to conserve and manage the resources on
the lands we oversee, not accommodate development projects that do not benefit
State Parks and its mission. Therefore, we believe that park land should be viewed
with State Parks’ mission and purpose in mind when evaluating impacts.
Impacting dedicated State Parks lands, in our view, is not the same as impacting
undeveloped private lands, or lands of agencies that by design are able to
accommodate the types of development projects that the Sunrise Powerlink
represents.

State Parks’ specific concerns with both the project in general and the
conclusion outlined in the PEA fall into seven general areas: 1) inadequacy of the
alternatives analysis; 2) land use impacts; 3) impacts to State Wilderness;

4) impacts to visual resources; 5) impacts to biologic resources; 6) impacts to

recreational resources; and 7) impacts to cultural resources.

IL. INADEQUACY OF ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

All Sunrise Powerlink routes, both the proposed and alternatives, pass

through ABDSP. This is not acceptable. The alternatives analysis in the PEA lists
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a number of alternative routes that were preliminarily reviewed but summarily
rejected as infeasible or otherwise inadequate to meet project objectives. Many of
the assertions of infeasibility are based on faulty analysis and incorrect
conclusions. Additionally, SDG&E’s project objectives, not surprisingly, lead to a
focus on alternatives that are simplest, cheapest and quickest for SDG&E. These
objectives, however, should not necessarily be the objectives approved by the .
California Public Utilities Commission (“CPUC”). Objectives most convenient
for SDG&E are not necessarily the most appropriate for State Parks or the citizens
of California. Moreover, an environmentally superior alternative may not be
SDG&E'’s preferred choice, but it may be superior for the citizens of California.

SDG&E may not assert the infeasibility of an alternative based on
inconsistency with or need to amend a governing land use management plan
because, as is explained further below in this section and in the sections on Land
Use and State Wilderness impacts, the proposed project is not consistent with the
ABDSP General Plan and will require amendment. SDG&E may also not assert
the infeasibility of an alternative based on claimed lack of support from the body
or agency with the authority to alter that plan, or the claimed lack of support for
any responsible agency, for that matter. This implies support from responsible
agenctes that has not yet been demonstrated.

In the alternatives comparison tables in Chapter 3 (pgs, 3-11, 12, &13), it
appears that the proposed project actually has greater impacts to a number of

sensitive resources (e.g., floodplain, critical habitat, State Wilderness, etc.) than
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the rejected alternatives. Impacts to military resources and operations also appear
greater. All this is contrary to the conclusion that the preferred route impacts are
less than the alternatives.

The area of alternatives analysis that focuses on visual impacts asserts
project impacts are less, but gives a misleading comparison between federal and
state lands. The Cleveland National forest has designated “viewshed acres” which
are considered sensitive to visual impacts. The proposed project is shown to have
no designated viewshed acres. State Parks, however, does not designate its lands
in this fashion, unlike the U.S. Forest Service, because it does not anticipate
having development projects within State Parks that might impact visual
resources. We believe that most or all of the views within ABDSP should be
considered sensitive based on the State Wilderness designation that covers much
of the Park,” but the alternatives analysis fails to acknowledge this, thus giving a
false comparison. This leads to a false conclusion that the visual impact is less if
the project runs through the Park.

There is also an assumption that impacting the Cleveland National Forest is
somehow equivalent or worse than impacting ABDSP. The U.S. Forest Service,
which manages Cleveland National Forest, is a multi-use land management
agency. As mentioned above, it is able to accommodate a new transmission line
more readily than State Parks by the very nature of its mandate. The fact that the
Cleveland National Forest’s Forest Plan would need to be amended is not a

sufficient enough barrier to rule out this option. The ABDSP General Plan would

? See section IV, infra.



also have to be amended, and 73 acres of State Wilderness rescinded by the
California State Park and Recreation Commission in order to accommodate the
proposed transmission line.

