
February 1,2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes construction ofa power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer... you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constnicted to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1, 2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Eneina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SnG&E 
(past owner) andNRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new pennit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery, 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes. 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer... you· 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1, 2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely
 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council
 
opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most ofthe existing plant located in
 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can
 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their
 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed.
 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement oftheir permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concemed that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided ifthe replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, witl). the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer. .. you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 

. and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1,2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the J 

future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even ifit comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer... you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1,2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes constmction ofa power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the b'each"so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 

.oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their pennit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project ofthis magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venhlre that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even ifit comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer. .. you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location.. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 

"{i;;i)ecantat Its present location. 
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February 1, 2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. 'It's been widely
 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carls~ad City Council
 
opposes construction ofa power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in
 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can
 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their
 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed.
 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a projectof this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venhrre that will evenhmlly be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is ' 
allowed a permit for the current location. ,. In addition, with the economy still ina weak recovery 

, mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer... you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lilies, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction 

. 
of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1, 2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in ~xistence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their pennit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project ofthis magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a pennit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even ifit comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer... you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits ofthis new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad ·Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1, 2010 

To: California Energy Commission 
< 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
_opposes construction ofa powerplantpyNRG ~o replac~ Dl()~! 9ffu~ ~~j~tj.I)gplll!1!~99~~ecl~ 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the·beach so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop 'it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 

- oppositions to tllls-project'as it i~;fcurrentlyproposed.- - - - --.- ---- --- ---- --. - --. -- -

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG(current owner) have opemted the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future.. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project ofthis magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer... you 
and me. . 

. I 

I 
I 
I 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

----------- --_ ...._--- ------------ --------------- ------------- -. --- --- -- ----------------------------- --- -- - --

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and w~~t the Energy Commission to approve this plan 

.and begin construction of a new plant a~ ,its :pfesen~ .OC~«9~f 
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February 1,2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely reported in the newspapers and 
n other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council opposes construction of a power 

plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in Carlsbad. They have proposed 
moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can purchase the property and develop 
it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their oppositions to this project as it is currently 
proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. . 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer. .. you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the community supports the Carlsbad city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 

'.Zd~ewplant at i:resent loeation. 

. Signature . 
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February 1, 2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Leucadia resident for over 40 years and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's 
been widely reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City 
Council opposes construction ofa power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant 
located in Carlsbad. They have proposed .moving it to a location away from the beach so 
Carlsbad can purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced 
their oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future.. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional1Jlonies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer. .. you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits ofthis new power plant or the costs it 
would take tb relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Pr .ect and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of ew plant at its present locatio~. 

Name and Address 



1/27/10 

Subject:	 NRG proposed Encina Power Plant project 
Public Comment Forum 2/1/10 

To whom it may concern: 

The proposed new power facilities at the Encina power plant site in Carlsbad are a 
logical and effective way to continue meeting our regional electrical power needs. 
Locating the new power plant in the existing location maximizes the usefulness of the 
already established power grid system. Of the alternatives available, the NRG 
proposal appears to be the best available at this time. 

he proposal. 

£~...... ,.,..............".."..,....

Greg Evans 
Citizen of Carlsbad 



1/28/10 

Subject:	 NRG proposed Encina Power Plant project 
Public Comment Forum 2/1/10 

To whom it may concern: 

The proposed Encina Power Plant project by NRG is the most reasonable and logical use 
for the site. The infrastructure for this facility is already there, and to consider moving it 
to another location does not make much sense. Cost efficient power resources are vital 
for our struggling economy, and to continue meeting our regional electrical power needs 
into the 21 st century. 

This proposed NRG project will also be an aesthetic upgrade from the existing power 
plant. Getting rid of those towers which are horrible eye-sores would make the scenic 
drive down Carlsbad Blvd. even more beautiful. 

For our real-world situations we have in Carlsbad and all of North San Diego County, the 
NRG Encina Power Plant project is the best alternative, now and into the future. 

Eduardo Nava 
Citizen of Carlsbad 



27 January 2010 

Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dear Commissioners: 

I strongly encourage you to support NRG's proposal to re-power the existing Encina Power 
Station. Given that our need and demand for electricity will continue, it is implausible that we 
can allow a reduction in power generating capacity in the foreseeable future. 

