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MOTION OF SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY (U 902-E) 

TO SET PROCEDURES and to defer certain filing requirements
Pursuant to Rules 2.1(b), 45 and 87 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, San Diego Gas & Electric Company (“SDG&E”) hereby seeks permission (1) to postpone, pending completion of route selection for the Sunrise Powerlink, certain Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity (“CPCN”) requirements for the above application, specifically dependent on route selection, including the Proponent’s Environmental Assessment (“PEA”), and (2) to convene an early prehearing conference to set further procedures.

I.

GRANTING THIS MOTION WILL FACILITATE FAIR AND 

EFFICIENT ADJUCATION AND TIMELY CONSTRUCTION 

OF A NEEDED FACILITY
SDG&E files concurrently herewith its “Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for the Sunrise Powerlink.”  The Sunrise Powerlink is a proposed 500 kV interconnection between the Imperial Valley substation and he San Diego load center.  As  detailed in the application and accompanying report, the San Diego region needs this project for system reliability in 2010, as well as for access to renewables and for substantial energy cost savings.  So that SDG&E can complete a robust public participation process to select the best route for the project, SDG&E requests, per Commission Rule 87, that the Commission commence its determination for the need of the project now, but permit SDG&E to defer filing the PEA for the project, as well as certain other route-specific requirements.  SDG&E will complete the Commission’s CPCN requirements in a subsequent filing after the public process initiated by SDG&E has identified a route for the project.  We show below how granting this motion will accommodate the public route selection process, while facilitating this application’s fair and efficient adjudication by the Commission in time for a 2010 in-service date for the project.

A.
Determining need now will help realize timely construction of the Project.


Because an infrastructure project of this magnitude will inevitably concern nearby communities and raise environmental issues, SDG&E has commenced a robust public participation process to help select the best route for the project.  SDG&E expects to complete this thorough but time-consuming effort by summer of 2006, and will file a PEA along with other route-dependent CPCN requirements.
  But SDG&E is prepared now to demonstrate that there is a purpose and need for the project.  An affirmative determination of need for the Sunrise Powerlink as early as is practicable will enable SDG&E to commence the detailed engineering and design of the project without delay, helping to address the potential grid reliability shortfall in 2010, meet SDG&E’s and the state’s 2010 Renewable Portfolio Standard (or “RPS”) goals, and begin to deliver the economic benefits of the project as soon as the line comes into service.  Below we describe how SDG&E is involving the public in route selection for the Sunrise Powerlink, and how the public interest is advanced if the Commission permits SDG&E to prove need now.

B.
SDG&E has initiated robust public involvement in route selection.

For the Sunrise Powerlink, SDG&E has departed from the traditional practice used to site major transmission projects, whereby public comment from local communities and regional stakeholders is gathered after the applicant has selected the preferred and alternate route, and has completed preliminary engineering and environmental studies.  Beginning in 2004, SDG&E initiated an aggressive community outreach and public involvement program to consult elected officials, community leaders and the general public before selecting a final route and alternate route for the Sunrise Powerlink.  

As part of this effort, SDG&E has also invited over 150 key regional leaders, including elected officials, state and federal resources agencies, energy regulators, consumer advocates, business and environmental groups and other community leaders to participate in a series of public “Community Working Groups” in San Diego and Ramona.  The Community Working Groups are designed to give local decision-makers the opportunity to provide input on routing and other issues related to Sunrise Powerlink before specific routes are pursued.  To date, SDG&E has held four Community Working Groups and plans to host more meetings in early 2006. The Community Working Groups are open to any member of the public.

Additionally, SDG&E has held eight public open houses in the communities of Scripps Ranch, Valley Center, Ramona and Borrego Springs.  Five more open houses will be scheduled for early 2006.  Invitations for the open houses are emailed to elected officials, local community groups and other interested parties.  SDG&E further publicized the open houses by: mailing notices to over 80,000 property owners within the project study area; placing advertisements in all local newspapers; and posting meeting notices in highly-traveled public areas such as post offices, libraries and community centers.  The local broadcast media has also been notified of all public meetings.
In addition to these public meeting forums, interested parties also have the option to provide input on the Sunrise Powerlink via phone by calling the project hotline number (877-775-6818) or email (sunrisepowerlink@sdge.com).  SDG&E also established a Sunrise Powerlink project website www.sdge.com/sunrisepowerlink where interested parties can download fact sheets, frequently asked questions, maps and other project information.  A section of the website provides the public an opportunity to submit comments that will be used in the route selection process.     

C.
This two-stage application will enhance administrative efficiency.

 SDG&E submits that deferral of certain requirements specific to route selection will enhance administrative efficiency.  While no specific route has been selected at this time, SDG&E has prepared project cost estimates using study corridors identified based on existing linear features wherever possible (such as existing rights-of-way or other siting opportunities.)  As detailed in Chapter II of the subject application, SDG&E has developed an estimated cost range bounded by a “low-end” and “high-end”.  This will permit the Commission to determine whether there is a need for the project using the cost range to inform its decision-making.  In the meantime, the Commission can begin the months-long process of retaining an environmental consultant while route selection is pending.  Moreover, the need adjudication is often the most time-consuming part of the CPCN process, and by starting now, SDG&E believes it is possible for the Commission to first determine need for the project by the 3rd quarter of 2006 and then approve the route for the line and ultimately decide this application by late Spring 2007.

II.