Several alternative routes that travel south of ABDSP are discussed in PEA
but rejected for various reasons, some of which are poorly and inadequately
defended. It also appears that several potential alternatives have been summarily
rejected based on the need to acquire rights-of-way or exercise eminent domain
beyond that which might be required for the proposed project. This is primarily a
claim of economic infeasibility. A more costly alternative is not, in and of itself,
infeasible. The additional costs or lost profitability must be sufficiently severe so
as to render it impractical to proceed with the project. Citizens of Goleta Valley v.
Bd. Supervisors (1988) 197.Cal.App.3d 1167. Moreover, as case law is clear,
claims of financial infeasibility must be borne out by substantial evidence. See,
e.g. County of San Diego v. Grossmont-Cuyamaca Community College District
(2006) 141 Cal.App.4™ 86. Although our review of the PEA is continuing, we
have yet to see such evidence.

Similarly, claimed lack of support from a potential responsible agency
cannot be grounds for rejection of an alternative at this time. Claimed lack of
support merely factors into whether eminent domain action would be necessary
and whether such action is authorized. In some circumstances, however, public
utilities in California can exercise the power of eminent domain and, as the United

States Departments of Interior and Energy have recently noted in a report to
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Congress, even tribal lands can be subject to eminent domain through appropriate
legislative action.’

Given the rather superficial analyses of alternatives, one or more
alternatives that avoid ABDSP must be studied in far greater depth to assess their
feasibility. In our discussion with SDG&E regarding a project route through
ABDSP, we were able to reduce impacts from the original proposal through
specific adjustments of the route. While the impacts are still significant, detailed
siting can result in reduced impacts. This same specific siting approach should be
applied to one or more alternatives that avoid ABDSP to reduce the impacts from
these rejected alternatives further, and thus make them viable alternatives for

consideration.

III. LAND USE IMPACTS

The CEQA Significance Criteria for impacts to land use are listed in the
PEA (page 5.1-1). Two of the criteria are: 1) conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project; and
2) create long-term disturbances that would disrupt an established land use. The
PEA indicates that with the proposed mitigation measures, land use impacts to
ABDSP will not be significant. The PEA also indicates that the proposed project is
compatible and consistent with land uses within ABDSP, and that the project will

not have a significant impact to land use. The ABDSP General Plan is cited as

* Draft Report to Congress: Energy Policy Act of 2005, Section 1813, Indian Land Rights-of-Way Study,
U.S. Dept. of Energy, U.S. Dept. of Interior, August 7, 2006.
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accommodating the project because it includes the existing powerline right-of-way
within the General Plan as an acceptable land use.

State Parks disagrees with SDG&E’s assessment that the proposed project
1s consistent with and an allowable use under the current ABDSP General Plan.
The excerpt from the ABDSP General Plan cited on pages 3-9 of the PEA in
support of its assertion merely recognizes that SDG&E and the Imperial Irrigation
District have existing rights-of-way within ABDSP, and that State Parks will work
with SDG&E and the Imperial Irrigation District to try and resolve the inherent
conflicts of future energy needs and conservation of Park resources, and the size
and location of any future facilities within those rights-of-way. SDG&E, however,
is seeking land outside of its existing rights-of-way, including encroachment into
State Wilderness. As discussed further in the State Wilderness Impacts section
below, the proposed project is not compatible with uses allowed in State
Wilderness lands. The proposed project would require an amendment to the
ABDSP General Plan and a redesignation of State Wilderness by the California
State Park and Recreation Commission.

Additionally, as discussed in detail in the Visual Impacts section below, the
visual impacts to the Park from the proposed project would seriously disrupt the
existing land use as a scenic park, and this impact cannot be mitigated to a level
less than significant. State Parks judges the impacts from the project on land use
issues in ABDSP to be significant under CEQA standards, regardless of any

potential mitigation.