Given that demand will not decrease, it makes no sense to allow an existing power plant site to 
go unused while creating new environmental impacts at a previously undisturbed location. 
Please make the common sense decision which is to support the continued use of the site as 
power generation station. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Seth Schulberg
 
7321 Alicante Rd
 
Carlsbad, CA 92009
 



Regis Weber 
4016G Aguila St 
Carlsbad CA 92008 

California Energy Commission 

Subject: Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

To whom it may concern,
 
I am a long-time citizen of the city of Carlsbad and am in full support of this project.
 
Carlsbad is a modern city in a modern world and we should do our part in aiding
 
technology.
 

Property owner/address:
 
Regis Weber
 
4016 Aguila St. Unit G
 
Carlsbad CA 92008-4150
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February 1, 2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

Subject: Support of Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a resident of Carlsbad and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. I am also a 
Trustee on the Carlsbad School Board, though I am here today as a private citizen and not as a 
representative of the school board. Even so, it is my innate commitment to our children's future 
that fuels my support of this Project. I also work for Southern California Edison and recognize 
the need for regional answers to energy issues. In both these roles, I've seen that developing 
infrastructure is not always popular and it often engenders fierce opposition. Carlsbad's new 
high school is opposed by some who say it is not needed, and others who say it is needed but 
should be built somewhere else. And, generating stations are always opposed, even though we 
are a society increasingly dependent on electricity. Isn't it ironic that yesterday's headlines 
were: "Carlsbad - Power plant project to take center stage." And, "Region - Electric vehicles, 
the sequel". Supply and Demand right there... side-by-side on the front page. Everything from 
charging cell phones, lighting homes and classrooms, controlling stop lights, operating rides at 
an amusement park, manufacturing golf clubs, biotechnology research, electric cars, and yes 
even this meeting depends on reliable and sustainable generating capacity. It is so easy to take 
the flip of a switch for granted. 

I don't take electricity for granted and I know you don't either. You are currently reviewing not 
just this project but renewable energy projects that will contribute to California's Renewable 
Portfolio Standard. Balancing regional electricity supply and demand, with wind and solar, 
requires ongoing and constant adjustments because the wind doesn't always blow and the sun 
doesn't always shine. The Carlsbad Energy Center supports a balanced approach to make 
sure the lights stay on in our classrooms, our homes and our businesses. 

Does this plant need to be located on the coast? I don't see a better option, and neither did 
your staff. Alternative sites do not significantly reduce or avoid project impacts; it just moves 
them to another location. Moving to an alternative location will result in added time for 
permitting and will not bring generating capacity on-line by mid 2012, if ever, to support 
balancing renewable resource projects. We need the renewable resources and we need the 
Carlsbad Energy Center. It gives our children and their children a cleaner more reliable and 
sustainable way to make sure they have electricity when they flip the switch. 

Addition'ally, I want you to know I do not stand alone in my support of this project. When' 
individuals agree with staff recommendations they don't necessarily attend the public hearing 
just to say "I agree with your staff." I attend public hearings because I know it is important for 
public officials to hear all the voices, even the silent ones who think your staff made the right 
recommendation. We look forward to your support and approval of the Carlsbad Energy Center 
Project. 

·1;' 

-y .'Thank you for providing me the opportunity to speak on this issue. 

~e&.~ " 
Nicole Pappas 
2689 Garfield St. 
Carlsbad CA 92008 
619.709.5163 



February 1,2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been 
widely reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad 
City Council opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the 
existing plant located in Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away 
from the beach so Carlsbad can purchase the property and developed it. Several citizens 
and groups have also voiced their oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, 
SDG&E (past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have 
met the licensing requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and 
operate a proposed replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the 
surrounding communities for the future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a 
new proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG 
through higher energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the 
replacement plant is allowed a pennit for the current location. In addition, with the 
economy still in a weak recovery mode, it doesn't make fiscal sense to spend additional 
monies to relocate this project even if it comes out ofNRG budget. In reality, these costs 
will eventually trickle down to the consumer (you and I). 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the 
costs it would take relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for 

. transmission lines, substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to 
- ac~~~odat-e- the new ]o~catioti "--- ----. - . ,--~ - ~ ~~--

There are organizations that would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community 
supports the city council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of 
many who support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy 
Commission to approve this project and begin construction of a new plant at its 
present location. 

