Important Facts About Babcock & Brown’s Proposed Trans Bay Cable (TBC) Line

San Francisco Community Power

1. The Trans Bay Cable isn’t needed.  The California Independent System Operator (Cal-ISO) – the non-profit corporation responsible for ensuring statewide electric reliability – indicates that additional supply (or demand reduction) in San Francisco is not needed until 2012.  Even then supplies will remain ample – the TBC or other energy resources would only be needed if there were unprecedented demand increases and/or massive outages in other existing transmission and generation facilities.  That is, the TBC isn’t so much a supply source, as an insurance policy against potential outages.  There are other less expensive, more environmentally sustainable ways to address unexpected supply constraints, including use of energy efficiency measures, “demand-response,” and small-scale generating resources (e.g., solar; fuel cells)  

2.
The Trans Bay Cable would saddle utility ratepayers with $300 million of debt.  Cal-ISO’s analysis revealed that the TBC would never generate sufficient benefits to outweigh its substantial price tag.  Further, California ratepayers would have to pay the project’s full costs whether it’s partially, fully, or never used at all.

3. The Trans Bay Cable would reinforce San Francisco’s reliance on fossil-fuel generation.  There are no guarantees that the TBC will be used to transmit power from renewable sources, and more than likely it will convey electricity from natural gas – or even coal-fired – power plants.  TBC development would serve to reinforce San Francisco’s dependency on polluting power plants located in Contra Costa County and elsewhere.  

4. The TBC is a less reliable power source than other more environmentally sustainable resources.   A single large transmission line is far more susceptible to a catastrophic outage than a diverse mix of in-City resources.

5. TBC construction would impact an ongoing process to redevelop the Central Waterfront.  The TBC’s San Francisco-based conversion plant would have a substantial footprint and would significantly influence the types and values of projects developed in the area.  
6. The TBC may negatively impact Community Choice Aggregation (CCA).  No analysis has been conducted as to how, or whether, the TBC fits into the City’s long-term plans to develop sustainable energy sources and implement CCA.    

7. The TBC will not help in efforts to close the existing Potrero Power Plant.  Robert Jenkins, a Mirant Corporation spokesperson, has stated that decisions regarding whether or not the Cable is developed will have no impact on the Company’s decision on how to operate the Potrero Power Plant.  

8. The TBC could induce higher levels of polluting air emissions in Contra Costa County.  Given that the transmission line would be located close-by the City of Pittsburg’s existing fossil fuel-powered electric generating facilities, it’s not unlikely that it will be used to convey power from these plants, with concomitant contributions to localized polluting air emissions (e.g., particulate matter).
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