IV. STATE WILDERNESS IMPACTS

ABDSP supports over 400,000 acres of designated State Wilderness for the
purpose of public enjoyment of the wilderness experience, the conservation of
important biological and cultural resources, scientific research, and public
education. This represents over 80% of all lands so designated in California.
State Wilderness is defined by statute in Public Resources Code section 5019.68
which, in part, states:

State wildernesses, in contrast with those areas where
man and his own works dominate the landscape, are
hereby recognized as areas where the earth and its
community of life are untrammeled by man and where
man himself is a visitor who does not remain. A state
wilderness is further defined to mean an area of
relatively undeveloped state-owned or leased land
which has retained its primeval character and influence
or has been substantially restored to a near-natural
appearance, without permanent improvements or
human habitation, other than semi-improved
campgrounds. ..

Wilderness is meant to be forever, and is not open to the developments of
man. We cannot recall the California State Park and Recreation Commission
having ever removed land from the State Wilderness system. To do so for this
project would set a dangerous precedent that would mean that State Park lands and
State wilderness are merely held in trust by the State of California until such time
as they may be needed by private developers or utility companies.

The impacts to State Wilderness from the proposed project are not just the

direct impacts of constructing a 500kV transmission line on lands so designated.

The visual and recreational impacts of the line will substantially diminish
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enjoyment of the wilderness experience from potentially tens of thousands of
additional acres of State Wilderness lands.

The impacts to State Wilderness from a proposed 500kV transmission line
through ABDSP, both direct and indirect, are significant and the proposed 2:1

mitigation ratio is completely inadequate compensation.

V. VISUAL IMPACTS

The PEA concludes, and State Parks concurs, that the visual impacts to
ABDSP from the proposed project would be significant. It is our view that these
impacts cannot be mitigated below a level of significance given their severity and
the lack of practical measures available to off-set the impacts. There is a tone in
the PEA, though, that because there is an existing transmission line passing
through ABDSP, this new powerline will not create a major change in public
perception of the land. This is far from accurate. The current 92/69 kV line is
only 40-50 feet tall and mounted on wooden poles. The new lattice or “H” towers
will average 130 feet in height and be much more obvious in the landscape. This
project is not just a matter of increase in degree, but a major order of magnitude
impact to visual resources.

In Section 5.9.1 of the PEA, CEQA criteria are listed to judge the
significance of adverse impacts to visual resources, including: 1) has a substantial
adverse effect on a scenic vista; 2) substantially damages scenic resources,

including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings and historic buildings within
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a designated state scenic highway; and 3) substantially degrades the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its surroundings. The proposed project, with
approximately 140 towers averaging 130-feet in height, and transmission lines
strung between them, would be a significant impact under all three of the above
criteria.

This project would change one of the fundamental characteristics of
ABDSP, its unspoiled scenic vistas. This is a key element of what makes ABDSP
what it is, and what the public visits to enjoy, the unsurpassed desert vistas. This
1s also one of the reasons so much of ABDSP is designated as State Wilderness.
Destroy the vistas and you destroy much of the basis for the designation, not just
for the land directly taken for the transmission lines, but also for the land from

which the vistas would be permanently altered.

V1. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES IMPACTS

Although the biological consultants for the project proponent made a good
faith effort to complete a biological study of the proposed preferred alternative
route in the late spring and early summer of a drought year (2006) here in the
Anza-Borrego Desert State Park region, the inventory and analyses of biological
impacts of the proposed projects is inadequate.

Throughout the 135 pages of biological impact analysis included in the
PEA, assumptions are repeatedly made that the impacts of the preferred alternative

project would be less than significant. An assumption is made that since there is
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already a 69kV line (with 40-50” tall poles) through this area of ABDSP, that
building a 500kV transmission line (with 130-150" tall towers) “would not present
a new obstacle for birds that frequent the area; therefore no significant increase in
collision risk is expected.” (Sunrise Powerlink Project PEA at 5.2-72.) According
to the project proponent, impacts to wildlife corridors through ABDSP from the
proposed 500kv transmission line and 130’ tall towers would be “considered less
than significant and no mitigation is required.” (Id.). We respectfully and
strongly disagree with these assumptions. State Parks staff believes that the
mitigation measures and compensation ratios proposed to date for impacts to
sensitive species and natural communities are woefully inadequate, particularly
given that the lands on which they are occurring are State Park lands and State
Wilderness lands set aside in perpetuity for the preservation of native habitats and

species.

