
To: Vice Chairman James D. Boyd, Presiding Member  

Commissioner Karen Douglas, Associate Member  

Paul Kramer, Hearing Officer  

 

From: Kerry Siekmann 

5239 El Arbol Dr. 

Carlsbad, Ca. 92008 

Terramar’s Status Report 7 

 

Date: June 4, 2009 

 

 

Subject: CARLSBAD ENERGY CENTER PROJECT (07-AFC-6) STATUS 

REPORT #7  

Please find a letter with attachments that were recently sent to the corporate headquarters 

of NRG.  The letter identifies a number of concerns regarding misleading statements 

made to the public by NRG West in their newsletters about the CECP.   

 

cc: proof of service list 

 

attachments 
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Kerry Siekmann 

5239 El Arbol Dr. 

Carlsbad, Ca. 92008 

760-438-5611 

May 26, 2009 

 

David Crane, CEO 

NRG Energy, Inc. 

211 Carnegie Center 

Princeton, N.J. 08540-6213 

 

Dear Mr. Crane,     

 

There are issues of deep concern occurring in Carlsbad, Ca. that need your attention.  NRG West 

has been mailing out copies of the “Carlsbad Energy Center Powering California with NRG” that 

include many misleading statements and manipulation of information.  As you are aware from 

your company Code of Conduct, misleading the public is wrong and NRG West has a 

responsibility to the community to provide truthful information without manipulation as; 

 

“It is NRG’s policy to deal fairly with its employees, customers, business associates, partners, 

suppliers, competitors and the governments of all jurisdictions in which it operates.  You should 

not take unfair advantage of anyone through manipulation, unfair-dealing concealment, abuse of 

privileged information, misrepresentation of material facts or any other practice.” 

 

Though I oppose the CEC (California Energy Commission) licensing of the CECP (Carlsbad 

Energy Center Project) project, I respect the fact that the public needs truthful information to 

make their decision.  They do not deserve to be misled by manipulation of fact or incomplete 

information giving a false impression. 

 

In Issue 1, 2 and 5 a “lower carbon footprint” and “enhanced local air quality” are two of the 

environmental benefits proclaimed by NRG West.  The facts show a very different story.  The 

carbon footprint in our community will increase dramatically if the Encina units are “replaced” 

by the CECP.  The proposed CECP may have a lower carbon footprint per megawatt hour but 

since the new units will be producing vastly more megawatt hours than the old units, the carbon 

footprint will actually increase.  As for “enhanced local air quality” air pollution emissions will 

increase with the installation of the CECP as compared to the past few years from Encina Units 

1, 2, & 3. 

 

NRG West’s Issue 8 goes on to state, “The San Diego County Air Pollution Control District 

(APCD) and the California Energy Commission (CEC) staff did not have concerns or issues 

regarding greenhouse gas emissions as they relate to the Carlsbad Energy Center Project 

(CECP).”  The APCD and CEC at this point in time, do not have any regulations concerning 

greenhouse gas emissions.   The public is erroneously led to think that the CECP is following 

imaginary guidelines.   

 

Another area of great importance is visual impact.  NRG West’s visual impact statements read, 

“The new power plant will be concealed by terrain…” and “The substantially smaller Carlsbad 

Energy Center will be concealed by foliage and terrain west of the I-5 freeway.  By using a 

location which is approximately 30 feet below grade, visual impacts that often accompany power 
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plants will be reduced significantly.”  This, or similar statements, can be found in Issues 1, 2, 5, 

6, and 8 of copies of the "Carlsbad Energy Center Powering California with NRG.  

These statements lead one to assume visual impacts will be minimal.  Please note the attached 

letter from Allan Kosup, I-5 Corridor Director, and dated May 6, 2009.  The letter clearly states 

that all of the terrain and foliage will be eliminated during the I-5 widening.   

 

This leads to the next issue regarding the I-5 widening.  “NRG and Caltrans have agreed to work 

together on this important matter and will determine viable solutions to maintain appropriate 

barriers, including trees and berms between the project and I-5 for safety and visual screening.”, 

as quoted from Issue 8.  We are led to believe that NRG and Caltrans are working together but 

Allan Kosup’s May 6 letter tells a very different story.  One that says Caltrans has received no 

information regarding their February request.  