SPECIFIC DEFERRALS REQUESTED

SDG&E requests permission to defer as described the following procedural requirements pending selection of a route for the Sunrise Powerlink:

1.
GO 131-D (Section IX-A-1-a) requires SDG&E to provide a “proposed schedule for certification, construction and commencement of operation of the facilities.”
SDG&E has submitted a “schedule for certification” at Section III-A-4 of the application, but will provide a more detailed schedule for “construction and commencement of operation” of the project at the time a route is selected and a PEA is filed. 

2.
GO 131-D (Section IX-A-1-b) requires an applicant for a CPCN to include in its application “…[a] map of suitable scale of the proposed routing showing details of the right-of-way in the vicinity of settled areas, parks, recreational areas, scenic areas, and existing electrical transmission lines within one mile of the proposed route.”

SDG&E submits a map showing the general corridors under consideration in Volume 2 of the application, and will submit a more detailed map or maps in compliance with GO-131-D at the time it files its proposed route.

3.
GO 131-D (Section IX-A-1-d) requires an applicant for a CPCN to include in its application “… [a] detailed statement of the estimated cost of the proposed facilities.”  Commission Rule 18(f) also requires “A statement detailing the estimated cost of the proposed construction or extension and the estimated annual costs, both fixed and operating associated therewith.” 

SDG&E provides an estimated cost range for the proposed scope of the project in Volume 2, Chapter II of the application.  At the time SDG&E files the PEA and other route-specific information, SDG&E will provide refined estimated costs for the project to the Commission and Commission staff.

4.
GO 131-D (Section IX-A-1-e) requires an applicant for a CPCN to include in its application “[r]easons for adoption of the route selected, including comparison with alternative routes, including the advantages and disadvantages of each.” 

As noted within the application, SDG&E’s route selection process for the Sunrise Powerlink is pending to accommodate robust public participation.  
5.
GO 131-D (Section IX-A-1-f) requires an applicant for a CPCN to include in its application “… [a] schedule showing the program of right-of-way acquisition and construction.”  

SDG&E will submit such a schedule at the time it submits its PEA.

6.
GO 131-D (Section IX-A-1-g) requires an applicant for a CPCN to include in its application “[a] listing of the governmental agencies with which proposed route reviews have been undertaken, including a written agency response to applicant’s written request for a brief position statement by that agency.  (Such listing shall include the Native American Heritage Commission, which shall constitute notice on California Indian Reservation Tribal governments.)  In the absence of a written agency position statement, the utility may submit a statement of its understanding of the position of such agencies.” 

As noted at p.3 of the application, SDG&E is conducting an extensive public input process to select a route for this project.  This process includes presentations to and consultation with various state, local and federal government agencies.  At the time SDG&E submits its PEA for this project, SDG&E will submit the required information concerning contact with government agencies.  To the extent possible, SDG&E intends to work with agencies to secure agency cooperation and positions in writing.

7.
GO 131-D (Section IX-A-1-h) requires an applicant for a CPCN to include in its application “[a] PEA or equivalent information on the environmental impact of the project in accordance with the provisions of CEQA and this Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, Rules 17.1 and 17.3.”  

SDG&E will submit a PEA for the Sunrise Powerlink after the preferred route is selected as described above.  

8.
GO 131-D (Section X-A) requires an applicant for a CPCN to “describe the measures taken or proposed by the utility to reduce the potential exposure to electric and magnetic fields generated by the proposed facilities, in compliance with Commission order.”  

Because this plan is route-specific, SDG&E will submit such a plan at the time it files its PEA for the Sunrise Powerlink.

9.
GO 131-D (Section XI-A) requires an applicant for a CPCN to notify the public of its filing “within ten days of filing the application” in several different ways, by direct mail, by advertisement and by posting.  

Because the public notice requirements are dependent upon and relate to the route selected, SDG&E intends to effect such notice upon filing of the PEA for the Sunrise Powerlink, and asks that the Commission calculate the prescribed time limits under GO 131-D (Section XI-C)  from the date SDG&E files the PEA.  SDG&E has made courtesy service of the application and this motion on the service lists in R.04-04-003.

10.
GO 131-D (Section IX-A-1-h) requires an applicant for a CPCN to include in its application “A PEA or equivalent information on the environmental impact of the project in accordance with the provisions of CEQA and this Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, Rules 17.1 and 17.3.” 

 Pursuant to Commission Rule 17.1(j), SDG&E will submit with the project PEA the deposit on the fee the Commission requires to prepare an EIR or negative declaration.  As indicated by the attached declaration of E. Gregory Barnes, SDG&E has entered into an agreement with the Commission Energy Division to reimburse the Commission for its environmental consulting costs prior to submission of the PEA and the Rule 17.1(j) deposit.

III.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, SDG&E respectfully requests permission to (1) postpone, pending completion of route selection for the Sunrise Powerlink, those CPCN requirements specifically dependent on route selection, and (2) convene an early prehearing conference to set further procedures for the determination of need. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


I hereby certify that a copy of the MOTION OF SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY (U 902-E) TO SET PROCEDURES AND TO DEFER CERTAIN FILING REQUIREMENTS has been served on all parties of record in R.04-04-003 and I.05-09-005 via electronic mail.


Dated at San Diego, California, this 14th day of December, 2005

____________/s/___________________________

Annie Ruiz

� 	Section II bellow details the specific filing requirements we seek to defer pending route selection.


�	It is not uncommon for the Commission to adjudicate purpose and need for a transmission project separately from a CPCN.  See, e.g., In re Miguel Mission #2 A.07-022; In re Otay Mesa Power Purchase Agreement Transmission Project, A.04-03-008.
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