VH. IMPACTS TO RECREATION

Recreational impacts from the project involve two issues. The first is the
visual impacts of the project upon the recreational enjoyment of ABDSP. Quite
simply, much of the recreational value of ABDSP rests in its scenic vistas and
relatively unspoiled beauty. This has already been discussed and is judged to be a
significant but unmitigated impact. The second concern is the impacts of the project
on the Tamarisk Grove campground. The proposed project would be directly

adjacent to the campground. An existing 69kV transmission line currently is
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adjacent to the campground, but is somewhat screened by tamarisk trees on the edge
of the campground. The PEA makes the following statement (page 5.5-4-5.5-5):

The permanent addition of new industrial structures,
such as transmission structures and substations,
conflict with the natural background of many of these
recreational resources, and can also disrupt the
individual’s enjoyment and recreational activities.
While the location of the Proposed Project in
developed recreation areas such as the Tamarisk Grove
Campground within this segment will not add a new
feature to the landscape (because there already is a
69kV transmission line in this alignment), the 500 kV
transmission line will be larger and more noticeable to
the user. This could affect the experience of the user
or possible decrease use in the short term. However,
over time, the presence of the larger line would be
expected to become common to the visitor as the
existing 69 kV transmission line has been.

Based upon this assumption, the PEA states that recreational impacts are
less than significant. State Parks disagrees with this assessment. There is no
evidence cited in the PEA that people will acclimate to camping adjacent to a 500
kV transmission line that will be significantly more dominant in the campground
area than the existing, much smaller line. Correct or not, the general public
perception that there are health risks in close proximity to larger powerlines will
make the public reluctant to use the campground. Tamarisk Grove campground is
a source of income for State Parks, and State Parks takes any loss of income very
seriously. The burden of proof is on SDG&E to clearly demonstrate their
contention that recreational activities will not be significantly impacted at this
campground. Otherwise, the impact of the proposed project on recreation and

recreational facilities should be considered significant.
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VIII. CULTURAL RESOURCE IMPACTS

It 1s our understanding that cultural resource surveys for the powerline
alignment alternatives through ABDSP have not been completed. Therefore, it is
premature to assume that the impacts have been adequately avoided or mitigated.
New cultural sites are discovered regularly, as much of ABDSP has not been
surveyed in detail for these resources. State Parks will reserve judgment on this

issue until a full survey and analysis of the project has been completed

IX. CONCLUSION

State Parks has serious concerns regarding the Sunrise Powerlink project,
as currently proposed. The impacts that this project would have on Anza-Borrego
Desert State Park, the jewel of California’s State Park System, and California State
Wilderness are large and, in our estimation, unmitigable. We ask that the
California Public Utilities Commission request that the project proponent design
and examine feasible alternatives that would bring the proposed transmission lines
to San Diego by a route that goes around Anza-Borrego Desert State Park.

State Parks appreciates this opportunity to present its concerns to the
Commission and hopes the Commission will keep these concerns in mind as it

proceeds on the application.
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Respectfully submitted, September 5, 2006.

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
PARKS AND RECREATION

Ruth Coleman, Director

P.O. Box 942896

Sacramento, CA 94296

Telephone: (916) 653-6695
Facsimile: (916) 653-6374

- s i P,
By: [y 1T U { GAANHNA

Ruth Coleman
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Bradly S. Torgan, hereby certify under penalty of perjury that I have on
this 5™ day of September, 2006 served a copy of PREHEARING
CONFERENCE STATEMENT OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
PARKS AND RECREATION on all known parties to proceeding A.06-08-010

and A.05-12-014 by mailing a properly addressed copy by first-class mail to:

Steven A. Weissman

California Public Utilities Commission
Division of Administrative Law Judges
Room 5017

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102-3214

and to all parties on the attached service list via electronic and/or mail.