Signa . 

-,. ------ - --- -_. 
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February 1,2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been 
widely reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad 
City Council opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the 
existing plant located in Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away 
from the beach so Carlsbad can purchase the property and developed it. Several citizens 
and groups have also voiced their oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, 
SDG&E (past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have 
met the licensing requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and 
operate a proposed replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the 
sun-ounding communities for the future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a 
new proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG 
through higher energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the 
replacement plant is allowed a permit for the cun-ent location. In addition, with the 
economy still in a weak recovery mode, it doesn't make fiscal sense to spend additional 
monies to relocate this project even if it comes out ofNRG budget. In reality, these costs 
will eventually trickle down to the consumer (you and I). 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant orthe 
costs it would take relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for 
transmission lines, substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to 
accommodate-the- n-ew location. 

There are organizations that would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community 
supports the city council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of 
many who support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy 
Commission to approve this project and begin construction of a new plant at its 
present location. 

_~vlles l+eiJeore 1Gb 
Name and Address 



February 1, 2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer... you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1,2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventl;mlly be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer... you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1,2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer... you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1,2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been 
widely reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad 
City Council opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the 
existing plant located in Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away 
from the beach so Carlsbad can purchase the property and developed it. Several citizens 
and groups have also voiced their oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed.

, 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, 
SDG&E (past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have 
met the licensing requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new permit to build and 
operate a proposed replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the 
surrounding communities for the future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a 
new proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG 
through higher energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the 
replacement plant is allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the 
economy still in a weak recovery mode, it doesn't make fiscal sense to spend additional 
monies to relocate this project even if it comes out ofNRG budget. In reality, these costs 
will eventually trickle down to the consumer (you and I). 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the 
costs it would take relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for 
transmission lines, substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to 
accommodate the new location. 

There are organizations that would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community 
supports the city council's position to oppose this project. Tbis is not true. I am one of 
many wbo support tbe Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want tbe Energy 
Commission to approve tbis project and begin construction of a new plant at its 
present location. 



February 1,2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

. SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach S9 Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. . 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners ofthe property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new 'permit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the surrounding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRGthrough higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle downto the consumer. .. you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits <;>f this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, 'switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1, 2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. l\TRG is seeking a new pennit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the sUITOlmding communities for the 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project ofthis magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a permit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer. .. you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 
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February 1, 2010 

To: California Energy Commission 

SUBJECT: Approval of proposed Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

I am a Carlsbad resident and I support the Carlsbad Energy Center Project. It's been widely 
reported in the newspapers and other media over the last year that the Carlsbad City Council 
opposes construction of a power plant by NRG to replace most of the existing plant located in 
Carlsbad. They have proposed moving it to a location away from the beach so Carlsbad can 
purchase the property and develop it. Several citizens and groups have also voiced their 
oppositions to this project as it is currently proposed. 

The Encina plant has been in existence since the 1950s and, as owners of the property, SDG&E 
(past owner) and NRG (current owner) have operated the plant safely and have met the licensing 
requirement of their permit. NRG is seeking a new pennit to build and operate a proposed 
replacement plant, which will provide reliable power to the sun-ounding communities for the' 
future. 

North County residents should be concerned that moving a project of this magnitude to a new 
proposed location is a costly venture that will eventually be recovered by NRG through. higher 
energy costs from its customers. These costs could be avoided if the replacement plant is 
allowed a pennit for the current location. In addition, with the economy still in a weak recovery 
mode, it doesn't make sense to spend additional monies to relocate this project even if it comes 
out ofNRGs budget. In reality, these costs will eventually trickle down to the consumer. .. you 
and me. 

It would take too long to explain in a letter the benefits of this new power plant or the costs it 
would take to relocate not only a new power plant but the additional costs for transmission lines, 
substations, switches, etc. that will have to be constructed to accommodate the new location. 

There are those who would like you to believe that the Carlsbad community supports the city 
council's position to oppose this project. This is not true. I am one of many who support the 
Carlsbad Energy Center Project and want the Energy Commission to approve this plan 
and begin construction of a new plant at its present location. 