 

The Carlsbad Fire Chief is dealing with a similar problem.  Issue 8 states,  

“NRG is committed to continuing to work with the City Fire Marshal and Fire Department to 

ensure that the CECP meets all fire code and emergency response requirements.  In the PSA, 

CEC staff found that the CECP will comply with all applicable federal, state and local fire safety 

and emergency response requirements, as well as all applicable hazardous material management 

requirements.  NRG has and continues to provide detailed information to the CEC and the City 

demonstrating conformance with fire code requirements and the reduction of onsite fire risk with 

modern fire prevention devices and systems.”   

Yet per the attached April 28, 2009 letter from Kevin Crawford, Carlsbad Fire Chief, a very 

different story is unfolding.  This is a story that would and should cause the public great concern 

regarding our safety. 

 

Another area of concern is NRG West’s attempt to cast blame on local government in the public 

eye.  In Issue 6 it states, “As a result of the City of Carlsbad’s reluctance to provide requested 

treated wastewater to the project, NRG has proposed a small ocean water purification system to 

provide water for the operation of the project.”   

Per the City of Carlsbad, the actual issue was availability since the treated wastewater was fully 

subscribed especially during the summer months.  Please note that when planning their 

application, NRG never went to the city to request the needed water.  

 

Regarding this same subject there is a prior, conflicting quote in Issue 5 that states, 

“NRG West is taking the Governor’s warning and the San “Diego County Water Authority’s 

long-term plans very seriously and is willing to conserve potable and reclaimed water supplies 

for other uses.  Consequently, NRG West has included an ocean water purification system 

(reverse osmosis) in its refined permit application to the California Energy Commission…”  It is 

remarkable how vastly different the two prior statements are yet in neither statement is the public 

told the truth about why NRG West must install an ocean water purification system. 

 

In Issue 3 NRG West claimed, “The CECP will result in the permanent reduction of 225 million 

gallons per day of seawater for cooling of Units 1, 2 and 3 directly resulting in the protection of 

marine life.”  This would be true if the three units being replaced operated 24 hours a day every 

day of the year.  According to a letter sent to the C E C January, 2009 from NRG's lawyers, with 

its accompanying "Center for Biological Diversity Data Responses", Table DRC3-1, Units 1, 2 

& 3 operated for a total of 3972 hours in 2007 (average daily usage of 15% of capacity) and 

2952 hours in 2008 (average of 11% of capacity or 25.27 million gallons/day.  The truth is that 
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units 1, 2 & 3 have not used their maximum ocean cooling water capacity of 225 million gallons 

per day for years!   

  

Probably the broadest piece of misinformation is the fact that the public thinks the new plant will 

replace the old plant.  In Issues 1, 2, 6 it says, “Replacing existing units 1, 2 and 3 with more 

efficient and lower profile power generators” and in Issue 5 it says, “By phasing out the existing 

power plant, the City of Carlsbad will be able to eventually meet its goal of using the site for 

community and commercial development.”   

Over and over again people are shocked when they are told there will be two plants.  They don’t 

realize that if the new one is built, the old one will stay.  This is a very important fact.  The 

public deserves to understand the whole story.   

 

Though a vast amount of misinformation is being printed there are those who oppose the CECP.  

During the PSA (Preliminary Staff Assessment) workshop many spoke out in opposition of the 

new plant.  Yet in Issue 8, NRG West printed, “Approximately 100 people attended the two-day 

workshop where several Carlsbad citizens voiced their support for the project.”  I attended the 

workshop and during public comment I observed many more than 100 people in attendance.  

There was a long line of people wrapping around the back of the conference room waiting in line 

to speak in opposition of the project.  Only a few spoke in favor.  NRG West’s statement 

minimizes the public outrage that occurred that evening.   

 

One of the biggest concerns on people’s minds about this project is “do we need the power”? 

In Issue 8 NRG West printed, “NRG remains committed to bringing this important energy 

project online to meet the needs of the region.”   

At this point there is no guarantee that even if we did need the power that it would stay in the 

region.  NRG has no contract with SDG&E. Per my discussion with CalISO the power can be 

sold on the open market since there is no contract.  NRG is playing on the fears of the public 

with this unsupported promise. 

 

My intent in this letter has been to enlighten you regarding these serious matters of 

misinformation.  Next comes resolving the situation.  I would suggest that an apology be made to 

the public and that the misinformation be pointed out and corrected.  In addition, I would ask that 

corporate continue to monitor communications to ensure that the misinformation stops.   

 

I look forward to your response regarding these matters. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Kerry Siekmann  

 

Enclosure 

cc: Meredith Moore 

       Lori Neuman 

       City of Carlsbad 
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