Executed on September 5, 2006 at Sacramento, California.

Bradly S. Torgan
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SERVICE LIST A.06-08-010
(Consolidated with A.05-12-104)

Appearance

THOMAS A. BURHENN

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

SCOT MARTIN
PO BOX 1549
BORREGO SPRINGS, CA 92004

CONNIE BULL
24572 RUTHERFORD ROAD
RAMONA, CA 92065

DIANE J. CONKLIN

MUSSEY GRADE ROAD ALLIANCE
PO BOX 683

RAMONA, CA 92065

PAM WHALEN
24444 RUTHERFORD ROAD
RAMONA, CA 92065

FREDERICK M. ORTLIEB

OFFICE OF CITY ATTORNEY

CITY OF SAN DIEGO

1200 THIRD AVENUE, 11TH FLOOR
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

MICHAEL SHAMES

ATTORNEY AT LAW

UTILITY CONSUMERS' ACTION NETWORK
3100 FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE B

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

KEVIN O'BEIRNE

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP32D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

DAVID HOGAN

CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
PO BOX 7745

SAN DIEGO, CA 92167

PATRICIA C. SCHNIER
14575 FLATHEAD RD.
APPLE VALLEY, CA 92307

MICHEL PETER FLORIO

ATTORNEY AT LAW

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK (TURN)
711 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 350

DON WOOD SR.

PACIFIC ENERGY POLICY CENTER
4539 LEE AVENUE

LA MESA, CA 91941

DAVID LLOYD

ATTORNEY AT LAW
CABRILLO POWER I, LILC
4600 CARLSBAD BLVD.
CARLSBAD, CA 92008

DIANE CONKLIN
MUSSEY GRADE ROAD
RAMONA, CA 92065

ELIZABETH EDWARDS

RAMONA VALLEY VINEYARD ASSOCIATION
26502 HIGHWAY 78

RAMONA, CA 92065

MARY ALDERN
36264 MONTEZUMA VALLEY ROAD
RANCHITA, CA 92066

HARVEY PAYNE

RANCHO PENASQUITOS CONCERNED CITIZENS
600 W. BROADWAY, STE. 400

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

PAUL BLACKBURN

SIERRA CLUB, SAN DIEGO CHAPTER
3820 RAY STREET

SAN DIEGO, CA 92104

JOHN W. LESLIE

ATTORNEY AT LAW

LUCE, FORWARD, HAMILTON & SCRIPPS
11988 EL CAMINC REAL, SUITE 200
SAN DIEGO, CA 92130

CARRIE DOWNEY

HORTON KNOX CARTER & FOOTE
895 BROADWAY

ELCENTRO, CA 92243

BILLY BLATTNER

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
601 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 2060
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

OSA L. WOLFF

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SHUTE, MIHALY & WEINBERGER, LLC
396 HAYES STREET
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

REGINA DEANGELIS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 4107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
NORMAN J. FURUTA

FEDERAL EXECUTIVE AGENCIES
10TH FLOOR, MS 1021A

333 MARKET STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-2195

BRIAN T. CRAGG

ATTORNEY AT LAW

GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI RITCHIE & DAY LLP
505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

JAMES H. CALDWELL JR.

PPM ENERGY, INC.
1650 E NAPA STREET
SONOMA, CA 95476

Information Only

CLAY E. FABER

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY
555 WEST FIFTH STREET, GT-14E7
LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

KELLY FULLER
PO BOX 1993

ALPINE, CA 91903

REBECCA PEARL
POLICY ADVOCATE, CLEAN BAY CAMPAIGN
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH COALITION

401 MILE OF CARS WAY, STE. 310
NATIONAL CITY, CA 91950

TOM GORTON

BORREGO SUN

PO BOX 249

BORREGO SPRINGS, CA 92004

DAVE DOWNEY

NORTH COUNTY TIMES

207 E. PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE
ESCONDIDO, CA 92025

WALLY BESUDEN
PRESIDENT
SPANGLER PEAK RANCH,
PO BOX 1959
ESCONDIDO, CA

INC

92033

LAUREL GRANQUIST
PO BOX 2486

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

RORY COX

311 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 650
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

DAVID KATES

DAVID MARK AND COMPANY

3510 UNOCAL PLACE, SUITE 200
SANTA ROSA, CA 95403-5571

JEDEDIAH J. GIBSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP
2015 H STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

CASE ADMINISTRATION

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
ROOM 370

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

MATTHEW JUMPER

SAN DIEGO INTERFAITH HOUSING FDN.
7956 LESTER AVE
LEMON GROVE, CA 91945

MICHAEL L. WELLS

CALIFORNIA DEPT. OF PARKS&RECREATION
200 PALM CANYON DRIVE

BORREGO SPRINGS, CA 92004

BOB & MARGARET BAREILMANN
6510 FRANCISCAN ROAD
CARLSBAD, CA 92011

PAT/ALBERT BIANEZ
1223 ARMSTRONG CIRCLE

ESCONDIDO, CA 92027
GREG SCHUETT

PO BOX 1108

JULIAN, CA 92030

JOHN RAIFSNIDER
PO BOX 121
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JULIAN, CA 92036

PAUL RIDGWAY

3027 LAKEVIEW DR.

PO BOX 1435

JULIAN, CA 92036-1435

CHRISTOPHER P. JEFFERS
24566 DEL AMO ROAD
RAMONA, CA 92065

MARY KAY FERWALT
24569 DEL AMO ROAD
RAMONA, CA 92065

PHILLIP &ELIANE BREEDLOVE
1804 CEDAR STREET
RAMONA, CA 92065

JOSEPH RAUH

RANCHITA REALTY

37554 MONTEZUMA VALLEY RD
RANCHITA, CA 92066

GLENDA KIMMERLY
PO BOX 305
SANTA YSABEL, CA 92070

KARL HIGGINS
PRESIDENT

HIGGINS & ASSOCIATES
1517 ROMA DRIVE
VISTA, CA 92083

E. GREGORY BARNES
ATTORNEY AT LAW

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

101 ASH STREET, HQ 13D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

JIM BELL
4862 VOLTAIRE ST.
SAN DIEGO, CA 92107

SCOTT J. ANDERS
RESEARCH/ADMINTISTRATIVE CENTER
UNIVERSITY OF SAN DIEGO - LAW
5998 ALCALA PARK

SAN DIEGO, CA 82110

ABBAS M. ABED

ELECTRIC AND GAS PROCUREMENT
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC

8315 CENTURY PARK COURT,CP21D
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

JENNIFER PORTER
POLICY ANALYST
DIEGO REGIONAL ENERGY OFFICE

JULIAN, CA 92036-0121

CAROLYN A. DORROH

RAMONA COMMUNITY PLANNING GROUP
17235 VOORHES LANE

RAMONA, CA 92065

LARA LOPEZ
16828 OPEN VIEW RD
RAMONA, CA 92065

MAUREEN ROBERTSON
EDITOR

RAMONA SENTINEL
611 MAIN STREET
RAMONA, CA 92065

CAROLYN MORROW
GOLIGHTLY FARMS

36255 GRAPEVINE CANYON
RANCHITA, CA 92066

STEVE/CAROLYN ESPOSITO
37784 MONTEZUMA VALLEY ROAD
RANCHITA, CA 92066

DAN PERKINS

ENERGY SMART HOMES
983 PHILLIPS ST.
VISTA, CA 92083

WILLIE M. GATERS
1295 EAST VISTA WAY
VISTA, CA 92084

DONALD C. LIDDELL
ATTORNEY AT LAW
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
2928 2ND AVENUE

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

EPIC INTERN

EPIC/USD SCHOOL OF LAW
5998 ALCALA PARK

SAN DIEGO, CA 92110

CRAIG ROSE

THE SAN DIEGO UNION TRIBUNE
PO BOX 1201918

SAN DIEGO, CA 92112-0191

CENTRAL FILES

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC

8330 CENTURY PARK COURT, CP31E
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

TOM BLAIR
ENERGY ADMINISTRATOR
CITY OF SAN DIEGO
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8520 TECH WAY SUITE 110
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

EILEEN BIRD
12430 DORMOUSE ROAD
SAN DIEGO, CA 92129

SHERIDAN PAUKER

SHUTE, MIHALY & WEINBERGER LLP
396 HAYES STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

AARON QUINTANAR

RATE PAYERS FOR AFFORDABLE CLEAN ENERGY
311 CALIFORNIA STREET, STE 650

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

MICHAEL S. PORTER

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

77 BEALE ST., MAIL CODE 13L RM 1318
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
517 - B POTRERO AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110

DAVID T. KRASKA

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120
MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.
1999 HARRISON STREET,
OAKLAND, CA 94612

SUITE 1440

ANDREW B. BROWN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS, LLP
2015 H STREET
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

KEVIN WOODRUFF

WOODRUFF EXPERT SERVICES, INC.
1100 K STREET, SUITE 204
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

G. ALAN COMNES
CABRILLO POWER I LLC

3934 SE ASH STREET
PORTLAND, OR 97214

State Service

MARCUS NIXON

9601 RIDGEHAVEN COURT, SUITE 120
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1636

DIANE I. FELLMAN
ATTORNEY AT LAW

FPL ENERGY, LLC

234 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

JUSTIN AUGUSTINE

THE CENTER FOR BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
1095 MARKET ST., SUITE 511

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

JASON YAN

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE B13L
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
517-B POTRERO AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110

RICHARD W. RAUSHENBUSH

ATTORNEY AT LAW

LATHAM & WATKINS LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 2000
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

J.A. SAVAGE

CALIFORNIA ENERGY CIRCUIT
3006 SHEFFIELD AVE
OAKLAND, CA 94602

LEGAL & REGULATORY DEPARTMENT
CALTIFORNIA ISO

151 BLUE RAVINE ROAD

FOLSOM, CA 95630

AUDRA HARTMANN

REGIOINAL DIRECTOR, GOV'T AFFAIRS
LS POWER GENERATIOCN

980 NINTH STREET, SUITE 1420
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

AARON J. JOHNSON
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CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
PUBLIC ADVISOR OFFICE

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

BILLIE C. BLANCHARD

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSMISSION PERMITTING & RELIABILITY BR
AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT ELLIOTT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSMISSION PERMITTING & RELIABILITY BR
AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SCOTT LOGAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
TERRIE D. PROSPER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION
ROOM 5301

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
SUSAN LEE

ASPEN ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP

235 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 935
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

MARC PRYOR

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH ST, MS 20
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

JUDY GRAU

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH STREET MS-46
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-5512

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ORA - ADMINISTRATIVE BRANCH

ROOM 4202

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
KEITH D WHITE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATEMAKING BRANCH
AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
SCOTT CAUCHOIS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BR
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
STEVEN A. WEISSMAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES

ROOM 5107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
TRACI BONE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5206

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
CLARE LAUFENBERG

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH STREET, MS 46
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

THOMAS FLYNN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

770 L STREET, SUITE 1050
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

TOM MURPHY

VP., SACRAMENTO OPERATIONS
ASPEN ENVIRONMENTAIL GROUP
8801 FOLSOM BLVD., SUITE 290
SACRAMENTC, CA 95826
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